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SENERAL VISITATION OF THE LORD

BISHOP OF LONDON.
(From the St. James's Chronicle.)

ht Rev. the Bishop of London held a visitation
Y of the metropolis yesterday at St. Paul’s
His lordship was received at the western
€ prebendaries, canons residentiary, &ec., at
1 o'clock, and was immediately conducted to
g‘;"l’ﬂ throne. Prayers were read by the Rev.
Ackman, and the lessons by the Rev. Mr. Hall; af-
h an able and eloquent sermon was preached by
thap. Dr. M’Caul from the second epistle to Timothy,
A“te. 16th and 17th verses. ;
1€ eonclusion of the sermon the B_xshop of London
IPW'-“"W the benediction, and the right rev. prelite

g

4

8
g

o

Yy th
1

£
Z

FEEF
2

g
F

to

seat on the east end of the cathedral, and took his
mﬁﬂa ¢hair within the communion rails. Archdea-
He sate on the prelate’s right hand, the canons and
38 occupied chairs on either side, within the
ad the other clergymen present seated them-
Benehes in front of the communion table, Mr.
the registrar, then called over the names of
Who had been required to attend the visitation,

é’gmony having been concluded,

ishop of London proceeded to the delivery of
THE CHARGE.*
My Beverend Brethren,—The four years which
- e elapsed since I last addressed you from this
S hm:e been marked by a series of events of the
y best doterest and importance

0 this realm; some of a very painful
24l dspect of eneouragement dng -
tm.v“.”',m,_le most remarkable of these varied fea-
i ‘he Church’s recent history may be regarded
liké?}:?pmte subjects of contemplation on an occasion
5 eP’eBen,t. God’s more special dealings with'his
'helerio ought surely to fix the attention and engage

0|
m;del‘;‘(’lg:s the.m their meat i.u due seasen. It will be
iid u;, ll:A humbl? x’ellan.ce upon His grace, to
i l'lltio(x: k ‘z;e topics .before you, for our joint
Which they ma and to draw’ from them the lessons
Cb\lrch.n'ty] TYSeem to have been designed to teach the
Dinister aBge, sod more especi
enier uimn ut you will “fﬂurally expect that before
allusigy to than?'hother Sub‘!.ect,l should make some
8ion of gy ]m:;c arge I delivered to you on the occa-
080 much g; tynodical nieeting, which has given rise
Pression u:scussmn’ and has called fosth the ex-
d Ereat a variety of opinion. And, in-
sl unfitly avail myself of the present
10 do thyy y
m:oa:d) Viclence of that diseussion. I might
€Mgthened defence of the opinions and

Counsﬂs whi
3 teh T submi . 3
and Vindicate - mitted to you on that occasion,
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forgj ave [h(.)lfght offasting upon me. I might easily
iulpo: the position which I had taken, in all its most
‘bleut;m points, by the authority of many of the

¢ defenders of our Reformed Church, and re-as-
Under cover of their venerable names, what I am

. vaded gre ¢} inci i tri
d_‘!cipline, e true principles of its doctrine and

8ia]

to the Church of

¥
anu hope :;
|
“.“ thOughta of those who are set over his house- |
ally us who are its |

hich I forebore to do during |

myself from imputations which no per- |
Dot willtully misconstrue, or strangely |
d, the plain language of that Charge, |

: But I wish to forbear from all controver- |

.

Teaso
Qb‘rse’ 1
h‘Ppﬂy

Sthe:
l'egg’ b

:r siding, ifthe): are not yet completely at
aty :Ou’d anything ft’mpt me to vindicate
Canngy — ‘:’Xpepse nf'.the Chureh's peace.  Yet I
0g 3 foy - Over .!he sx:l.b')ect altogether, without offer-
plnnation ords, if n‘ot in self-defence, at least in ex-
Veuteq g, ) Motives, and of the causes which pre-

intendegq et

f ency,
arded by many excel.
the obligations which
es on their admission into holy
!‘lder the influence of these scruples they
Vg “h:!ﬂltbt? a.dhere. as .cl(.)ﬂcly as possi_ble to the
their e i in their miulstrations, whilst others
de‘el‘mine €N, uot less conscientious, have been
great wes. s Y con

@ight

w.
estabj g f"{k)w the usage which they found
these cir

4 “ulllslance" respective- c¢hurches. “Under
Which ot gnp. > @ diversity of practice has arisen,

Ct‘g:e:)gtt)iy‘:es which prompted me to recom-
generany Practis, ergng: to the Rubrie than had been
stage theny i 1Sed for many years before; I cannot
€ Word, Nore c]eurly, nor wore succincetly, than ip
P““oral 4 euployed by"our venerable Primate, in his
A P ctier, addrqs'sed. to the clergy .and laity of
Ofth,)svmce-at-tbe beginuing of Jast year, Speuking
o e de“'lauona from the express directions of the
tie, which had long prevailed in the generality of
“P!ll'ochial churches, his Grace observes—
&menh:r;. bave, I ::ppre.ehend, at all times, been clep.
g of o have })ecn distressed by this inconsist
By meate Years it has been reg
‘hey to: as irreconcileable with
oy upon themsely
thoughy ;4
le

ainta; 3
tained by the Church, but is some-

10 the minds of the people with pe-
jealousieg Octrine, and gives birth to suspicions
uld glyy : > Gestructive of the confidence which

98 8ubsist between the flock and their pas-
the increase of an evil which might
k 1 schism was confessedly most desi-
object i: € most effectual mode of accomplishing

» 1t has been thought, would be found in

ral 5 :
% COn.f'ormuy to the Rubric.  Universal coneur-
10 this easy and obyj

8ho,
tor‘
terg;..  Prevent
tabl,. © 0 actaa

the and
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; A d, of put-
nmovations, and of exclu-
= distinctions, in their character decidedly
% from the public worship of God; and 1
gret that measures which, with a view to

‘&?Osea‘, have been recommended by high

“Nice, ag the means of restoring order and

i l'o&;:?:"' departure from the principles of the
Worda . t© the most scrupulous conscience.”
ke octibe preciscly the view which I
¢ Subject when I found that a
Practice existed in the different
S¢, and that I was appealed to by
"'my judgment as tq the proper
i It did certainly appear to me,
SClences of those clergymen who

; Wouldy “-“ens.e of the inconsistency above
e Wity h e l‘_eheved by a more exact com-
~p?‘8ib]y s ubrie, no minister of our Church
°’din‘}3mh he ¢y Ject, on lhe‘scorc of conscience, to
p‘ﬂia B 'p'0§81y promised to do—first, at his
Pea “{ar llr’hdgam’ ‘?‘hen licensed to officiate in a
h;dt‘ With gy, - 1did not therefore hesitate to re-
Xpregs er particularity, an opinion which I
b g g, tl:: aé:harge,t!elivercd nearly.twenty years
; Pl‘aet-ergy b duty wbnch{appeared to me to bind
g 'eable' with "t and punctual conformity, where
’ Cley, bt but o the Rubric, and I entertain little or
$ 'hisg'y f the Mt if there had been, on the part of the
1 theﬂsy ang '0cese, that “ universal congurrence in
E;mue“p fpe&kgo Vious regulation,” of which the Arch-
oy, » there would have been no sérious or

Oy ob‘e A
" Ol\nrcg'cnf““ on the part of the lay members of
n have stigmatised

i‘? lmiall;e 1,.h°-y could not the
Q‘ethe te"msm;h the plain letter of the law, and
“Q(Sl to any P:rt? s";lcmn ‘pr'omise, as evineing a ten-
,"i:@a of the Chc:r:}r. oplugnnns} at variance with the
mm y Stiall |, e ut the refusal of a com-= |
Ny me"da(io umber of the clergy to act upon my |
: mv“ntage n_' ¥as, of course, sufficient to preclude ‘
V.'hlchl had hoped might result from |
|

()
© Pursyegq,

laken. the troable to
Publiched in the St
Ars in the English

ave found ¢h: s
Clv.,n'lthu collati

compare the copy of the \1
- James's Chronicle with |
Churchman aud in the John f
on useful to us in several res- |

!

10gs on the topics touched upon in that |
et I should revive charges which are now |

arge in question from producing the |
q P g

siderations, in their estimation, of

Meonsistent with the principle of

fagt uld not have been received with unani- |

its general adoption, and to expose others, who might
act upon it, to the imputation of peculiar opinions and
tendencies—an imputation which, if all the clergy had
agreed to observe the Rubric, conld not have been
fixed, on that account, upon any. This not having
been the case, it is not to be wondered at, if, in many
instances, the laity regarded with suspicion a return
to the more strictly legal and regular mode of celebrat-
ing divine service, when, as the Archbishop remarks,
so many innovations had been attempted which were
really objectionable, and tended to alter the character
of our Church. Nor am 1 disposed to censure with
harshness that dislike of change which, if in this in-
stance it was carried too far, proceeded generally,
though not, I fear, in every case, from a real attach-
ment to our Services.
The refusal on the part of some of the ‘clergy to
carry out my suggestions, and the speedy return >f
many others, who had adopted them,to the old prac-
tice, placed me in a position of great difficulty and
delicacy with respect to those who felt themselves
bound to fulfil what they deemed a solemn obligation,
| by following the directions of the Rubric. In several
| of their parishes a clamour had been raised, which it
| was found impossible to still by reasoning, and the
| peace of the Church seemed to be threatened with a
serious ifterruption.  Desirable as uniformity ap-
peared to me.to be, I conld pot but think that it wonld he
purchased too dearly at the price of that increased ir-
ﬁvﬁﬁdﬁ“‘mwmm'e@iﬁh}y have re-
I'sulted from an attempt on my part to enforce, in
! every instance, compliance with those rules, the ob-
servance of which I had contented myself with re-
commending in my charge. I therefore deemed it
right, after consultation with those whose opinions I

l
|
4

| tunity offered, that I did not require them to observe
that degree of Rubrical strictness which I had spoken
of as greatly to be desired. At the same time it is
manifest that I was not at liberty to direct any clergy-
man vot to do that which the letter of the law re-
quired him to do. The utmost length to which I
| could go was to abstain from enforcing his observance
{'of it, and to intimate to him, in private and confiden-
| tial comimunications, my doubts as to -the wisdom of
his persevering in such observances, when he found it
impossible to remove by argument and explanation the
objections of the great majority of his people.

I am aware that some of the parochial clergy
thought it was my duty to uphold them, at all haz-
ards, in opposition to their parishioncrs, by requiring
of them a strict compliance with the letter of the Ru-
bric. But it is evident that if 1 had done this in any
one church in my diocese, I must have done it in all
—a course of proceeding upon which I was not dis-
Posed to enter, with a clear view before me of the cer-
tain consequences which would follow. Underall the’
circumstances of the case, I thought myself bound to
 consult the peace of the Church, rather than the wish-
| s of individnal clergymen, or my own character for
consistency : and I cannot but hope that those of my
| brethten who were at the moment disposed to com-

| plain of my not bhaving effectually sapported them in
their endeavours to carry out my recommendations,
will see, upon reflection, the extreme hazard of the
only method by which I could have done 50, and will
muke due allowance for the difficulties in which I was
placed. In justice to myself I am bound to state
that, upon a.calm and careful review of the opinions
contained in my last Charge, I cannot discover any to
which I'need scruple to avow my continued adherence.
Those which relate entirely to questions of doctrine,
['T think I was called upon, by the actual state of the
| Church, to declare freely and without reserve,
| are not matters which aduwit of any question of-expe-
1 diency, nor may they be made the subjects of any
temporisiug policy, as far as relates to the open avow-
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think it right to tolerate the maintenance of different
opinions on the part of others. But with respect to
matters of outward observance, I do not know that I
should have felt myself bound to press my opinions
upon the clergy, notwithstandipg the plainness of the
rulés which they are bound to follow, had I been fully
aware of the amount of prejudice and misinformation
on such questions which prevailed in the Church. I
would, however, have this to be understood ouly of

l

been the more especial subjects of difference between
the clergy and their flocks; not of those which in-
any point of doctrine. Al changes,” —I again use
formance of the Service, affecting the doctrine of the
Church, by alteration, addition, or omission, I regard
with unqualified disapprobation. - The danger to the
Church would- be great, if clergymen, not having due
respect either to Episcopal authority or established
usage, should interpret the Rubric for themselves,
should introduce or curtail ceremonies at pleasure, or
make Divine Service in any way the means of expres-
sing their own theological opinions or party views.”

It is, I am persuaded, by the use of unwarrantable
licence in this respect, on the part of the clergy, that
some congregations have been led to doubt the scrip-
tural character of some of our offices, when they saw
them mutilated, or the Church's order neglected by
their ministers; or, on the other hand, have been pre-
pared for the admission, first of the ceremonies, and
.then of L!.le doctrines of the Church of Rome, by the
administration 0?' thewrSlrcraser\vwe’ espe.cxall.Y o 1h.e
G o Bishap Beckiifs WhI:)\u)ts.l ' It 184 just opi-
marks, *observed the R’ bri -‘ « o Riogtaplest ey
| B Ru ru: 80 nicely that he would
| do uothn.xg but according to it,”” thay « thé adhering
| to established laws and rules was a certaio and fixed
thing, whereas superstition was infinite.,”

And this leads me again to protest, in the most
carnesg manner, against the publication, by clergymen
of our Church, of books of devotions, and homilies,
and hagiogrnphies, composed by, or pri
ved from authors of the Chure

| with its errors,
of unse

ncipally deri-
h of Rome, and tainted
I know of no more probable method
ttling ardent and sensitive minds, of perve
them from the simplicity
ship,

rting
of Seripture truth and wor-
and of smoothing the way far their passing into
the bosom of a corrupt and deceitful Church., T con-
f?ss that T cannot understand how any person, profes-
Sing to be a member of our own branch of the Church
Catholie, can reconcile it to his conscience to be in
any way accessory to proceedings, the effect of which,
upon the minds of those who are imperfectly instruc-
ted, must be to diminish the seeming importance of
those fundamental differences which separate the
Ch_urches of England and Rome—to make them dis.-
satisfied with the doctrine and discipline of the one,
and to habituate them to regard with complacency
and, in dye time, with affection, the worst errors of
the other, 1 can understand this conduet on the part
Of.(me of that society to whom it is permitted to dig. |
| guise their real sentiments, and to assumne any char- |
| acter which may best enable them to propagate the 1
errors of Rome ; but I cannot comprehend the gelf- |
| delusion by which any persou pursuiog this course,
can persuade himself that he is faithful to his solemn
engagements as a clergyman of the English Church.
I eannot but regard such ‘a policy as more to be cen-
sured and fearod than open, honest, undisguised hog-
tility. Deep)y as I deplore the loss of those who,{
from being amongst our Church's ablest and most |
zealous defenders, have become her bitterest revilcrs
and assailants, T would rather sce a wember of our
communion pass over at once to the adversary's camp,

and from thenee hurl defiance and reproach againat

|

|

|
1
!
|
|

those whom he has deserted, than that he should con- !
tinue amongst us only for the dishonest purpose 0!';
trying (and such purpose has, in one instauge at Jeast, |
been openly avowed) how much of the Romish system |
can be engrafted upon our ownj; in other words, h(zw
much of error can be engrafted upon truth, for this,
and nothing less than this, if we hold in good ‘tr.ulh ‘
the doctrine embodied in our Articles of Religiun,
must we believe to be the difference.

Under a strong impression that every approach to
the practices of the Church of Rome, which._is not en-
tively consonant with the spirit of our own, is not only
needless, but dangerous, I feel myself (.alle(.i upon to
caution my younger brethren against a specious pro-

wherewith to combat the delusive arguments of Ro-
mish emissarics, and to stablish and settle the faith of
the weak-hearted members of their flocks. The pre-
sent is too plajuly a season at which it is most needful
ff)r those who stand on the watch towers of the
Church to observe the approach of the adversary, and
to cry aloud to every soul that is given to them in
charge, “Stand fast in the liberty wherewith Christ
has made us free, and be not entangled again in the
yoke of bondage.” 1In pursuing -those studies which
may qualify them for the effective discharge of their
duty, I would recommend my younger brethren to di=
rect their especial attention to the subject of Papal
infallibility, which is inseparably connected with that

was bound to respect, to inform the clergy, as oppor- |

f’f SWpremacy. T am persuaded that this, although it
18 really the most unreasonable and the least demon-
strable of all the grounds upon which the Romish
Chureh claims our allegiance, is that which is most
successfully put forward by her agents, to ensnare
tender consciences, and to perplex weak understand-
nature of Church membership—an element in the |[ings. T'he slavery of opinion is the natural couse-
communion of saints. It is, therefore, very right and | quence of the proneness of men’s minds, in matters of
proper that we should remind one another of this | high concernment and controverted certainties, to
duty, and be careful to perform it ourselves; but I do | take up the conclusions of others who are supposed to
not perceive the necessity, and I greatly question the | have greater advantages for the discovery of truth,
prudence, of entering into any other association for | and who are sufficiently positive in asserting that they
that purpose that than to which we all belong by vir- | have found it : i
Ftaeof o baptism, and of our relation to Jesus Christ Thicre is noattribute which men would more gladly
in His Church: —One obvious danger of"all such vol- | recognise in theteacher to whom they resort for instruc-
| untary combinations is that.of fostering a spirit of | tion than that of infallibility, and in proportion to the
importance of the truthssought for, and tothe supposed .

| party. Those who eulist themselves will be apt to
| regard those who do not, as lukewarm and indifferent, { difficulty of ascertaining them would be the readiness of
and it almost always happens that they who combine | ordinary minds to recoguise the existence of that attri-

| for a somewhat indefinite purpose, find themselves, in | bute inone who, inaddition thereto, claimed the preroga-
| process of time, leagued together for other objects | tive which the Supreme Author and Source of Truth has
than that which was contemplated at first., not seen fit to delegate to any mortal being, that of
finally avd peremptorily deciding all controversy,—

T'his is one of many objections which may be urged
against what is called the Evangelical Alliance, an as- | Unstable and uninformed minds are most easily capti-
vated by the promise of the conclusive settlement of

sociation of which, although it contains within itself
the elements of disunion, and must soon crumble into | all taeir doubts. They are too eager for the case
which that’promise holds out to them, to scrutinise

pieces, if it be not turned into a mere instrument of
aggression against the Established Church, I must | very varrowly the authority which pretends to give it.
This is the leading feature of that strong delusion

express my strong disapprobation.

But to revert to the proposalin question. We | which takes so matly captive and cousigns them to
have been publicly invited, from time to time, by zeal- | hopeless thraldom—the master spell which crowns and
ous and well-meaning individuals, to wnite in prayer | gives potency to the deceivableness of unrighteousness.
on certain days for certain specified objects, and al- | T'o be assured by an infallible teacher that he is the
though I have always considered this to savour some- | aly legitimate interpreter of the mind of Jesus Christ
what of presumptuousness on the part of persons not ! ard the laws of his Church—that if they believe what-
holding authority in the Church, I did not think it {eter he commands them to believe, and practice all
likely to produce any serious inconvenience. In fact |
the attemipt was too vague to have any considerable
effect.  But when it is proposed to establish some-
thing of a sodality or brotherhood, for mutual inter-
cession, the members of which are to have their names
registered, in order that they may be informed of par-
ticular objects to be prayed for, either of general in-
terest, or connected with themselves or their own
friends, the plan seems to me to be open to the ob-
jection which I have stated, as being likely to form or
bind together a secret party in the Church, and to |
teach them the necessity of doing something more |

posal which has been recently made, to fol:m.a SOI‘!’ of
association or fraternity for mutual intercession. To
“the proposed object.of such an association no just ex-
“ception can be taken. The duty of mutual interces-
sion is plainly enjoined upon us by the holy Apostles,
and is indeed an ubavoidable inference from the very

i

canfortable a persuasion not to be eagerly embraced
by many who caunot so easily substantiate to their
own minds all that is included in those grand, simple,
fuvdamental truths—* Believe in Jesus Christ, and
| thou shalt be saved,” and * Without holiness no, wan
 shall see the Lord." It very commonly happens that
| persons improperly instructed in the grounds of their
faith, who have quitted the bosom of their Church for |
that of Rome, in consequence of doubts suggested by |
the writings or couversation of subtle disputants, as-
sigu as the solereason of their sad change, the comfort

| —that the Church invested with this most important

that he enjoins upon them, they will be saved, is too |

tect them, they proceeded to-undermine the very foun-
dations of the Christian faith itself, by advancing the
theory of “development,” or rather, I should say, by
reviving a system incidentally put forth centuries ago
by more than one writer of the Roman communion-—
that the Primitive Church was ignorant of some things
and dissembled others,which were afterwards discovered
and asserted when unity was fully established. This
theory reduced the Christian Scriptures from the emi-
nence on which they had hitherto been placed in the
common opirion of believers, as a final and conclusive
revelation of the Divine will and counsels, to the level
| of a vague, imperfect announcement or suggestion of
God’s truth and purposes—a seminal principle, depo-
sited as it were in the soil of man's understanding, to
be unfolded from tine to time by the Church as the
exigencies of the case might require, and as men's
winds might be prepared to receivejt: it being as-
sumed—for on that theory it plainly cannot be proved

task is no other than the Church of Rome. It is ma-
uifest that this theory involves in itself the radical
principle of infidelity.  The disciples of Moeller and
Newman are in that state of hopeful trainiog for the
school of Strauss. Uhlinh, one of the leaders of the
German Rationalists, “ Friends of Light,”" says in hix
' confession, “If such be the state of things, I think it
is.high time that the free-thinking Clergy made com-
mon cause, partly that they might not stand alone,
wheun they require advice under difficalt circumitances,
and partly that they may come to some mutual under-
standing with regard to the future development and
constitution of Christianity. The primary principles
of our efforts are those of our first meeting, viz., the
casting away of all matters which are hostile to a free
development of Christianity, and the application of
our united powers, to the unrestrained building ap of
the kingdom of God' —uurestrained, that is, by any
respect for Holy Scripture.  Wishemas, another leader
of the party, says, “ Whenever our minds and Scripture
are at variance, we say, ‘reason is right, and decides
on Scripture’” It appears to me that the common
sense and honesty of every wind which is tolerably
wells informed, and believes the Bible to coutain the
word of God, will at once revolt from this theory of
development, whether propounded by Romanists or
Rationalists, as being inconsistent with the essential
characteristics of the Gospel revelation, and will be in
no danger of being entangled in the web of sophistry
which its advocates have woven.

The theory itself will, we doubt not, before long be
far more dangerous to the system of error which it is
contrived to excuse and uphold, than to the truth which
it labours to obscure. I leaveit to others, and alrea-
dy many able advocates have come forward on behalt
of Scripture truth and Christian honesty, to expose
the unsoundness and mischievous tendency of this
theory of development, and I will content myself with
one very obvious remark, that although this niay prove
nothing as to the truth or falsehood of the theory in
question, or of the decrees of the Council of Treut,

They .

al of them, with whatever degrees of charity we may |

those questions of rubrical observances which have |

valve, either directly or indirectly, or by implication, |

the Archbishop's words— A]l changes in the per- |

|
{
|
|
|

than the Church instructs them to do, or of doing it
in a different manner.  This apprehension is very
much strengthened when I observe, that the “ several
objects of intercession should be remembered at the
Holy Communion, with the prayer, that the memorial
then made before God of the Sacritice on the Cross
may be accepted in bekhalf of them.” Now. this notion
of an offering, which those who communicate in the
Eucharist make in behalf of others, over and above
their prayers, seems to me, I confess, to be essentially
the same as that which is condemned by our 31st
Article. T consider it to be the plain dectriae of our
Church, that the effects of that Holy Sacrament are
limited to the faithful communicaut; and that there
is nothing in it in the nature of a truly propitiatory
sacrifice, - 2
“It is ounly an act of devotion and obedience in
thoge that ‘cat and drink worthily;’ and though in
it they ought to pray for the whole body (.)f I_he
Church, yet those their prayers do only prevail with
God, as ti)e\' are devout intercessions, but not by any
particular v{rtue'm this action.” * (Burnet on Article
Thirl)uone.) R
He who belicves that the Eucharistic memorial

| which they longed for and imagine they have obtained
| in the shelter or'an infallible authority, which resolves
| or rather crushes all their doubts, and spares them thg
trouble and responsibility of thinking and judging for
| themselves. They tell you that inward conviction is
| far better than argumentative demonstration—that
i they have found a harbour of refuge—that they feel
’[ themselves to be safe.  But is it not marvellous that
| any person who has even a tolerable acquaintance with
| the volume of inspiration and the records of history,

| should ever be persuaded to venture his salvation upon |

| 6o fraila bark asthat of Papal fufallibility—that in-
Ifulli-bility whichat different times has stamped with
its impress the most discordant, aud irreconcileable
df’g"u_\s and practices; which in one Gregory solemnly
d'“‘f‘“"@d and renounced supremacy over his brethren,
and in another anathematised all who should call that
Supremacy into question, which condemned in the sy-
nodical decree of Trent all those who denied inspira-
ton to the apocryphal books, having previously ca-
nomsed Jerome, who notoriously held them to be
Uninspired, as did also Gregory the Great—that in-
“““'"”i‘y, respecting which the most learned doctors
of Rome have never been able to determine where it

will not only benefit himself as a chanoel of grace to
his own soul, but also be accepted by God in belmlf.'
| of others, who do not partake of it, isin danger of
being led onwards, by no very difficult steps, to a l:»c-
lief that “(lie Priest does offer Christ for the gnick
| and the dead to have remission of pain aund guilt.'—
Asif for the purpose of facilitating this transition
from the doctrine of our Reformed Church to that of
Rome, we find in the publication to which I al]ud.e, |
{ “the additions to the Hours are subjoined in Latin |
for those who may use them in that language.””  But
; while T thipk myself called upon to cauti.on my youn- r
| ger brethren againt the particular form 10 which this |
| plan of mytyal intercession has been proposed to them,
glemiu»]y agree with its authors in thinking ﬂ‘mta‘
{ 8pecial obligation to the performance of the duty itself
{18 laid upon us by the present state and JIrOspacLs of
i the Church—that “the conversion of sinners and
gzxwakening of the listless is a proper object for our
’fuuited prayers;” that “the advancement aud perse-
| verance of the faithful,”” (and surely we z!nay"wc]l df]dx
{ the recovery of those who have lapsed), “is a thmg ;
[ for which we have need to seck belp from ubo've;
jand that in many instances general prayers wxll'be
‘{ used the more seriously, and with less chz.\ncc.' of in-
| attention, when particular casés are kept in view, 1
{ would add, that the present difficulties io which it has |
{ pleased Divine Providence to involve aur country, by |
| visiting the people of Ireland with severe distress, |
| may very fitly be recommended by you to your people ‘
| a8 a subject of particular jntercession, both in their
family and private devotions.

The efforts which have for some time past been sys- |

|

|
i tematically made to revive amongst the members of |
‘our own communion, opinions and practices which |
have been usually regarded as_peculiar to the Church
of Rome, necessarily tend, as I have before observed,
| to perplex aud. ubsettle sensitive and imperfectly in-
structed cousciences, and to prepare them for an ac-
| knowledgment of the paramount authority of that
‘ Church, which, as it concedes nothing, vor admits the
I possibility of its erring, even in the minutest feature
i of that complicated system, which was stamped with
| the character of unchangeableness by the decrees of |
the Council of Trent, has manifestly a great advan-
{ tage in dealing with unstable and doubtful minds,
when even Ob€ step has been taken in advance towards
that system.  Thisjs especially the case with females, ’
| the natural constitytion of whose minds disposes them |
to rest upon the authority of others; while their live- |
lier sensibilities are wyore easily excited and satisfied
by an wsthetic and ceremonial form of religion. In- |
deed, I thiok it is in minds of this class—even in our

r
|

| own sex also, with some exceptions,—that a Boman- |

ising tendency is most perceptible,  Some few there |
are who seell Y0 have been caught in the meshes of |

; their own subtilty : otheps appear to be perplexed by ' the Papal systen deal w

erudition ill digested and misapplied; but a great |
number of those persons who have been unhappily |
perverted (and, after all, how inconsiderable is that |
number in COMparison with those who hold the faith
without wavering), secem to have been misled by the
treacherous lights of poetical mysticism, following the
guidance, not of their reason, but of imagination, or
to have fallen a prey to Romish sophistry, for want of
soand and well digested theological learning.  We
must, I fear, look for more instances of perversion oc-
casioned by these causes, and it behoves the clergy |

te ba prepured with a senspeteat

}

| Reverend Bre

resides, whether in the Pope alone, or in the Pope and
the General Council joiutly, orin the Church at large,
and which, wherever it resides, has not answered its
u”e.ged Purpose, having been, in fact, most instramen-
tal in Promoting schism, and in breaking the unity of
fhe‘Church. This portentous doctrine of infallibility
15 10 truth the key-stone upon which the whole sys-
tem of Romish error rests. Remove it, and the fabric
crutnbles intq dust; while at the same time it is at-
tempted to be established either by a sophism, the
Viclousness of which may be made palpable to the most
ordinary understanding—"* We believe Holy Scripture
fo be\the Word of God, because the Church which is
l?falllb!e has declared it to be so, and we believe the
Churéh tg e infullible because it may be proved to be
80 out of Holy Scripture;” or by that most unreason-
able apq Presumptuous argument which, as Chilling-
worth says, places their belief of the doctrine upon
Prudential motives—* We think it convenient that
there should be one judge of controversies for the
whole world, therefore God hath appointed one’'—an
argument which they confess to be obnoxious to a pos-
Slbl‘hty of erring, and, therefore, ¢ trath, faith, and sal-
:v;‘,[}un" must rely upon a fallible and uncertain ground.
This, ho\vevcr, is the assumption with which you, my
thren, will most frequently have to con-
u:nd, in guarding your flocks agaiust the wiles of Po-
pish emissariés, and therefore it is, that I would espe-
cially recommend you to make your yourselves masters
of this question. It is inseparably connected with
that of the Pope's supremacy, which, as. it is taught
by the Ultramontane writers, necessarily involves the
assertion of liis infaliibility, while on the other hand,
the admission of his infallibility leads directly to that
of his supremacy, aud the two draw after them a third
most important question, that of schism, with which
you will frequently have to deal, You will not fail to
remind those of your people who may have their doubts
excited by the confident assertion that the English
Church is in a state of schism, that the true schismatic
is not always he who separates, but he who makes the
separation HECESsary.  (Jpon this question you will
find that everything that can be said has been said by
Archbishop Bramball; ang with respect to those of
the Papal supremacy ang infallibility, I need hardly tell
you that evely argument which can be urged in their
favour has been thoroughly sifted and solidly refuted
in that treasury Of'learning, Dr. Barrow's “ Treatise
of the Pope's S“P“emacy," of which Archbishop Til-
lotson truly 8ays, that jt has «exhausted a subject
handled before by Many others, insomuch that no ar-
gument of mMOMENt, nay, hardly any consideration pro-
perly belonging to it, hah escaped his large and com-
prehensive mind. e hath gaid enough to settle the
controversy for €Ver, ani o deter all wise nien from
meddling any further with §2.” * Yet the defenders of
ith the question as though 1t
had been conclusively determined the other way.
Notwithstanding this, go reluctant is the Church of
Rome to loosen her hold, or to relax the complex and
artificial chain by which she binds down the reason
and consciences of hep children, that her partisans
have lately betaken themselves to the use of a new
weapon of defence, which, if jis temper were genuine,
would destroy the chain which now holds it together.
When her champions long ago were defeated upon
Scriptural grounds, and also by tradition; and when
points connected with prinitive antiquity were brought

#tore of reasous ’ sgainst thedn, and their great Disne wes wnable topn-*

both cannot possibly be true, being in some respects
—and those fundamental ones—directly coutrarient
the one to the other. He who maintains the notion
of developiment as it has been maintained of late, is
unavoidable implicated as a heretic in the anathema
of the Council of Trent, which condemns all those
who teach that any one of the traditions received by
| the Church has not been handed down and preserved
‘;in continued succession through the holy apostles,
| from Christ bimself.  This, however, ‘does not con-
| cern us any further than as it may lead us to regard

|

|
|
|

{ with suspicion and distrust both the dogmatism of the
| Tridentine Synod and the latitudinarianism of deve-
| lopment ; the one defining and settling certain erro-
| neous opinions, 8o as seemingly to preclude the possi-
bility of resipiscence and a return ta truth, the other
opening a wide door to the admission of every con-
ceivable novelty of opinion or practice which the
Chureh of Rome may at anytime think proper to a-
dopt and assert, however opposed to its former de-
crees. Tndeed I strongly suspect that the advancing
of this theory is an attempt on the part of subtle, but
not thoroughly satisfied, advocates of Romanism, to
emancipate that Church from the self imposed fetters
of the Trent decrees ; but how that is to be effected
without sacrificing their mopwrov Yevdag of infallibility,
T'amn unable to conjecture. In closing these general
remarks upon a subject which I could not pass over in
silence, but to which it is not possible to do justice
within the limits of an address of this nature, I have
to recommend to your notice some excellent tracts on
the errors of Popery, drawn up by the Rev. J. Endell
Tyler, and published by the Society for the Promo-
tion of Christian Kuowledge, as a means of-couuter-
vailing the attempts which are made by the emissaries
of Rome to unsettle the minds of our people by the
dissemination of cheap publications. These tracts
are admirably adapted to that end by the soundness of
the arguments which they contain, and by the chari-
table spirit in which those arguments are brought for-
ward. A more ample treasury is now placed within
the reach of the Clergy by Mr, Brogden's useful and
well-timed publication, Catholic Sufeguards, which
contains a selection of the ablest discourses on the
errors of the Church of Rome, ¢hosen from the works
of our own eminent divines who lived during the
seventeentb century. I now quit for the present this
very painfuk subject, recommending you to make the
unhappy divisions in our Church, and the great dan-
gers to which they expose it, special objects of depre-
cation in your daily approaches to the throne of mer-
cy, beseeching the one God and Father of us all to
take away from us all hatred and prejudice, and what-
ever else may hinder us from godly union and concord,
that we may be all of ane heart, and of one soul, united
in oneholybondof truthand peace,of faith and chariry.

Before I proceed to touch on some matters of a
more general kind, I desire to recall your attention to
one or two points, on which I dwelt with some earnest-
ness in my last Charge.  One of them is the duty in-
cambent ¢n you of celebrating Divive service on each
of those days on which the Church commemorat s the
leading events in the history of our blessed Lord —
not only his nativity, crucifixion, and resurrection, which
are everywhere observed, but also his circumeision, his
manifestation to the Gentiles, and his glorious ascen-
sion. For each of these days are appointed an ap-
propriate collect, epistle, and gospel; and that the
Iast of them was intended to be observed with a spe-
cial degree of solemnity is apparent from the fact that
the Commanion service, or proper preface to the F'ri-
sagium, is appointed for Ascension Day, as well as for
Christmas Day, Easter. Day, Whit-Sunday, and the
feast of the Holy Trinity. The Ascension of our
Lord being one of the principal acts of our redemption,
that which certified to us the entravce of our great
High Priest jnto heaven itself, “now to appear in the

presence of God for us,”’ ought surely to be everywhere
commemorated, as the Church intended it to b
as it has long been observed in
ishes,

e, and !
most of our large par- |
I veed hardly remind you that it has been the !
Chureh's costom from the beginuing, to keep this fes-
tival with particular respect.  Augustine speaks of
the solemn celebration of the passion, resuriection,
and ascension of our Lord, and of the descent of the
Holy Ghost, as being so aveient that it must have
been appointed by the Apostles themsclves; or by the
general agreement of the Church in some plenay
Council.© *“ [y Jike manner,” suys Bingham, * the
author of the constitution pus. Ascension Day into
the number of the great Chrisiian festivals, becative |
on that day our Saviour's €Conomy upon earth \\awl

sornpledad.

|
{
|

| )

The other point to which I alinded is that of daily
prayers. In the Charge which I delivered eighteen
years ago to the Clergy of this diocese I expressed a
wish that the experiment of a daily service should be
tried agreeably to the practice of the early Church, and
of our own in better times.  In expressing that wish I
had in view the parish Churches ia towns, and in my
last Charge I stated my belief that where it had been
carried into effect 8 considerable number of persons
had been found to profit by the opportunities so af-.
forded. I desire now to repegt that wish, and ta
state my deeided opinion with respect to the metro-.
polis, that if it be deemed necessary to have daily
prayers in any Church, opportunities of attending
them ought to be placed within the rcach of all the
menibers of our cowmuuion, by having them in
Churches not incouveniently distant from oné another,
an arrangement for that purpose being made amongss
the incumbents; and in every large parish where
there is more than one Church, there ought eertainly
to be daily service in some oue of the Churebe'a
None of our people ought to have reason to cowplain
of being deprived, tor want of such provision, of any
ane of the opportunities and privileges to which all the
Church’s children are unquestionably entitled. To
censure a return in this particular to the practice of
an earlier, but not very distant age, as superstition
and forimalism, is in the highest degree unreasounnble
and uncharitable; and 1 carnestly hope that no Clers
gyman will suffer himse!f to be deterred by the fear
of it from adopting my recommendation.

In this respect Lam sorry to say the inhabitants of
the metropolis are worse off than they were a century
and a half ago. It appears from the work entitled
“ Pietas Londinensis," which was published in the year
1714, that there were then daily, niorning and evening
prayers, in no fewer than forty-two churches in London
and Westminster, besides St. Paul's Cathedral and
Westminster Abbey, of which number twenty-five
were in the city of London. I fear that if a new edi-
tion of that work were to be published, adapted to the
present time, the numbers would stand very differently.
As far as I can collect from the last annual returns,
there are not more than about sixteen churches ot
chdpels in the wetropolis in which there are duily
prayers. I will not stop to iuquire into the causes of
what [ wust consider to be a change for the worse;
but [ cannot help observing that where money has
been left by pious persons for the express purpose of
paying 8 clergyman for the performance of Gaily ser-
vice, the receiver of sueh mioney is bound in common
honesty to fulfil the condition on which he receives it.

I cannot forbear from taking this opportunity of
expressing a wish that sowe of our churches, in towns
atleast; were opened every morning for private prayer,
in order that persons who could not easily find in their
own humble dwellings a place of*retirement for their
devotions, caleulared to solemnise their minds, might
resort to’the House of God where all would be in hare
wony with their feelings.

The mention of this subject naturally leads me to
the geueral question of the provision made by the
Church for the spiritual wants of that vast collection
of buman beings which is contained in London and its
suburbs. Teu years hiave now elapsed since I called
the attention of the public to this subject, by putting
forth proposals for raising a fund to be applied to the
building and endowiuent of additional churches, I
stated that there were at that rime in the metropolis
and its suburbs, owitting all notice of those parishes
which contaived less than 7,000 each, a population of
not less than 1,380,000, with chureh room for only
140,000—litde wore than ove-tenth of the whole ;
and that in the eastern and north-eastern districts
there were ten parishes coutaining 853,460 inhubis
tants, with an average provision of one church for every
19,000 souls, and one clergyman for every 14,000, —
I pointed out the evils which were sure to flow from
such a state of things, and said that it was a work of
prudence, not less than of piety und eharity, to inpart
to the multitude, who were barely acquainted with the
first principles of Cristinuity, a knowledge of its truthe
and precepts, its motives and restraints; and that the
most hopeful method of attempting this was to send
more labourers into the great harvest ficld; to increase
the nunsber of churches and clergymen; to bring howe
to the doors and hearths of the most ignoraut and neg-
lected of the people the ordinances, the sole mities,
the decencies, and the charities of our Apostolical
Chureh; to divide the moral® wilderness of this great
city into manageable districts, each with its own place
of warship, its schools, and its local institutions. For
the ready, and in some instances, almost unprecedented
liberalicy with which that appeal was answered, I am
deeply thankful to Him from whem ali good designs,
and all wouks of piety aud charity proceed. The/sub-
scriptions received for the general objects of the ap-
peal amount to no less than £176,855. A scparate
fund was shortly afterwiards formed at the’ suggestion
of a lay member of the Church, to whose support and
co-operation in this good work that Church is deeply
indebted, for the erection and endowment of ten addi-
tional churches, each with its parsonage-house aud its
schools, in the single parish of Bethnal-green, con-
taiving more than 70,000 inhabitants, with only two
churches and three clergymen,  The contributions to
this fund amount to £60,000., so that altogether a
sumn of more than £238,000 has been subseribed for
the purpose of supplying in part the spiritual destitu-
tion of the metropolis, besides the local contributior.s
towards the ercction of churches in those places where
a part only of the expense has been defrayed out of
this fand. ~ Provision has thus been made for the erece
tion of 63 new churches, of which 44 are competed,
10 are in the course of erection, two are about fo be
commenced, and seven for which grants have been vo-
ted will, it is hoped, before long, be put in band,—
These churches will contain altogether about 65,000
pérsons, and will furnish the means of attendivg divine
worship once in the day to 130,000. It mukes the
total number of persons accommodated at any one
time in church 205,000, out of & population (omining
as before the smaller parishes,) 1,380,000 ; and, sup~
posing, what we by no means admit, that it is enough
for each person to attend divine service only once in
the day, 410,000 ouly have an opportunity of doing
so, while 970,000 are wholly unprovided for as far as
the Clurch is concerncd.  This is with reference to
the population of the metropolis at the time wheo the
proposals were put forth. But in the meanwhile it
has continued to increase at the rate of 80,000 per
avnum, and therefore another 200,000 at least must
now be added to the number of those who reguire
some provision to be made for even their imperfect
participation in the privilege of Church membership.
It has been calculated that the number who can be
accommodated in all the different places of worship,
of whatever denomination, in the metropolis, amounts
to somewherealbout 500,000. 1 believe it to fall far
short of that amount, and that the nmaber allowed in

; that estimate for the contents of dissenting places of

worship is mueh too large.  The population itself be-
ing wore than 2,000,000, an addition of 400 new
chuiches, each 1o contain 1,000 persons, would not
be sufficient to wect the'actual exigencies of the case.
It is Tearful to think, and yet I see not how we can
avoid the conclusion, that more than a million of souls
in this vast agaregate of human beings are unprovided
with the means of grace, and that for want of them
thousands and thousands are suffered to pass every
year into the erernal world, in the gall of bitterness
and the bond of tuquity, with no share in the comforts,
or privileges, or hopes of the Gospel. Is not this' a
e B which the resources of the State might be




