e ——— — =

&Z’; @B, Bochran---Sditor. “~¢E.tlnng;lfrul @ruth--Apostolic Order.”

0.

c@oaoi'v-r TBlioRer-

’e ——
¥Oho )\ 2! ¢! Y

UADBRFAR, NOTA QOOURA, SAUTRDAY,

e = v e

RO

QUW. 0, 1830.

—

caleuvav. .
~ CALENDAR WITH LESSONS.
W WAL N N N NSNS
B\ g1 dDirst MORNINU _,  BVENING

oo e e < g

Bostep.

B N Y Sl

A PRAYER FOR ASSISTANCE IN PRAYER.

A me, O Lord ! to pray :
7 soul alay ! depraved by sin,
Is ever bakwand 1o Uegin—

Ready to turn away.

1 know wysolf umlone—
$ost rliehteously condemn'd to dle,
{ s¢o the wav of mcrey lle

Rgeeal'd {a Curlst, Thy Son,

1 xnow that thou wlit give,
To #lt who prav, gifis areater fur
Than eartl'’s mustpriz’d posscesionsare,
Dy which thsir souls shall iive,

Yet am I slow to bend
Before Thy throne the supplisut kaees
And selduts ory fur grace to theo
Wbom I 20 oft offcud.

. And when I seom to pray, o
The lusis uf carih allure mv soul;
And ofien, loose from all control,

My vain thoughts roain away.

1 know {t s uot wise
‘Thus 10 furget the greatest good 5
Asnd fur tuo triflus tbat intrude,
Neglect g0 vast a priss.

Bot lusts and cares prevall;
Lord} with so deep a sense fopress,
Of want. and davger, end distress,

That al] thalr strength shall fall,

Ald ma, 0 Lord ! to pray—
Grany e the parpese 10 Uegin

Aud, unco thy tompls gates within,
Comnpel me thcre to siay,
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i A DEFENCE

g O the Congtitution of the Diocess of Vermont,
tareply to the St clurcs of the Episcopul Re-
corder. By Jonx H Horsixs, D. D, L. L. D,
Dishop of Vermont.

TUE RPISCOPAL YETO.

B Gentlsmen :—Tho last number of your paper, un-
R dcr tho dutcof January Tth, aims a vignrous blow at
N 11 Dioocac of Vennont, on tho subject of what the
B writer calls « ‘Tho Episcopal Veto,”” which calls on
R ber Dishop fur some notice.  Aad as it appeans that
{ the lato editar, in tho same paper, has ansounced the
tcn?{n:ﬁon of his dutics, and tho pubiication hereaf
B % isto be under your fwmediate direction, I must
® rely on your justico to fusest, in your 1ovt, the pre-
B scnt comutunicitiva.  We have been honoured by
e aseaults from the samo quarter, to which I
S bavo made no reply, as I have always thought it best
2% throuch my whele ministerial lifo to take no notico
of personal censare.  Nor should 1 deviate from my
geoenld rulo on this occasion, if the question were
M oot likely to assumo an imnportant aspect in tho anti-
R Cipated synodal organizytion of the English Colenial
Churches. .
Iam aware, indoed, that your correspondent di-
g rocts his attack azainst tho Diocese rather than azsinst
wyslf.  But I am hound in candour to say, that
if tho Diocese of Vermnont has been wisled in this
wstter, I am the responsible party. It waswmy hand
g which pre tho report bgnlho Targe Committse
8 1o Wtom the new Constitution and Canons of 1886
§ bad beon intrusted.  Tho altorations proposed daring
B8 2 Jong snd thorvugh discassion with that committeo
b were faw, and did nobtouch the point in guestion.
R The roport was unanimsusly adopied, and 3s uneui.
B Wacsly pased by the Coarention.~ After & satisfac.
g %Y experionce of fificen, yeurs ugdes. ong rystem,
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tho revision of the whols was proposed by myself in
A. D. 1831, io order that a now edition might bo
pulilished for the use of the Divcese  Aud the com-
wittéo appuinted to act with the Bishap concurred iu
his opinion that thero was to bo no change of princi-
ples. ‘Tlic roport wus adopted, and sfter the consti
tutiona intervul of u year the samo system way rati-
fied again by the Convention with the sune perfect
unanimity.

This proves conclusively that the furmor attacks of
“the Episcupal Recorder, and my cloquent Leuther
the Rev. Dr Huwk, upon the fnordinale power of
tho Bishop, hud not produced thy slightest effect upon
the judguent of the Divceso.  And ussuredly I bavo
no reagpn to fesr that your late sssault will bo woro
likoly to ** disturb our peace.” With respect to our
sclves, thereforo, [inny truly say that your argument,
iu tho wonds ofthe puet, is fmbelle telum, sine ictu.
But a fair understanding of the subject is duo to
tgath, and may bo of uso to others.

In the first place, then, T shall show that the
phruse, ** Episcopal Veto,”” is grossly improper, and
gives a faleo viow of the wholo question,  Every man
of common scuse amd inforation muxtknow that the
veto (uceording to tho very weaning of tho word)
signities tho power by which smne functionury, nsa
Kiug, or u 1 resideat, or tho Mayor of a city, forbids
an act previously adopted Ly o Parliament, or a Con-
gr s, or Corperation of Aldermen.  The King does
uot sit with either houso of Parliument, nor the re-
sident with cither houso of Congress, nor the Mayor
with tho Uity Corporuticn.  And the action of the
Parliament, or the Congress, or the Corporation,
must bo porfeet and complete in itself, before the
King, or the President, or tho Muyor, can be usked
for liis consent, or can anuounce his formal disappro-
bativn.  Such is, properly, the veto power.

Now the systems of our Convention has ao affinity
with this, but rests on the divine law of Cuuncst ux-
1y, According to our catublished theory, the
Church in her true organization, consists of the Bi-
shop, the clergy. and the laity, of whom the Bishop,
ccclesinstically, is, under Chilst, the chief  True,
he is onu of the clergy, just as tho Governor of a
Stato or the President i3 ono of the public functiona-
rics.  But bo i3 a3 distinct from tho clergy, i1 his
proper office, as the Governor or the President is dis-
tinct from tho other agenty in our political system
Henco the Churek depends on tire Bishop for tho A-
postolic work of ordination, disipliue, and govern.
ment, in which she is plainly justified by St. Paul’s
Lpistles to Timothy, the first Bishop of Kphesus, and
‘Titus, the Frst Bishop of Crete.  Hence, tov, the
Cburch reguires the solewn vow of oladienw to the
gudly judgwent of the Bishup from every clerggmnan
at the timo of his unlination.  And hence, by reason
of tho high importance which is justly stiached to the
Episcopal clewent, we Liave our distinetive title fiom
it as the Protestaut Eviscorar Church in these Uni-
ted States.

When the Diveese of Vermont, therefore, assem-
bles in Conventivn, the Bishop presides, not as chair
man uor as moderator, but as the chivf and indispen-
wble head of the assembly, by virtue of his Apostolic
function  Along with him aro the clergy and the
hiity, clected by the several paishes.  All tho pre-

r constitucnts of the Church are presen., unduer
Sbrist, the Supreme Bishop of souls. And when
they procsed to act they must act in unity, beeause
the Bishop, the clergy, and the laity, are all distinet
and tmportant parts of the sane body, and there-
foro must coxcunr, or nothing can be doue. But the
Bishop has 0o moro power over the clergy than they
havo over him.  Aud tho luity have tho very same
power against Bishvp wsud clorgy together. By
what logie, then, can my worthy friend, the Rov.
Dr Hewks, prove bis assertion that such a consti-
tution makes the Bistop ** ubsolute ?”  For if the
fact that the Bishop's concurrence i nocessary makes
him absolute, it is evident that tho clergy and the
laity wust cach be cqually absolute for the wery
same rozson  So that hero wo shonld have thres
absolute powers in the same gevermment ! My res-
Qzecz for Dr. Hawks will not permit mn to call. this
Nonsenso.  But T iust tzke the Liverty of sying
that no ono over laud down such & theqry of absolut-
i befare ; and theroflro o is at least eatitled to
the merit of perfect originality.

Toe truth, however, i, that no Disessan Cin-
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gitution can bo more just and cqual to its threo 0o
ordinato cloments than ours  Thoro is so wmore velo
power iu the Bishop than in the clergy and the laity,
and honey the watifeat tesult that thune 58 solly #o
velo power a2 all.  'Fho wholo resulves iteelf into the
simplo prineiple of Cuuncn uairy.  Wo sro one
bodjl; in Chrgt, and therefore, whon we at, wo
must act togethor.

Suppose it otherwisc—as, [ om sorry to say, it
might be, aucunling iv thu Cunetitution of the older
Divcesus—that th clergy and  tho fauiy could enace
a canon against the consent of the Bishop, T axk any
man of comuon senso whothor this coulld properly
be called Episcopal legislation?  For where is the
Kpiscopal chutacter of the act when you lave turred
the Bishop adrift and consummated yout work with-
out him ¥~ Such _legislation would planly bo not
Bpigcopal, but Presbytcrian , consistent, indeed,
with the notivns of those who atjure Episcopaey asa
limb of amti-Chrit, but totally absurd in o Church
which venerates the Episcopate us an essentisl ele-
ment of the Apostolic system, and  believes that
Chiist has proinised to be present with it * even to
the cnd of the world. ’

To this principle of Lpiscopal concurrence, how-
wver, there is un obvious class of exceptions, as
when there is no Bishop, or when hé is himself the
subject of Conventivnal acsion.  Both of thoso arise
out of the necessity of the easo, and msy not be ox-
tended beyond that necosity.  And for both, owr
Constitution has made ample pravision, by retquiring
the Bishop’s consent to acts uf legislation only.

Let me now proceed to the other points of my
learned friend’s oljurgution, as quoted by your cor-
respondent, and endorsed on several occasiuns by
the Episcopal Recorder. Qur Censtitution iv treat
od as ** an tnnovation.” becausn wo presumed to
differ from the older Diveescs, who had seon fit to
ignore the Episcopal element in its proper Jegislative
function, hy reduciug the Bishop in Convention to
the place of a racro woderator, or rather chuinvan,
allowing him to voto with the rest of the clergy, but
giving him no higher authority over the ultimate de-
cision than that of tho youngest deacon on the floor.

Here, however, our cepsor must have forgotten
that the systemn thusadopted was itself an funo ation
upon all true Church government, which never saw
the light until the year 1788, being not qnite fifty
years ofder than our Constitution It is well known
that our fint Bishopz had to encounter the peculiar
difficultics of our own infant Chureh, just after the
war of [ndependence, at a time when the very name
of Bishop was an objeet of generul appreliension and
hatred from onn end of the country to the other,
through the popular prejudice, wlich assowuiated 1t
with londly assumpion, and aristocratic rank, and
monarchical priveiples.  This was the cause why
Epiccopacy was put dwen su low, at tho beginning
of vus American organization. that it has ever since
been compelled to strugale for its proper claiing in
the fuce of a very inconsistent and thoughtless oppo-
sition. This was the causo why the, Conwitution of
the General Convention, in A. 8., 179, only
gave the Bishops a scatand a vote aleng with the
other clergy.  This was the cause why nine years
clapsed before that Constitution could be so amended
a4 to «llow the Bishops to exercise the co<erdinate
lmwcm of a distinct House in our great ceclesiastical
cgislature. It would amuse vue, i such reasoning
could yield amasement, to see the Diocesan Con-
stitution of Vermont rcbuked as an innovatios,
when the General Convention had thns set the wise
cxamplo of changing its first Preshyterian plan in
favor of the only truo Episcopal system. For it is
evident that if a single Bishop in lus own Diocese
had no rights in legislation beyond the casting of his
voto with the other clerzy, there could be no good
ground for making the ﬁshops a separate co-ordi-
natc body in the Couvention of the wholo Church
throughout the United States.

Y grant, indeed, that this iimpertant amendment
of our General Convention has pot boen feliowed by
the older Dioceser, and so thoy still remain in their
first unfortanate shape, asif it rever bad weurred

{ tothem that on such a plan they were depriviog

their Bishop of bis proper place, and making the
Episcopate look as much as possiblo like Prusbyrer-
ianism. But what authority have they for thist
I3 there anything like it in the Fpistles of St. Taui
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