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The Church of England Indcpendent of the Ciurch]
of Rome in all Ages. DBy the Rev. J. Wittians !
Loudon @ Parker. Part VIIIL

We are not sairy lo notice the turn which our
controversy with Rome is evidertly now taking, and

Our Contrmronaries. —\We have of Jate been
favoured by the Christan Alesscnger and Guardian,

THE COLONIAL CHURCHMAN.

be prudent for Protestants to let it be so; and if
thers is danger, it will be our own faults if our
(children are exposed to it.—Whatever may be our
condemnation of the crrors of the chureh of Rome,
‘or however freely thesec may be ponted out in our
colunns, wo have no feelings but thoso of kindaess
‘for individuals that belong to her.  Many of them,

that men are beginning to Jook back 1to the beg.n-
ning of thinge, and enquire by what means the Bish-

w th more than usual notice, not indeed of the most y iy, clergy and lity, we have been delighted to
nattering kind.  ‘The former,having conceived seme [ yber among our valued friends.

op of Rome scquired authority in England. In alt.very dreadful ideasof the pap’s. ~ul tendency of cer-
disputes on the differerces of wur doctnines the chieliyg;y publications called the ** Oxford Tracts,” has

difticulty, in fact the only ove, is to settle clearly, .
what nre the doctrines of the Churcin of Row2; f.)r,bN" pleased to link us with them, and to hold us up

in this matter shes *' everythung by turns and no- ccordimgly as wost unsound in the faith. Ny, fur-
thing long.”’ [ther, (for what are we of the Colonial Churchman,
¢ Omma transfurmat sese in miracula rerum, |that they should murmur against us) it has in
Iguemque, hornibitemque feram, luviumque liquentem. | i ° ! .
Verum ubi nulla fugam repent fallacia, victus tarticle from the Congregational Review, breathing
'the gall of hitterness agamst the Church of England

a long

In sese vertit.”?

By the Guardian we are accused of making an
-¢ attack’ upon the Church of Scot!and, and are de.
nounced for the same in no measurcd terms, andn
astyle of bitterness so differcnt from the usnal hosied
words of the caulious Editor, that we are led to be-
Jieve some extra aid has been called in for the occa-
sion, Charges of bigoetry, intolerance, and unchari-

History she cannot falsify —and, moreover, this part
of the argument is inhspensable to our own esistence

' tableness, are hieaped upon us with great hiberality,
{ i ! > g (& oy ] K ]
and warmly commended by the Chrishan Messcnger, and we arc threatened with tersible things if we do

as a Church.

endeavoured to Adon.ufy tfmt (fmroh—(the great ot behave oursclves in future to the satisfaction of

"The earhest Church in Britain held, 2s we do. bulwark of the Reformation) with papal Rome.—
‘¢ The Bishop of Rame has no jurisdiction in this Our readers will scarcely believe that any pllblic
realm.” The power he alterwards gan.(‘d was usurp- \Vl‘l‘.Cl‘S, and espcci;\“y any <o well able as the Edi-

the Reverend Editor.—Now in the first place, we
take leave toremark, that such charges como with

ed, in direct contradiction to the canons of the Ca-
tholic Councils of Ephesus and Nice; the as<ertion
that the Chureh in Biitain was founded by Romish,
missionaries is only equalled in impudence and un-
truth by the Irishman’s ascertion, who declared, when'
tried for stealog a musket, that J¢ bought it when
it was quite a pistel, and had kept it till it became:
a gun, and when 1t gat up to a c:mron he should
sell it to the Ordnance. Mr. Williains’ book prove«
beyond a doubt —taking even the lowest view of the
matter, that it was a common cpinion among the
early bards of Walcs and this country, that Chris-
tianny had existed bere from the very ecarliest peri-
ods, Tes from the errors, and independent of the
power of-—Bede states the power of the Pope--and
the Chnistian religion in this country as commencing
in the reign of Lucis. Yet, the manner in which
this fact is mentioned proves that Christianity was
known and preached in Britain befere thst time.—
Bede represents Lucius as sending to Rome to re-
quest admission into the Chureh—this, of course,
implies a previous conviction of the truth of Chris-
tianity on the part of Lucius ; and the existence of
twenty-five different accounts of the mission to Rome
may fully justify us in not believing the latter cir-
cumstance, and lead us to regard it as a Romish fa-
brication—so tunat the most that can be made of
Bede’s testimony is that Lucius was converted by the
preaching of a British priest { ! In the Council of
Arles, which was held long after the time of Lucius,
we find the independence of the British Church re-
cognized, and the Bihop of Rome styled brother by
the Bishops of York, London, aud Carlow, and ewi-
dently consicered as an equal—not such a brother
as he sfterwards became, when the Church in Eng-
land might have complained, in the words of ano-
ther youngster, we '* gained nothing under him but
growth, and besides the nothing that he so plentifully
gave the sometbing that nature gave his countenance
toock away.” The Churchof Rome considered Ho-
rius and his fellow-Bishops as Catholic Bishops—
what then will she say to Mr. O’Connell, who vio-
lates her infallibility by calling Augustine the first of
that holy order; we leave them to settle the difference,
and would advise the honourable cad to the Catho-
lic omnibus to ‘¢ agree with his adversary quietly,”
or next day of confesion he must feel the weight o
that retaining penalty which she inflicts on those whe
question her infallibiity.

ot only does the history of the early British
Church establish her independence—her doctrines
alo were evidently averse to many of Rome’s earli-
est dogmas ; but on these prints we must refir out
readers to the book ityeif ;--.is size will fit it for ge-
1eral reading, sud the pla'nness aund clearness of it
style adapt it to all orders ; it contains ficts useful
to all in every sge, perticulatly to the present, when

a somewhat sl grace from those who in the same
breath attribute to us the murderous desire of subs
verting Presbyterianism at the point of the sword.
This may be charity north of the Tweed, but not
over the border, nor in quict Nova Scotia.—In the
next place, we beg to deny having made any attack
whatever upon the Church of Scotland. We did
'indeed extract from an Enghsh paper, in our Journal
of the 5th September—(has the Guardian been asleep
ever since ?) as an article of intelligence, the ac-
count of ao interesting ecclesiastical ease which c-
curred in Scotland. But let any one read that article
,over and say whether it deserves the neme of an-“ at-
tack;’ cortainly not so much soas many that have ap-
peared in the columns of the Guardian against the
Church of England. But whatever it was,we are not
the authors of it; and we expressed none of the “‘satis
faction” and *‘ eagerness” they dascribe, nor ut.
tered onc word gnod or bad on the subject. And
the best of the affair is, that those ominous words
about the *“ Enell,”” which are still ringing in the ears
of our accusers, and which they ascribe to us, came
from the mouth- of one whom no doubt they are
proud to call a true son of the Kirk—eve~ the East

tors of the Christian Messenger, from early education
and long acquaintance with the Church, to form a
correct judgment, could have the hardihoud to ad-
vance such an unfounded charge.  But so itis; for
these arc days when envy, wrath, malice, and all un-
charitableness, are foundation cnough for attacks
upon all that is venerable and good in the land.

Against so foul a calumny, it is sufficient to record
an indignant denial of the charge, and a defiance to-
those who slanderously affirm it,to produce from the:
Articles, Homilies, Formularies, or Standard Divines
of the Church, any other evidence than that of the
purest and most uncompromising Protestantism,

As to what the «* Oxford Tract” writers may have
said or done, let them answer for themsclves. We
have not read more than extracts from their works,
from whichit isnot easy to form a right apinion.—
He that would condemn them, or approve them in
{olo, would probauly be equally wrong. We believe
their authors arc men of exiensive learning, ardent
piety, great humility, and godiy lives,—such as their
calumniators might well desire to take for their pat-
tern.  But whatever they are, they zre not—tlhe

Church :—tLeir opinions are to go for no more thun . .
‘ P . .to & orF Datnousie ! To his Lordship then we recom-
they are worth, and are binding upon no man.

) : . mend them to go for an explanation, and not to us.
they are found to be at variauce with the seriptural (. . . .
] ) . . 'We disclaim all harsh or unfricndly feeling towards
doctrines for which our reformers lived, and died,—
.the Church of Scotland. On the contrary, we have
let them, and not the Church, bear the blame.—-For .
; . .cver been taught to regard her with respest, and to
ourselver popery will be no more suited to our pa-

_ . i |look.upon many of her ministers as ornaments to
late, coming from Oxford—(which Heaven forbid) yy, ;. profession, and lights in the world. At Halifax
than from Rome:

our Clergy have ever shewn themselves ready to
We are not,either,among the alarmsts of the day|5upply the spiritual necessities of the Kirk congrega
who are startled at what they conceive the increas-ftion, and- the kindtiest feelings used to subsist be-
ing strides of Roman errors.—The multiplication orftween the members of each communion. And so
chapels in Great Britain, we rather look upon as no- may i be stili, if a meddling ond grasping spi-itdo .
thing more than the doing now what they ought to|not lcad any of the ministers of that Church to in-
have done long ago, and providing for the spirimallterfcre with the rights and privileges of the Estab-
«ants of their own people, who had been multiply-'“Shed Church, or seek to draw =2way her members,
ing in the eountry through several generations, with-|or join the radical party that are striving to pull her
out such provision. Neither do we regard the es-;into the dust.
tublishment of their Seminary at Halifax with alarm.| g, 0 columns of the Guardian have been lately
They have surely an equal right to have one ”"-"'egoccupicd m the inquiry, why the Presbyterias
with the Presbyterians,or with theBaptists at Horton, Chureh in this province does not reccive the samo |3
or tle Methodists at Sackville, and cannot be blam- 3lj5wance from Government as the Church of Eng- |

the watch-word of all, both Romanists und Enghsh

Cathotics i<, ** Stand ye in the ways aod sce, and ask \n their own way. It is professedly for * Roman Ca-lis as much an Establishment as the other.

for the nld pathe, wiere is the good way, snd welk
therein and ye shall God rest for your fouvls.”

ed for cxerting themselves to educate their children 1and ; and the position is boldly taken tha:. the one
IT that 3
tholics,” by the terms of their prospectus, andit will were true, indeed there might be some reason for the




