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RELIGIOUS PHRENZY.
(From Smedley’s Religio Clerici.)

In many a breast there lies

A stubborn fiend, no charm can exorcise :

Fierce tyrant of the bosom’s desert lair

Which Zeal has garnish'd for his house—Despair,

Yon walls are lofty, and the jealous gate

Not often on its hinge is heard to grate—

Pause ere you draw the bolts; they seldom ope

For any who have yet to do with Hope.

But if resistless impulse urge you on

To see the piteous wreck of Keason gone,

Wup round your heart a trinle mail. and steel
ach sense, and bar it from 1ts pow/t ta feel.

For me—OL! how much rather would « tread

Some charnel-house, fresh heap'd with festering dead ;

There o’er the body’s foul corruption brood,

And watch the flesh-worm glutting on his food ;
han God’s own image lost in ruin find,

Within, a long dim gallery, through the wall
Cheerless, and scanty arc the rays that fall:
And better were it light should never flow
here the gay sunshine does but flout at woe.
~on again—it matters not who dwell
either side, in this or yonder cell.
438 we the slavering idiot’s leer ; the frown
Of the mock monarch with his paper crowns
The joyless laugh’s fierce merriment ; the scream
f those who in their savage mirth blaspheme
And the grim maniac, whose infuriate knife
Cares not whenee gather’d, so its food be life.
On, till that open door delays you, there .
Mark well how much of suffering man may bear!
High overhcad a single window rais'd,
rowns rough with bars of iron, and anglaz’d;
Dt} glimmers darkly through, but the sharp sleet,
i, snow, and north winds, fully on it beat.
aked the walls, except where staples show
Chains, now unneeded, once have hung below.
So narrow, little more than one good stride,
ould bear you cross its bounds, from side to side.
Yet far too much this scanty range for him
Who sits within, unmov’d in face or limb
gaunt, so speechless, and his stony eye
So ﬁx’.d with steadfast gaze on vacancy ;
Pt in such trance, so lifeless in each part,
He looke as modelled by some Sculptor’s art.
Thus daily, nightly, for on that sad brow
®ep rarely sheds his soothing poppies now g
kless of hour or season, with no thought,
."-}!y the fearful dream within him wrought !
A“k‘.lnnt to Time, but to Eternity,
'nd l."ing but in that which is to be:
€0 the hody’s coil he fecls all soul,
B;‘d thinks himself beyond his earthly goal.
ore his eyes, already round the seat,
€re vengeance calls him, countless millions meet :
‘"8"_1 on the left, he dares not raise his sight,
d views no Saviour in the source of light.
€ hears the doom which trumpet tongues proclaim,
O“d hl{ heart burns with the predestin’d flame.
h! Might he quench Hell’s furies, and again
Shrink back to slamber from the gulph of pain;
From the devouring worm within him fly,
Once more he mortal, and for ever die!

To sober eyes which study their own age,
Oh! }vlth what wisdom teems the historic page!
Qtlr times are troublous, and have signs of fear,
Signs which, alas! the past but makes too clear.

0 what excess unbridled zeal may burn,
Le.t t!mse who disbelieve from Munster learn !
\V.lthm his Sion’s walls see Boceold stand,
ng,.Patriarch,_Prophct, of the saintly land ;

anatic erowds which heed not other sway,

fore his footstool tremble and obey ;

Take from his nod the sign to live or die,
And eall their fetters Christian Liberty.
Al laws of man and nature thrown aside,

¢ makes the sting of sense his moral guide
Cites holy writ to sanctify his lust,
A?d Pleads the word of God for Passion’s gust.

©n at the stake with phrenzied hope he spurns

tie knife which mangles, and the flame which burns;

1elds his lust breath, as Saints and Martyrs die,
deems his crimes a passport to the sky.

P Or would you nearer visit home and see
Om what sas heen, what yet again may be;
ce back but little o'er the page, the sight
oY Warn the present times— perhaps affright.
18 drunken Zeal who bids the rabble sip,
ed is her cup, blood sparkles on its lip:
18h on her front, in characters of flame,
3 blazon'q « Covenant,” mysterious name !
Ad as ghe reels, beneath her feet are strown,
fest, Monarch, Altar, Sceptre, Cross, and Throne,

THE SYSTEM OF THE CHURCIL
THE OFFERTORY.

(From the Christian Remembrancer.)

ln:in;ie System of the Church takes within her grasp

fecliy “‘?S room f'?r Compassion: She sees it is a
P 08 1 man 'whlch has been nnplal'lted for some
nvoipd:e; she dxscove'rs that;' she sees its abuse ; sh.e
Withiy land prevents it; she includes the ‘wh(fle ofi it
e ler system, and whatever appears like it \.Nhl‘ch
iliou:es not find due place for, we may know is fic-
°bject' She arranges lo-gettxer a perft?ct, full' set of
K % to answer to the feeling in all its details. Tt

€ssential part of her system; it is one on which
‘Ol::i Parts necessarily hang. Take her, as she was,

g in different ages past, and even now, in near-
J every branch of her existence, providing a system
'e::T'e" thes'e ends. The w_idow and the- orphan
age offek: espeflal care, and their wants have in every
of he | er existence, been the ground work of many
e aws and. rites. She connects the exercise of
ered 5 ural feeling of Compassion with the most sa-

¢ts of Devotion.
ral b(:i':PaSS.iOP is regngnised as an elelt.l(?nt in our mo-
tem wllg'; 1t is considered ; it ls.sanctlhed‘. No sys-
oy tich does not supply objects for it can be a
el Ctory one for man, morally considered. The

U8 18, by the Church's assertion, a holy feeling,
theg, she Sll.pplies for its exhaustion, holy objects,

U8h which she leads it up to God.

U to see more plainly the aptness of her system,
teng ther with other existing systems which pre-
ot Occupy her place; they, many of them, do
““Dplycognise' the fecling at all; where they do, they

n ¢ o Ob,)ects.for it, but. leave it to strike out its
iy t.hmamnel and its own objects. The consequence
able are"(me. of the abuses to which Compassion is li-

% avoided, all are fallen imo'. : :
ﬂ“euce 2?tural abus.e is, the working }t under. the in-
et prin false wotives, or, more .slnctly, mistaking
and mflples for it, or all'owmg it to be overwhelm-
is 3 5 i‘llsdu'ected bJ'( mf'e':nor motives. Comp'ﬂSSIOD
O g whose ?bJect is the relief of the dlStl:eS-
it i 8 that which distress calls out of necessity :

v aqvocate of the unhappy in our hearts.
useq. ~ directed simply to those objects, it is tru-
relief of.' difa"‘el.}’y when i‘t, f:mds rel%ef for itself in the

ing ouéstress—whep it is exercised for the sake of
relieye S coﬂlmendau'on. as much, or more, than to
Vantage "°W_‘v»"hen it is used to. subserve our own
eXist, agd, _wljlch it often is, (that is, the fee}mg does
€ desire ‘;ls exerted towards the true object; but
tion of mho self-advantage, through the con.nmenda-
ving sorel‘ﬂ, is allov\ze(! to outwelgp the desire of re-
ed, it | row,) then it is abused: it not only is abu-

eads men away from God.

the Boie (ahur}'h exercises the feeling, but in secret:
hey alta:-n-n stillness of her temple; the eye ﬁxefl upon
Qontemp]vatithe thoughts drawn up to Hea'ven in holy
W of CJ, on; the ear arrested by the Words of the

2 vei] ov“a:tyi all tend to serve as a covert to throw
Sacreq gin the acts f‘f Compassion, and to enable the
Tamineg 8 10 be laid on God’s altar, qnobserved, un-
Not know’ alnd unreckoned. “The right hand does
ve What the left hand doeth.”” The rich may
bug “E):‘:"ied forth his treasure, and poverty its mite,
f the l;ui:y side by side in one holy offering, the gift
e ed members of Christ's one Body. So. the

& r““"s’ draws out, and exhausts Compassion ;
e"%utf eve_ms or corrects its abuse. Other systems

8¢ display, encourage the abuse, find no espe-

en it

ly

cial part of their system'to prevent, what in the course
of things, must be the abuse.

Is it not the case? In proportion as men deviate
from the Church system, in proportion as they draw
towards low principles, they fall into all the abuses of
subscription-lists, and fancy bazaars; almsgiving be-
comes venal, the gift becomes a loan or purchase.—
We said, too, the Church leads the feeling to God,
offers it to Him ; ostentation in its exercise, of course,
leads from Him: it leads to *the world, the enemy of
God.” The Church connects the exercise of Com-
passion with God’s Law. She reads it in the ear of
her children while they give. She tells them, Com-
passion is a consecrated feeling: that God’s Word has
its especial rules for its exercise. No other systems
do this; they allow the mere exercise of the feeling to
be enough; and the gift is therefore proportioned to
the degree in which the feeling is excited; they do
not make it, or recognise it as a duty. Itis one of
the distinctive marks of the low schools of the day,
that Alms-giving is not recognised as a duty; it is
left to the result of mere pity, undirected and un-
taught, and, what is worse still, undisciplined.

Besides, another abuse of Compassion consists in
the many hindrances raised in the application of its
gifts to objects apparently worthy of it. A man- s
not the best bestower of his own compassion. He
allows feeling to be strongly drawn out towards ob-
Jects by the counterfeit of sorrow. IHe is often de-
ceived in his objects; he is imposed upon; a slight
circumstance prevents his exerting it as much as he
should in particular cases; the fact of having been
often imposed upon before, or unfairly treated: all
these come in as hindrances. The Church obviates
these. She takes the immediate bestowal of relief
out of her children's hand, and places it out of the
reach of counter-influences in the exercise of Com-
passion. She administers it through those ordained
and set apart for the express purposes of discovering
the fit mode of administration, her Deacons. Her
children give as to God, as to Christ, through His
people. Compassion is exercised and satisfied, but
through the medium of duty, and saved from abuse
and hindrance. Without her system, the truly dis-
tressed are often deprived of their advocate in the
breast of the selfish and prejudiced, because they vent
on them the indignation they have had excited by the
false appearance of others.

Without her system, the feeling of Compasion flows
like a mighty stream over soil which does not need,
or wastes its gift, and leaves barren spots unfertilized
which thirst for nurture. The indigent are not re-
lieved, the false and pretending are encouraged, the
compassionate are deceived, and resentment (our safe-
guard against injury) excited, where no injury was
given or intendéd ; the exercise of that feeling, under
the discipline of her system, calms the mind, relieving
the Adrn, of the compassionate, and leaves it nearer
to God in humble obedience and denial, than it found
him.

Other systems must, of course, excite pride, vanity,
and raising the acts of others as a standard by which
to try ourselves; attempt to call into play feelings,
which miss their aim, and which are allowed to foster
abuse, to leave true objects unsatisfied, or to flow back
without having found an end in the moral world; to
overwhelm and disorganize the general character of
its possessor.

The consequence is, that, taking the view of the
general exercise of Compassion, we see it is not exer-
cised in any degree as we should expect; although
men imagine that the systematic exercise of it will
curtail its influence and extent of application: it is
not so; the age we live in is a boastful one ; a falsely
pretending one. Men talk of its benevolence and
compassion ; the truth is, it is one in which the feel-
ing of Compassion has been, and is, less exercised
than in any age since the first advent of our Lord:
we grant it is one inwhich the exercise of Compassion
meets our eye on every side. But that is all. We
grant, subscription-lists are abundant, fancy bazaars
and “charitable balls’ meet our eye often enough.
We grant the rich man of £5000 a-year, takes un-
wonted pains to let his parish know that he bestows
£10 of it annually for the good of Cbrist’s poor, and
with all the pomp of charitable dignity stalks into his
ancestorial pew, or attempts to curb the church-ward
tendency of the parish priest in his education of the
baptized children of God. If this is a sign of the ex-
ercise of Compassion, ours is a charitable age. We
must beg to differ. We should prefer a Compassion
lcss known and more felt: where the principal marks
consisted in the rich giving up their creature comforts,
setting down luxuries one by one, taking the lead in
lowering the standard of expense in society, and lay-
ing their thousands in secret on God's altar. We
would prefer judging for ourselves of the exercise of
compassion, and not be told by the giver how much
he gives; and when men talk less of the “true kind-
ness of employing servants, and promoting trade, and
keeping up station,” mere excuses, parden us for say-
ing it, for the vilest selfishness and love of ease.—
When men do talk less of this, and deny themselves
more, we will be more willing to grant the name of
benevolent to the age we live in; not till then. Al-
low us now to termn it the least charitable of days,
when men expect more in return than ever was before
expected; when giving to the poor is looked upon
rather as a placing out money to interest, expecting
the return of general praise and commendation. In-
terference in the arrangement of the Church in her
parochial system, is not the legitimate expectation to
be encouraged in the Church’s offerers.  But our ob-
ject was not so much to state a fact, as to assign a
reason. The low state of the exercise of Compassion
in this day, is easily accounted for in the depression
of the Chureh’s practical system.

Compassion will deteriorate under the influence
of low shools and the treatment of low men. We
should expect it, and our expectation is realized. In
an age when the Church’s voice has been nearly
hushed, Compassion has shrunk in to the back-ground,
and violent, clamorous counterfeits have protruded
themselves into her place. What do we see at this
moment? An increased spirit of true, secret, unob-
trusive, benevolence; and why? Because the spirit
of the Church is reviving.

THE PRIMITIVE CHURCH

IN ITS EPISCOPACY.

CHAPTER VI.

The Angels of the Book of Revelations—meaning of the word
“ Angel”—Argument on the subject—Timothy not fallen
—Onesimus Bishop of Ephesus— Archbishop Potter’s
strong and lucid argument from the evidence of the Primi-
tive Church—Those who reject antiquity, eensured—Cor-
roboration of ultra reformers, and remark of the Rev.
Francis Goode— Rev. Hugh MeNeil, lectures of—Doctor
Buchanan, a Scotch presbyterian—Eastern churches,
modern anecdote of—Original and interesting communica-
tion from the Rev. Joseph Wolff, D.D.—Strong argument
from Hooker.

ConsisTENTLY with the arguments mentioned in
our last, as derived from the Epistles of St. Paul to
Timothy and Titus, as well as from other portions of
Scripture, we have much corroborative evidence re-
garding the institution of bishops, in connexion with
the Church of Ephesus and other Churches, given in
the first chapters of the Rook of the Revelations of St.
John. Thisis to be found in letters addressed by
our Lord to the seven Churches in Asia; and these
letters are addressed to the bishop, therein called by
the name of “ Angel,” of each Church; the word
“Angel” evidently denoting the presiding minister of
each Church, whether he be called by the name of
“bishop" or by any other name.

This name was borrowed, says Bloomfield, from
the synagogue, where the chief officer was so called,
and also Episcopus or bishop. The Christian
Churches are thus addressed as we shall find on re-
ference to Izekiel, xxv. 8 xxvii, 8 ; xxviii. 2; xxix.
2; xxxi. 2, the various nations were addressed
through their kings or chiefs. From the address on
these letters, then, we learn that the presbyters of the
Churches were not all equal. Let us take the case
of Ephesus in particular. We remember that the
Church of Ephesus consisted of many presbyters, for
we read thus in the Acts of the Apostles, xx, 5—17,
and in 1 Timothy, i. 17 ; but here our blessed Lord
does not address his letter to the body of the presby-
tery, but to a single individual, pamely, the Argel of
the Church of Ephesus. That the Angels are ad-
dressed singly, appears from the fact that they are
constantly spoken to in the singular number: 7 know
thy works; I have a few things against thee ; Remem-
ber how thou hast received and heard; Thou hast kept
the word of my patience. But when our Lord writes
what equally concerns the people, He changes the
style and speaks in the plural: The devil shall cast
some of you into prison ;. Thou hast not denied my faith,
even in those days wherein Antipas was my faithful
radityr, who was slain among yow; I will give unto
every one of you according to your works; That which
ye have already, hold fast till I come.

Moreover, the term “ Angels” did not signify the
whole Churches, because the Churches are represent-
ed by seven candlesticks, which are all along distin-
guished from the seven stars, which are the emblems of
the Angels. Neither did they denote a select body of
men, for they are mentioned as single persons; and if
in the Epistle to Thyatira, instead of “ the woman Jeze-
bel,”” we read *‘thy wife Jezebel,” (rpv yvrawa cov
Ielef3n\) as it is in St. Cyprian, (Epist. lv. p. 100. Ed.
Oxon) the Syriac version, the Alexandrian, and several
other manuscript copies, then the Angel of Thyatira
was a married man, and consequently but one person.
The matter of the charges is also personal, and such as
could not be addressed to all the members of the
Churches; for who can say that all those of the
Church of Ephesus were to be praised for their labour
and patience; that none of them fainted; that all
left their first love; that all hated the deeds of the
Nicolaitanes? Who can aver that all of the Church
of Smyrna were either poor or rich? That none in
the Church of Pergamos denied the faith ?

How then could one person be selected for this
prime distinction, if all were equal? And how, if all
were equal, could this individual be easily and at
once discerned so as to admit of no mistake? Does
it not plainly appear that the superior station of the
individual at once pointed him out, and that the
Angel of the Church was its presiding minister, and
one who stood distinguished from his brethren by
the episcopal dignity or official eminence which he
held? If all were equal, who was the Angel? And
would not any doubt on the subject have led to a dif-
ference, and most probably to a contest? But it
may be asked, was not Timothy the Bishop of Ephe-
sus, and had he fallen from his first love of Christ, as
is here alleged of the bishop of the Church of Ephe-
sus? It may be answered, there is no proof that he
was bishop at this time; and it being thirty years
since St. Paul wrote his second epistle to Timothy,
various changes had doubtless taken place during that
pertod.  Bishops were evidently translated from one
diocese to another; and St. John himself is recorded
to have abode at Ephesus, and to have superintended
that and the neighbouring Churches for several years.
Every thing tends from these letters to confirm the
testimony of the institution of bishops from the apos-
tolic times; no period having elapsed without the in-
stitution of the office as now handed down to the pre-
sent times.

A further proof, and no mean one, of the episcopal
office of the seven Angels in their several Churches is
gathered from the fact, that the most early account of
the Primitive Church shews that bishops were settled
in all the seven Churches, at or near the time when
this letter, recorded in the Revelations of St. John,
was sent to them. This is an historical fact of the
highest importance, and one that in all reason cannot
be overlooked, but claims to be taken into account.
This letter, with the rest of the Revelation, if we may
believe Irenzus* and Eusebiust, was written towards
the end of Domitian’s reign, when St. John licved an
exileé in Patmos. And we are told that in a very
short time after Domitian’s death, being recalled
from banishment by Nerva, he went to Ephesus and
took upon him the care of the Church of that city in
the presence of scven bishops.} And, to descend to
particulars; it can scarcely be doubted but there was
a bishop in Ephesus when the Revelation was written.
For in the next age after this, Polycrates, who was
born within a short time after St. John's death, is well
koown to have been Bishop of Ephesus; and, to
come nearer to the time we are speaking of, Ignatius,
who suffered martyrdom about the tenth year of
Trajan, which was at the most not above twelve years
after St. John returned from Patmos, in his Epistle
to the Ephesians speaks of Onesimus, their bishop,
whom he exhorts all of them, presbyters and deacous,
as well as private Christians, to obey. And to carry
this account yet a little higher, Timothy was made
BisHop of Ephesus by St. Paul; and there was an un-
interrupted succession of twenty-seven bishops from
him to the time of the great Council of Chalcedon, as
may be shewn from the public acts of that council.
So that here was a bishop mentioned a little before
the Revelation was written, and again not long after,
besides a constant succession of many bishops from
the foundation of the Church for several ages after-
wards.

Then, if we proceed to the rest of the seven
Churches, shortly after St. John's time Sagaris was
bishop of Laodicea. He is spoken of by the fore-
mentioned Polycrates in his epistle to Victor,§ as one
who suffered martyrdom in the past times: that is,
when Servilius Paulus was Proconsul of Asia, as we
learn from Melito’s tract about Easter, who was him-
self Bishop of Sardis in the reign of Marcus Aurelius:||
and if the Roman martyrology may be credited, Sagaris
was one of St. Paul's disciples:§] so that very near
the time we are speaking of, we find a bishop in Lao-
dicea: and, not long after this, another in Sardis.

When Ignatius wrote his epistle to the Philadel-
phians they had a bishop, whose gravity, modesty, and
other virtues, Ignatius commends, and exhorts the
Philadelphians to be dutiful to him. The old Roman
martyrology speaks of Carpus, Bishop of Thyatira,
who suffered martyrdom under Antovinus, who was
emperor in the next age, after the book of Revelations
was written,** If the commentary of Aretas,fT on
the Revelation, compiled out of the ancient Fathers,
may be credited, Antipas, whom our Lord calls his
faithful martyr (Rev. ii. 13) was Bishop of Pergamos.
And if we may judge of the rest of the Church of
Smyrna (and there is no reason why we should not,
since the Angel of this city is not described under a
different character from the rest), we shall no longer
doubt whether they were governed by bishops iu this

* Adversus Hieres. lib. v. cap. 30.

t Eccles. Hist. lib. iii, cap. 18. The above argument is
.tuken from Archbishop Potter, on Church Government: an
incomparable work.

1 Milner's Eceles. Hist. vol. i. edit. 2, p. 138, Hey. on
Episcopacy,

§ Eucebius, Eccles. Hist. lib. v. cap. 24.

| Eus. Eecles, Hist. Tib. iv. cap. 26, p- 188. g

I Marfyrolngium Usuardi Monachii, ed. J. B. Sollerii,
Antw. 1714, ** Ditto.

tt Archbishop of Casarea, A.p. 540. (Houmenii Opp-
tom. 2, P- 668.

| . g
first age of Christianity: it being certain that Poly- : in Ephesus itself, where many such ministers were
carp, who is allowed by all to have conversed with the | long before, (Acts xx. 17—18), there was but one

Apostles, was Bishop of Smyrna. Ie is so called by
Polycrates, in his above-mentioned epistle to Victor,
who was thirty-eight years old when Polycarp suffered
martyrdom, and therefore is a witness without excep-
tion; and the same title is given him by the Church
of Smyrna in their epistle concerning his martyrdom,
which is still extant in Eusebius.ii Ignatius, his
contemporary, who wrote an epistle to Polycarp, and
another to the Church of Smyrna, not only calls him
Bishop of Smyrna, but exhorts all the Church of
Smyrna, presbyters and deacons, as well as laymen, to
be obedient to him.

Lastly, we are assured by Irenzus, who was Poly-
carp’s disciple, that he was ordained Bishop of Smyrna
by the Apostles.§§  So that he is sufficient evidence
for the presiding of bishops in the seven forementioned
Churches in or soon after the time in which the Reve-
lation was written: and indeed more than could well
have been expected from the short and imperfect
accounts which are left us of the Church in that age.
And if we descend from the Scriptures to the most
early records of the next ages, we shall find that the
succession of bishops was preserved in all Churches
whereof we have any account. We shall see more of
this when we come to speak of Ignatius, and others
who bear testimony to the constitution of the Aposto-
lic and Primitive Church.

We may first mention, that St. Ambrose says in his
commentary on the first chapter of the Book of Reve-
lations, * He names the bishops Angels, as is taught
in the Apocalypse of John.” =~ And Augustine says,
“By the Divine voice, the president (prapositus) of
the Church is dignified by the name of Angel.” Thus
does ancient history greatly assist and confirm the
representations of Scripture; and no man is justified
in speaking lightly of antiquity, whose very dust is
golden dust, when from it so many important facts are
derived. In other transactions our learned men are
encouraged to dive into antiquity: the judges of the
land, committees of the House of Commons, and
writers of various branches in literature, are compelled
to cull evidence from its treasures in various ways.—
And if a Christian refuses to look deeply into the
records of ancient and primitive Christianity, or to
encourage and exhort others to do so, it is very clear
that he is either unlearned and indolent in a righteous
cause, or that he fears lest a scrutiny into the views,
and customs, and facts, of the Christians of a primi-
tive and purer age should contradict his modern
notions and assumptions, and drive him to the extre-
mity of surrendering opinions which serve his own
notions and station, but which are not agreeable with
the dictates of reason and historical evidence.*

The Rev. Hugh McNeil, a writer from no high

Church source, ohserves ably in this matter, and we |

just venture to give a sentence or two; he says,f “In
our Lord’s address to the angel of the Church of
Ephesus, we have the principle of episcopacy estab-
lished. In his address to seven Angels of seven
Churches in Asia, we have his sanction for the sub-
division, the geographical subdivision of episcopal
superintendence; and more than this, we have the
foreseen usurpation of a primacy, or universal bishop
over the whole Church, pointedly condemned.  There
is an Angel over all the pastors in Ephesus: this
excludes independency. - There is not an Angel over
all the pastors in 4sia: this excludes popery.” And
again, in commenting on 1 Tim. i. 3, 4, also, ii. 6, and
v. 22, 19, with Titus i. 5, and iii. 10, he observes:
“Now, according to our views of the episcopal consti-
tution of the Christian Church, all this is easy, natu-
ral, consistent, harmonious. We wrest nothing, we
conceal nothing, we explain away nothing of the sacred
document.

“But the opponents of this episcopal constitution
do certainly seem to us to require some ingenuity in
order to evade the pressure of such scriptural argu-
mentation. Let me ask—suppose a gracious renewal
of miraculous communications from the Lord to Ilis
people, and suppose some favoured servant to receive
an inspired message, in terms similar to that we have
been considering, addressed ‘to the Angel of the
Church of Loudon,’ we are so Scripturally constitated,
that we should have no hesitation in at once soliciting
the individual to whom it should be forwarded. But
who is the primus inter pares (the first among equals)
to whom the dissenters would send it?”  In reference
to this remark, it may be well just to relate an anec-
dote, furnished by Dr. Buchanan, and we will observe
that all the early Christian Churches—concerning
which we have received intelligence from modern
travellers, are found to be episcopal-—the Coptic,
Abyssinian, Syrian Church at Malabar, &e.

The following conversation took place, as recorded
in his published * Christian Researches,” between the
Doctor (who was'a Scotch Presbyterian) and one of
the Syrian bishops.  “I meuntioned that there was a
Kasheesha or Presbyter Church iu our own kingdom,
in which every presbyter was c¢qual to another.” —
‘ And are there no deacons in holy orders?” ‘“None.”
“ And what, is theve nobody to overlook the presby-
ters?”  “Not one.”” “And who is the Angel of their
Churches #°  “'They have none.” “There must be
something imperfect there.”

This short conference is very graphic and very
forcible, and should stimulate Christians to seek infor-
mation from those Eastern Churches which have
existed from very ancient time.} -

But over and above all modern speech, let us note
the manner in which the judicious Hooker meets an
opponent, if such there can fairly be, with this strong
argument : “It will, perhaps, be answered,” he says,
“that the Angels of those Churches were only in every
Church a minister of sacraments; but then we ask, is
it probable, that in every one of these Charches, even

1 Euseb. Eccles. Hist. lib. iv. cap. 15, p. 170.

§§ Irenzus, lib. iii. cap. 3, p. 176.  Eus. Hist. Eccles. lib.
iii. cap. 36, p. 130,

* That a particular individual is meant by the title of
“ Angel,” is confessed even by those commentators whose pre~
judices would have induced them to favour another interpreta-
tion. It is thus interpreted, among others, by Diodati, Theo-
dove Beza, Bullinger, Marlorate, Gualther, Piscator, Parwus,
and Peter Martyr. And Scultetus says: “All the most
learned interpreters, by Angels expound the bishops of the
Churches: nor can it be otherwise interpreted without violence
to the text.” Grotius says: “The Diyine Apocalypse affords
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an irrefragable argument for this assertion ; for Christ himself |

commands that a letter be sent unto the seven Angels of the
Asian Churches. They who by Angels understand the
Churches themselves, manifestly contradict the Holy Serip-
tures : for the candlesticks are the Churches, Christ says, and
the stars are the Angels of the Seven Churches.” It is sur-
prising,” observes Good, “how far men are carried away by the
love of contradicting, when they dare to confound things so
clearly distinguished by the Holy Spirit.’—Rev. Francis
Goode, late Lecturer at Clapham, and fellow of Trinity College,
Cambridge.

+ McNeil's Lectures on the Charch of England, Lectare 7. | +
| deetrine.’

1 In the course of writing this work, the author’s attention
was directed by a friend to the question put by some member
of an ancient Eastern Church to the Rev. Joseph Wolff, D.D.,,
the indefatigable missionary; namely, ** What Bishop sent you
out?” And hence, having written to the Doctor, in order that
he might be assured of this matter, he received a very interest-
ing letter in reply, from which the following is an extract :—

“This question was addressed to me by the great Bogos, late
Patriarch of the Armenian nation at Constantinople, the great
Hernes, Archbishop of the Ar ian pation at Tiflis, and by
the whole body of Bishops at Etsh-Miazin, the celebrated con=
vent at the foot of Mount Ararat, by the Syrian Patriarch in
Mesopotamia, by the Coptic Bishope, by the Greek Patriarch
of Constantinople, and by the Roman Catholic Bishop at
Bagdad.

“When I replied to them, ‘ My internal voice sent me forth,’
the answer Lreceived was, ¢ Moses heard the voice of God upon
Horeb; but God himself deemed it to be necessary to endow
him with the gitt of miracles (Exodus vii.) in order that
Pharoah may be forced to acknowledge him as the extracrdi-
nary Ambassador.  And the ordinary ministers of God, the

Levites, had to receive their commission from Moses; and

|
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|
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such, when John directed his speech to the Angel of
that Church. If there were many, surely St. John, in
naming but only one of them an Angel, did behold in
that one somewhat above the rest. Nor was this
order peculiar to some few Churches, but the whole
world universally became subject thereunto: insomuch,
as they did not account it to be a Church which was
not subject unto a bishop. It was the general received
persuasion of the ancient Christian world, that Heclesia
est in Episcopo, the outward being of a Church con-
sisted in the having a Bishop,” (book vii, p. 125).—
How replete with incontrovertible argument is even
this brief passage of the admirable Hooker.

TRUTH—THE CREED—THE PRAYER BOOK
—AUTHORITY OF THE CHURCH.
(From a work entitled ** Truth without prejudice.” )

We need only leok at the countless sects and par-
ties which divide the Christian world, in order to feel
how very uncertain even the purest heart and the
strongest head must be in the search after truth, unless
there be at band some surer guide than the best of
human understanding, guarded though that may be
by the most pious intention. The question of Pilate,
¢ What is truth ?* spoken in a thousand different tones,
with as many different feelings, is still unceasingly
asked; and when we see one after another taking up
that mysterious book, finding therein the same niys-
terious glimpses at eternal verities, and each, after
much sincerity of purpose, coming to various conclu-
sions on important questions, and then erecting for
themselves a new creed, and propagating these opin=
ions amongst others, we cannot but ankiously look
round for some more infallible test of divine truth
than that which our individual minds are capable of.
Anxious as I have been to avoid even allusion to the
endless religious controversies of this day, I can hardly
touch upon this subject, without appearing to glance
at some of them. Had the Almighty Being provided
us with no other guide in the study of Seripture than
the force of our own reason assisted by prayer, we
might have confidently followed that. It would then
have been presumption to desire any other, or to sup-
pose any could be necessary ; but since He kas given
anothier, it is yet greater presumption to imagine we
can do without it. He exacts nothing from us which
He does not give us the means of obeying ; and since
He has requited our belief of truth, He has doubtless
somewhere or somehow made it plain what #s trath,
and given us some criterion by which, unless we are
wilfully blind, we can know which of the huudred
interpretations of the principal religious tenets must
be the right one.

Years elapsed from the death of our Saviour before
any of the writings of the New Testament were com=
posed, ang, of course, years more before they were
generally diffused. During that period the direct
personal instructions of the Apostles themselves in
in some instances, and the oral and traditionary repe-
titions of these instructions in others, formed the
“gospel” of the early church. Previously, how-
ever, to any of the writings of the four Evangelists,
that suminary of doctrine, termed (and accurately
termed) “the Apostles’ Creed,” was incontestably
used in the Church, as the universal baptismal formnula
or confession of faith required from candidates for
baptism. It is therefore more ancient than any of
the written doctrines of the New Testament, and it
is unquestionably of pure apostolic origin.* It must,
then, throw some light upon the subsequent writings
of these same Apostles. It comes from the same
pure source, and in date is nearer to the fountain
head. Now the words of belief required in the first
times of the apostles, from those who sought aduiis-
sion into the Church, must doubtless be a correct
shetch, as it were, of what the writings of those same
apostles would afterwards teach in the Church. We
should expect in this teaching to find no contradiction
to these elementary principles, which were to form
the ground-work of their faith; and where we might
be in doubt as to the true intention of any subsequent
documents coming from the same hands, we should
employ this as the fest, as that whereby we might de-
fine the limits of their meaning.

And now suppose that, in the after writings of these
Apostles, difficulties arise which surpass the limits of
this creed, and that questions start up which require
a full explanation and comment, and which, if misun-
derstood, lie open, as all great truths do, to much
abuse and danger. What would be the natural course
to follow with respect to this, and how might we best
hope to come to a plain sense of their meaning P—
Would it not appear that if, near to the time in which
these obscure doctrines were first propounded in the
Church, there had lived, as members of the same
Church, great and holy men, who held an important
place as teachers and guides; and that, if these men
had written directly upon such doctrines, and handed
down to us, not simply their own private views on the
subject, but those interpretations which were then
universally held by the members of the Church, and
which they knew, either directly or indirectly, to have
been universally held as the true interpretation since
the very first teaching of these same doctrines by the
Apostles themselves in person—would it not appear, 1
say, that in the writings of these great men we shall
get very near to the pure truth? Take another in-
stance.  Suppose that there appears to us great doubt
upon any important doctrine, say that of justiffcation,
of election, of the value of good works, or any other
such, and that by s'earching the writings of these pri-
mitive teachers, we discover that each one in their
different works, different country, and different age,
all agree in giving the same interpretation, would not
the obvious conclusion be, that they had received it
unbroken from the apostolic times, and that it is be-
lieved by universal consent throughout the pure
Chuorch?  And when we find that in the same manoer
in which they all uphold ove doctrine, they condemn
another as false, and speak of heresies and heretics
who have been separated from the pure body of the

Christ made the same provision in the Church.,  He imparted
the gift of miraeles to the Apostles in sending them forth; but
they instituted Bishops by the itnposition of hands, and charged
them to follow up that manner of constituting ministers (Titus
i. 5). If you, Joseph Wolff, are an extraordinary minister,
prove it by miracles; if an ordinary one, who laid hands on
you? Your internal voice is evidenee to you, not to us.’

“ He writes further, after stating that he himself once held
wild and irregular views in Church matters, ‘The very fact
that ALt THE EASTERN CHURCHES, WITHOUT ONE SINGLE
EXCEPTION, HAVE Bismors, Priests, AND DEeacons; and
the very fact that a Presbyterian Chureh is not known, is to
me a sufficient proof that Episcopacy is of Divine origin, and
that the doctrine of Apostolic Succession is a Seriptural

“The above is certainly most remarkable and satisfactory
evidence of the continued existence of Episcopacy as the sole
form of government in the Christian Chureh; aund it is difficult
to conceive how this attesting fact, so casily to be proved in the
present day by any traveller in the Fast, can be evaded. It is
surely ns the city set on the hill that eaunot be hid; and how
deeply interesting to the Anglo-Catholic Church would be the
ancient records of the Christian Churches of the East.

¢ The author would take this opportunity of thavking the
Rev. Joseph Wolff, D.D., for the prompt and courteous man-
ner in which he replied to his question; and he only wishes
that Dr. Wolff would do good serviee to religion by publishing
kis experience on this most important subject.”

* The fundamental formnlary on which the * Apostle’s
Creed” was doubtless constructed might have heen so; and in
fact the Apostolic writings themselves contain allusions to some
such symbol of faith: (see Rom. 6, 17; Gal. 6, 16; and 2
Tim. 1, 13;) but internal evidence seems to prove that the
greater part of the “ Apostle’s Creed” was introduced in oppo-
sition to heresies which sprung up some time after the last of
the Apostles had ceased to exist.—Ep. C

Church, should we not believe that this doetrine was
not taught by the Apostles in the Churchy and that
therefore these men knew it to be recent and false,
and that so it must be equally false in the present
day ?

Nowsuppose that the branch of the Church to which

you as an Englishman belong had goue on for centu=
ries in close connexion with, and dependence upon,
another branch of the Church which is at Rome ; and at
last, discovering that this latter had contracted in her
practice many things which were not held in the early
Church in the time of the Apostlés and their fuitne=
diate successors, but, on the contrary, were quite res
cent as compared with these, and that thereupou the
portion of the Church in Englsnd determined to eut
off from herself these false additions, and to returtt ad
nearly us she could to what was originally universally
held. Suppose that, in order to accomplish this, her
best men endeavoured, with great labour and care, to
compile a book, the materials of which they sought
for in the early documents or liturgies of the Churchy
as preserved in the writings of the fathers, and as
many of them were still retained in the portion of the
Church from which these men were anxious to sepa=
rate themselves, and that in this book, though they
may have failed to preserve all that they might have
dome, yet it can be proved that they added nothing
of their vwn, nothing which they have not either di=
rectly taken from early usage, or entirely founded
thereon.  Surely, then, in this book we should find a
safe compendium of authentie christian doctrine, s
compilation of what the early Christians held to- be,
from the Apostles themselves, the right interpretation
of those doctrines taught by those Apostles in Scrip=
ture.  This book is the Common Prayer-Book. Cau
you, therefore, wonder, when I tell you that here you
may find a safe guide in the study of Scripture ; that
in these beautiful liturgies and ordinances you may
search for the true doctrines of the Church and be
safe there?  And it would be impossible for any pers
son of ordinary understauding to attend the services
of the Church regularly bearing in mind the value of
the Prayer-Book as a key to the meaning of religious
doctrines, without obtaining a clear practical view of
all that is of most importance, unless, indeed, the mists
of sin exclude all light from their minds,
Thus the authority of the Church, as the only law=
ful expounder of Scripture with which the Almighty
wisdom has sought to shelter his own Divine word, is.
disregarded and laid aside, and with head and heart
full of arguments to prove the right of private judg«
ment upon religions matters, (that is the right of every
man to find out a private way of his own in which te
believe and serve his Creator,) each one sits down
with what he finds at hand, to pick out his roud in the
awful mysteries and hidden things of Divine truth!
What wonder, then, that even in.the professed mem«
bers of the Church herself, we see such serious diver=
sity of opinion! What wonder that thousands more
leave her fold, and erect a saudy fabric of their own |
He who has been  tossed about with every wind
of doctrine,’ who has bent with anxious heart and
aching head over the puzzled pages of wodern theo=
logy, and in vain sought for a full satisfaction to the
yearning thirst for an entire truth which burnt within
him;—he who has felt that he must find it or perishy
and has been agonized with the thought of what secmed
the almost impossible command to search and follow
truth,—who has listened in widnight silerice to the
dark riddle of the mysterious sphing,—and heard her
threatening voice in tones that deadened the loudest
call of busy life,—alone knows what it is at last to
take up his rest within the hallowed walls of the Church,
laying aside all his long-sought and hardly-earned re«
ligious schemes and systems, to listen like a child to
her simple teachings, and having bent his faith to her
creed, to feel that it is now only left him with a quiet
mind avfl a believing heart to mould his life to her
instructions.  With what a soothing calm do the deep
cool shadows of those time<hallowed arches which
echo to her constant voice, fall on the brow that has
been heated with religious controversies.

You will at once perceive the difference hetween
thus yielding your faith to the testimony of' universal
and catholic agreement in the united body of the
Chureh, in and near the apostolic ages, and the error
of which the Romanists are aceused, of commiitting
their conscience to the government of their priests,
and thus receiving bis individual testimony as an in=
fallible guide.  Strange to say, many petsotis conffound
these two most opposite principles; and when we talk
of submitting to the authority of the Chureh in all
points of doctrine and practice, imagine that they are
to be reduced to a priest«ridden people !
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THE JEWS OF SPAIN.
( From * Coningsby’ by B. D’ Israeli Esq.)

across the strait from Africa to Europe long preceded

the inyasion of the Mohammedan Arabs, it i8 pow

impossible to ascertain. Their traditions tell us that

from time immemorial they bad sojourned in Africa

and it is pot improbable that they may have been the
descendants of some of the earlier dispersions; like
those Hebrew colonies that we find in China, and
who probably emigrated from Persia in the days of the
great mouarchies. Whatever may have been their
origin in Africa, their fortunes in southern Europe
are not difficult to trace, though the annals of no race
in no age can detail a history of such strange vicissi«
tudes, or one rife with more touching and romantie
incident.  Their unexampled prosperity in the Spanish
Peninsula, and especially in the south, where they
had becowe the principal cultivators of the soil, excited
the jealousy of the Goths, and the Councils of Toledo
during the 6th and 7th centuries attempted, by &
series of decrees worthy of the barbarians who promul=
gated them, to root the Jewish Arabs out of the land.
There is;no doubt the Council of Toledo led as direct«

ly as the lust of Roderick to the invasion of Spaiu by

the Moslemin Arabs. The Jewish population suf«

fering under the most sanguinary and atrocious perse=

cution looked to their sympathizing brethren of the
Crescent, whose camps already gleamed on the opposite
shore.. The overthrow of the Gothic kingdoms was
as much achieved by the superior iuformation which
the Sarcens received from their suffering kinsmen, as
by the resistless valour of the Desart. T'he Suracen
kingdoms were established. "T'he fair and unrivalled
civilization arose, which preserved for Europe arts
and letters when Christendom was plunged in dark-
ness. The children of Ishmael rewarded the chil-
dren of Israel with equal rights and privileges with
themselves. During these haleyon centuries, it is
difficult to distinguish the follower of Moses from the
votary of Mahomet. Both alike built palaces, gar~
dens, and fountains; filled equally the highest offices
of the state, competed in an extensive and enlightened
commerce, and rivalled each other in renowned uni«
versities.

Even after the fall of the principal Moorish king-
doms, the Jews of Spain were still treated by the
conquering Goths with tenderness and consideration.
Their numbers, their wealth, the faet that, in Arragon
especially, they were the proprietors of the soil, and
surronnded by warlike and devoted followers, secured
for them an usage which for a considerable period
made them little sensible of the change of dynasties
| and religions. But the tempest gradually gathered.

As the Goths grew stronger, persecution beeane more
: bold. Where the Jewish population was scanty, they
| were deprived of their privileges or obliged to conforim
under the title of ‘Nuevos Christianos.” At length
the union of the two crowns under Ferdinand and
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Whence came those Hebrew Arabs whose pagsage
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