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the changes brought about by the Providence of God from

year to year, a fuact of history to-morrow, no visible impress

would be seen of our fuith in the whole face of the land.—
With the Duteh it was different. They conquered, they
eolonized, often they converted the people. )
they built schools and churches ; every where to this day
in the maritime provinces we see traces of them, Weuse
them, and sowetimes abuse them at the best. V"Ve strive
not to emulate them. Because they did not all _th[llgs well,
we think and talk about their faults, but }i_t}le imitate that
in which they are clearly imitable. Thisisland has now
been under British rule for fifty years, but not a single
chureh has been built to be compared with those of which
we see the ruin in some of the raral districts, or those
which witness against us in each of their principal mili
tary stations.”
PAROCHIAL ASSOCTATIONS.

The first Parochial Association in aid of the S ciety
for the Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign Parts, was
established in the year 1819. Up to the year 1838, the
namber was only 313. Siuce that year they have in-
creased at the*average rate of 200 a-year. The total
number of Associations at the begioning of 1846, was
1700. This is still but one for every six parishes in
England. -

In the beginning of 1836, the total number of Mission-
aries on the Society’s list in seven Dioceses, was 164; in
the beginning of 1846, it was 385 in fifiecen Dioceses.—
The increase in ten years was 221. 5

In 1845, the income of the Society, from all sources,
including one-third of the Royal Letter Collection, for
general and special designs, was £75,589. This is ex-
clusive of sums raised in the colonies, but not transmitted
to this country. sl

In 1835, the Annual Subscriptions from all sources,’
were £7.844; in 1845, they were £€31,097 ; which is the
Jargest amount of permanent Annual Subscriptions that
the Society*has ever veceived. Oue-fifth of this sum was
contributed in Aunual .Subscriptiuns under twenty shil-
lings a-year. - ¢

Every where

lightly treated by the Methodists of the present day, is it |
unreasonable to ask by what authority they use hisname,
aud call themselves WrsLryans?  We are not question- |

ing the purity of their intentions ; there may be reasons |
for this defection totally unknown to us, and, perhaps,
beyond our humble comprehension ; but, after all, there
is something in a name. If John Wesley's teaching and
preaching, precept and example, are not held in very
high estimation —and that they are not so is clearly pro-
ved by the evidence before nus—why should his honoured
name be made a watchword of distinction by men who
have disregarded his injunctions?”

The letters here published may be new as to their
| particular pbraseology, but not as to the spirit or the
injunctions they contain. We have often, in this jour-
nal, quoted similar language from Mr. Wesley; and
we must take occasion to say that we have never seen
the inconsistency accounted for in any satisfactory
| way, which is so forcibly pointed out in the remarks
{ which follow the publication of these two letters.

There can be no doubt as to the sincerity of Mr.
Wesley's intentions; no one can hesitate to feel and
say that he was a good and pious man, and that, even
in the eccentric course he pursued, he desired the
welfare of the Church in which he was ordained. e
wished to rouse her members from their slothfulness
and indifference,~—to promote a more general spiritu-
ality and warmth,—to form bands of zealous individ-
uals, like himself, hither and thither, who should wa-
ken up the slumbering and careless round-themn, and
give fresh energy and afreer circulation to the declining
piety of the age.

It was a natural thought in an earnest and devout
man; but the manner devised and pursued of carrying
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Every sort of usurpation, in process of time, is sure
to evince its hollowness, and, after a few years of
gourd-like luxuriancy, to wither away as suddenly as
it sprang up. It is s0 testified by history; and man,
with his native discrimination of right and wrong, very
universally concurs in the righteousness of the retri-
bution when it comes, When the usurper is hurled
from his throne, or, should he be allowed to die in
peace, if his children or remoter posterity are stripped
of their unlawful hounours and dominion, there is a
general acquiescence in the just dex.uling of Providence,
—a general testimony to the claims and majesty of
right. i 2 a :

And as it is in civil, so it is 10 ecclesiastical affuirs.
There was never yet a schism in the Church Catholic,
—a separation which involved the breaking of the
ministerial chain, and an encroachment by man upon
the authority delegated by God,—there was never
yet such a division introduced .in the heritage of God’s
Church, but that passing years, as they sped on, tes-
tified more and more the folly as well as the sin of
those who were its authors.

In the buoyancy and excitement incident upon a
new system, when the novelty is attractive and the
very heat, as it were, creates adherents, there may be
much of a genuine coufidence mixed up with the ar-
dour of feeling. The swelling numbers, the multi-
plyiug resources, the lengthening chords of sympathy
aud.interenrse, awakennit mav be. the.belietf.rhat i
first success has passed away, when difficulties and
trials, when vexations and disappointments crowd fast
upon them, that men begin, in doubt and distrust, to
measure their system by some better standard than
caprice or feeling, and they discover that human in-
ventions in holy things are as futile as they are peril-
ous. Then from a practical realization of the vanity
and danger of the attempt, they come to the counvic-
tion that God's appointments are never with impuuity
to be disturbed.

We have had sects in ancient times,—the Nova-
tians and Donatists, for example,—strong for a season,
and ax far as contemporary impressions went, destined
to outlive the shock of every trial. But they passed
away ; and if they perished not, they merged again into
the fold from which they had wandered. And if not
less of incongruity and inconsistency pertains to mo-
dern separatists, who will not see that all the testimony
of years gone by, that all the accnmulations of expe-
rience attest the falseness of their position and the
danger of their state? But we must not delay, by
any further remarks, the following quotation from the
Liverpool Mail, kindly furnished us by a friend :—

*“ A friend has kindly placed at our disposal two genuine
letters, not hitherto published, from that extraordinary
man, the celebrated John Wesley.. Formerly, when no-
ticing Methodismn, we took occasion to show thatits foun-
der, up to the day of his death, by his earnest exhortation,
and by his example, counselled his brethren to adhere
with untiring fidelity to the Church of England and her
sacred ordinances. It is now our business to show that
John Wesely cherished those sentiments from the begin-
ing of his career and during his whole life.

“On what ground the followers of this good man, sub-
seqnently, and after his death, dissented from the phurch
altogether, by denying the necessity of Church ordinances
and presuming to administer them in their own chapels
by preachers having no Episcopal authority, itisnot here
our purpose to inquire. One important fact is abundant-
ly evident from the correspondence before us, namely,
that Mr. Wesley, the founder and leader of the religious
party who are still proud to use his name. discountenan-
¢ed to the uttermost the notion of leaving the chureh,
and ablmrre@ the idea of usurping her sacraments, We
are not passing any censure upon them, for what they no
doubt considered an aet of duty,ar‘a duty of expediency.
Indeed we have no right to do so,2 Buu still we are justi-
fied in exhlhl[.lllg to serious and conscientious persons
the strong opinions and the unwavering example of John
Wasley, an the hope that, while they ‘respect his semory. |
and his good works, they may alsé conisider the grounds
which furnish them with-an excuse for deviating from
his practice or disregarding his preeepts. Here are the
letters :— t¥e

¢ London, November 22, 1772.

¢ My dear Brother,—1 hope Mr. Wagner and you are upon
good terms; heis an amiabie wan, and would be exceeding
useful, were it not for ill advisers. 'Whien there is occasion,
talk to Lim freely ; fie has & friendly h=art, It is of great use
to meet lge leaders in Tiverpool. This should wever be ne-
glected. am inclined to think the best time for it would be
from two to three ou Sunday, in the aftéernoon.  Then you
wmight set an example to the society, by going to church immedi-
ately after.  This is of no small importance, for whoever leaves
the Church will leave the Methodists. g

¢ Every where strongly and explicitly preach perfection, then
your word will profit.—1I am your affectionate friend and bro-
ther, +J. WesLey,

¢ London, Feb. 17, 1776.

‘My dear Brother,—The uncertainty of a passage from
Liverpool is a weighty objection, as is also the uncertainty of a
passage to Whitchaven, so I must beg to lay that thought
aside, A little fatigue 1 do not regard, but I caunot afford to
lose time, Supply the poor people with all our small books,
with money or without, and exhort them to keep close to the
Cliurch, as well as to their brethren. If we do not build a new
foundry this summer, I hope to see you at the usual time, and
am your affectionate friend and brother, =~

¢J. WesLev.

“The words we have put in italics are strong, and
they are, also, like the man, ¢ Then you might set an
example to the society, by going to church immediately
after.  This is of no small importance, for whoever leaves
the Church will leave the Methodists,’ 2

“1In his own time, and in the future time, too, as far as
he could employ his authority, or exercise his influence,
Mr, Wesley meant to say that secession from the Church
would, on the part of any individual, lead to expulsion
from the Methodist society. There cannot be a shadow

out that thought, was not the evidence of a strong-
minded man.  "There was more of enthusiasin than of
calculation or forethought in the step he adopted;
there was an acting upon present impulse, without a
consideration of future consequences. From the er-

expressed by their great and good founder being now so |

The Chuveh,

a General Council ; but does it follow from this, that !
there are no means of ascertaining the judgment of'the {
Church Universal?  The principle of delegation, 1
scrupulonsly observed, is necessary to the consmunn: l
of a Council which is entitled to be called “General;"
and even the Council of Nice, judged according to this
criterion, would be found wanting.  But who will ever
be able to make it appear that the Nicene Fathers did
not declare the belief of the Church from the beginning ;
and that the decision of the Synod which they formed
was not virtually the voice of the Church Universal ?
If the Canons of public Assemblies be insufficient in
themselves, let them be fortified,—if they allow of this
confirmation,—by the “writings of large numbers of
Primitive Divines:"" let us only know whether it be
possible or not to find out, in any case, the Jjudgment
of the Charch Universal? The debate about “Gene-
ral Councils,” if not beside the question, is at least a
secondary matter; for what the Church thought in
early ages of “controversies of faith” (the proper
sphere of Church authority) could be discovered,
though it should be impossible to fix upon a single
Synod which even approximated to-the character of a
General Council.

All that we contend for is, that there is such a thing
as the testimony of Christian antiquity ; and that the
means of discovering it, and distinguishing what is
good tradition from that which is bad, are not so
dubious, uncertain, and perplexing as some people
would have them to be. It is perfectly well known
that every sectarian, who is tolerably trained and ex-
ercised in his system, is prepared beforehand to dis-
pose of every passage of Scripture which bears unfa-
vourably upon his views, by quibbles and evasions.—
It is Scripture itself which, in such a case, is in dis-
pute; and its meaning, therefore, must be settled by
appealing to another authority: by maintaining, in

roneous and defective system laid down and prosecu-
ted, the effect was precisely the schism,—the marked
and widening separation,—and by and by the jealousy
and enmity,—which of all things he abhorred and
struggled against.

But he had set a machinery in motion, which, with
all its involutions and combinations, it became a thing
impossible to stay or check. It worked as vehement-
ly and as widely as he willed; but the fruits it evolved,
the realities it threw out upon the world, were not
what he anticipated ; aud the contemplation of these
pained him at the first, and, we can believe, disturbed
him at the last. There is, however, much due to his
memory by all, even by his own adherents;—let them
not link his name to a system, in its developments and
results, which, as respects those results, he repudiated
and condemned. Let them not call themselves Wes-
leyans, when, in defiance of Wesley's reiterated and
dying admonitions, they are not only no longer mem-
bers, but rivals and oppopents of the Church of Eng-
land,—setting up against her ancient altars their new-
constructed shrines,—and placing in opposition to her
apostolic priesthood a supposititious ministry, traced
ot up to the Apostles’ times through their lawful
successors, but to a presbyter of the Churchin the
eighteenth century who abhorred the usurpation of
which they would make him the advocate and the
parent.

In God's word,—that the startling truth might
never be forgotten and never lose its warning,—there
is continually associated with the name of Jeroboam,
the fact that he “made Israel to sin  And how he
did so, the Scriptures just as clearly inform us. The
ten tribes revolted, and he encouraged them: they
set up a rival worship, and he promoted it: they broke
the unity of the Jewish Church, and supported the
schism by idolatry, and Jeroboam took the lead in the
sacrilegious change.

And, in principle, every leader or promoter of a
schism is one that, in a higher or lower degree, makes
the Israel of God to sin: it is rebellion, whatever be
the scale on which it is perpetrated: it is a disloyalty
and dishonour to God, by dividing his people, and

wan ine and diced thoir npaice and thair ham.

of "Jeroboam'; but l;"ro'howers, in carrying out the
separation which he himself appears steadily to have
abjured, and in linking his name to their sect even
while they are publicly contradicting his principles,
are, with an injustice which they should solemnly and
anxiously ponder upon, classing him directly with the
great abettor of schism and idolatry who “made Israel
to sin.”
—_————

Although controversy, to our taste, is not a very
agreeable exercise of the mind; still when a discussion
arises, in which we happen to be one of the parties
concerned, we have no desire to give those who differ
from us cause for complaining that the columns of our
Journal have been unfairly closed against them. It
is from this wish to deal justly and candidly with our
Correspondents, that we have admitted this week the
Communication of B. C.  We readily concede to him
the privilege of freely expressing the seutiments he has
formed in regard to our Editorial remarks of the 15th
January, upon the subject of Cavrch Avrnorrry;
but, in allowing our Correspondent this liberty of
speech, our readers must not take it for granted that
we esteem his conclusions defensible, T'he inferences
which he conceives are necessarily deduced from our
comments, are stated in two propositions; one of which
is to be discussed in detail upon a futare occasion ;
upon this, therefore, we must reserve our observations,
until we have seen the course of argument by which it
is to be maintained. :

The first proposition professes to draw from our re-
flexions upon General Councils and Primitive Divines,
the followiug conclusion:—* That the interpretation
of the Church Universal, as contained in the Canons
of General Councils, and in the writings of large num-
bers of primitive Divines, being bound by God himself
together with the Iloly Scriptures in close and neces-
sary and inseparable alliance, and having God for their
(its) Author equally with the same Scriptures, are
therefore to be received by every Christian man as in-
fallible, and of equal authority with the Word of God.”

In this proposition, which is quoted, word for word
from our Correspondent’s Letter, there are two affir-
mations ascribed to us which are truly aseribed ; and,
besides these, there is obtained from them a conclusion
which is not legitimately obtained; ~ RRYL Y

The affirmations we made, and now, after further
consideration deliberately repeat, are the following :—

1. The interpretation of the Church Universal has
been bound together with the Holy Scriptures.

2. God is the Author of both the Church and the
Bible.

Of these assertions the second, we presume, requires
20 proof.  Fven by those who substitute the tradition
of men for the Apostolic foundation, it is admitted
that Christ Jesus is the “corner-stone” of the Church.
God hath “purchased the Church with his own blood ;"
the Church to which the keeping and teaching of the
Gospel have been committed, is the “ Church of the
living God;” it is the divine Saviour who hath “made
us l.(ings and priests unto God and his Father;"" pope
}:eslde God‘, through his Holy Spirit, could have

called us into the fellowship of his Son."”  Bat we
need not insist on this point, since it will not he denied.

Qur other affirmation, which is first in order, is,
that the interpretation of this Church—the kingdom
of God—‘—has been bound together by God with the
Holy Scriptures. This interpretation, as we stated in
our fon.'u?er article on the subject, must be “recorded
so positively that there can be no reasonable ground
for doubting™ that it is the judgment of the Church
Universal, and not merely of any particular section of |
the Church. The long quotation from Bishop Bur- 1
nett, we can assure our Correspondent, is quite un- |
necessary: we have said nothing that impugns his
statements ; we do not choose to go seriatim through
all the Councils which have ever been convened, and |
show why this one and that one should not be called |

of doubt on this point. The sentimeis 50 unequivocally

£ 5
“General.” Iuo strictness of language there never was |
|

short, the priociple asserted by Tertullian,—* Id
verius quod prius,”’—that * Primitive practice is Gos-
pel truth.” A reference of this sort ought to satisfy
every person who, with bumility, *exercises bis rea-
soning faculties.”

When we speak of the “interpretation of the Church
Universal being bound together with the Holy Scrip-
tures,”’ we do not mean that it is attached to God's
Revelation by way of supplement, in order to fill up a
blauk, or supply a deficiency; but we intend to assert
no more than that God has established an intimate
and perpetual union or association between his Word
and his Church; that, as the witness of the Church,
before the New Testament had been written, was the
true and only expression of God's Will, so the witness
of the same Church now ought not be overlooked, for
she can explain, though she cannot change or diminish
or increase what God has delivered.

This alliance we have described as being “close and
necessary and inseparable.””  Our Correspondent’s
letter has shown us no just cause for withdrawing any
one of these epithets: they are express and positive,
no doubt, but we hold them to be correct.  The al-
liance is elose, because the Church is the chief reposi-
tory of God's Word; it is necessary, because God's
Kingdom must always exist no less than His Revela-
tion; and it is inseparable, because if the *“ pillar and
ground of the truth” be taken away, the truth itself
wi'l fall.

"To disregard the obvious testimony of the Church
Universal is, we repeat, a sin: the sin of self-will and
presumption ; the sin of which a man is guilty when
he thinks himself wiser than all the generations who
have been before him. If it be a sin for “the people
to strive with God’s Priest,” it is certainly a far greater
offence to contend against the judgment of both Priests
and Laity in the purest ages of the Church.

We cannot admit that the sentiments we have ex-
pressed are at variance, either with the formularies of
the Church, or with the writings of our most approved
divines.  The Twentieth Article does not appear to
us to enunciate anything hostile to our view of Church
Authority; and the arg tum ad verecundiam does

not, so far as we are aware, tell against us.
T, Q. AL Af wilfulnace.and Ao WL g

which being given may stand, and a necessity of si-
lence on both sides afterward imposed, small hope
there is that strifes thus far prosecuted will in short
time quietly end.”

WaTERLAND.—* A very particular regard is due to
the Public Acts of the Ancient Church appearing in
Creeds made use of in baptism and in the censures
passed upon heretics. It is not at all likely that any
whole Church of those times should vary from Apos-
tolical doctrine in things of moment; but it is, moral-
ly speaking, absurd to imagine, that all the Churches
should combine in the same error and conspire to-
gether to corrupt the doctrine of Christ.”

Bisuor STILLINGFLEET observes, “that it is suffi-
cient prescription against any thing which can be al-
leged out of Scripture, that if it appear contrary to
the sense of the Catholic Church from the beginning,
it ought not to be looked upon as the true Meaning of
Scripture.”

We do not think that we have gone beyond the
doctrine here propounded.

What we have said above is little more than expla-
nation ; we have laboured to clear up any misunder-
standing which may attend the terms we bave employed
in stating our argument. That which is Properly our
defence may be managed in very few words.

The first proposition laid down by B. C.is founded
upon premises which are not legitimately assumed.—
Ihrown into a logical shape, it will stand thus:—

Every source of instruction connected by God with

the S.8. is infallible :

The interpretation of the Church has been sq con-

nected by God with the S.8.

Therefore, The interpretation of the Church is in-

fallible,
'I.'he major premiss is manifestly untrue : the conclu-
sion, therefore, cannot be maintained ; and the whole
syllogism is not, as it was intended, a fair representa-
tion of our argument. We must beg permission to
substitute the following :—

Every source of instruction connected by God with

the 8 8. is of great value.

The interpretation of the Church Universal is one

such source of instruction : ¢

Therefore, The interpretation of the Church Uni-

versal is of great value. : B
And this conclusion, we hope, will be espoused’ by all
who lament the practice of perverting God's written
Word to party purposes and schismatical designs,—
the practice by which novelties have been brought
in, and divisions engendered. c
AT T

In regard to the matter noticed by our Correspon-
dent C. C. B, we would merely observe, that, if the
general purport of a selection meets our approval, we
think this a sufficient reason for using it, withouat hold-
ing otrselves answerable for every particular expres-
sion. We would also remind our Correspondent that
the opinion of “Infelix,” with reference to the Clergy-
man to whom he alludes, was evidemly founded upon
some recent well-known proceedings in which that
Clergyman has chosen to involve himself: of these
proceedings every individual is, of course, free to form
his own judgment,

RplEg s

Two numbers of the Missionary, a Church Paper
published in the Diocese of New Jersey, have been
sent to us. This, we understand, is an old publication
revived in a new form. We are pleased with its con-
tents; and should imagine that it is to be conducted
on sound principles. The matual compliment of an
exchange would be very gratifying to us; but the
Postage upon the Papers which we receive from the
States, and the pre-payments which we haye to make
upon each number of our own, makes the expense so
great that we are forced to decline many Exchanges

of which otherwise we should be glad to avail our-
selves.

—————

We publish a second time the List of the Confir-
mation Journeys completed by the Lord Bishop of
Toronto in the years 1845 and 1846. We do this
in order to correct an error in the Table as it appeared
in the Report of the Society’s proceedings. The
number confirmed in the District of Niagara should
have been 354 instead of 154, and the total under the
same bead should be 4358 for 4158:—

|

s LTI ———— T
«Sg52 22
§he . Sea 2 E ©
Districts. SEZE&|ES
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Districts west of Toronto, including
Lake HUFON......coeeessensessoncsens oo 10 {1212 6
1846. : 4
District of Niagara........... waad 21 {854
Home and Simcoe Distriets...c...ccoeeeee 85 | 773 4
Districts between Toronto and Kingston| 41 | 907 3
Districts below Kingston........ceovenns| 36 11120 =
197 14358, 16
— e

¢ We are requested to call the attention of the
Members of the Western Clerical Society to 'the
change which has been made in the place of meeting,
—See Advertisement.

Communications.

(7o the Editor of the Church.)

Sir,—My attention has been called toan article in your
paper of the 15th January, and it appears to me and to
many others both Clergymen and Laymen with whom.l
hav econversed upon the subject ; that ¢ ns at vari-
ance with the received doetrinesof our Church asexpressed
‘in her articles and expounded by our most able and ap-

proved Divines, upon two most important subjects, may

be drawn from some statements therein contained. Iam
aware that often in the haste of Editorial composition un-
guarded expressions will be employed and statements ad-
vanced which the writer (were time allowed to reconsider
the subject), would either qualify or expunge. Ido not
therefore seek to fasten upon you, as your deliberate opi-
nions, those conclusions, which (though they follow, by
necessary inference from your statements), you as a Cler-
gyman of the Church of England, having, ex animo, sub-
scribed the articles of our Church in the plain literal and
grammatical sense must repudiate with horror.

The statements in your paper to which I have above
adverted are as follows:—

“ But when the Church Universal has recorded its con-
clusions and laid down its interpretation of the Holy Scrip-
tures so positively that there can be no further obsecurity
or doubt,—in the Canons of General Councils, and the
writings of large numbers of Primitive Divines, a decision
of this kind cannot be set aside without the commission of
a very grave offence,—it is authority beyond question, for
if it were not authority the neglect of it would be no sin.”
Agein at the end of the article you state, *and the natural
inference from this fact is, that the declarations of God’s
will and the interpretation of the Chureh Universal have
been bound together by God himself, the author of both, in
close and necessary and inseparable alliance.”

Every reader of these statements who exercises his rea-
soning facuities upon them -must come to the following
conclusions.

Ist, That the interpretation of the Church Universal as
contained in the Canons of General Councils, and in the
writings of large numbers of Primitive Divines, being
bound by God himself, together with the Holy Scriptures
in close and necessary and inseparable alliance ; and hav-
ing God for their author equally with the same Scriptures,
are therefore to be received by every Christian man as
infallible, and of equal authority with the word of God.

2nd. That Holy Seripture is not a fall perfect and suf-
ficient rale of faith and practice to the Christian ; but it
is necessary for him to form his opinions and to regulate
his practice, in accordance with the Canons of General
Councils and the writings of Primitive Divines.

That these conclusions follow from your statements no
one I think will deny. I shall now proceed to shew, from
the articles of our Church, and from the writings of our
most approved Divines, that they are in direct opposition
to the doctrines of our Church upon these points.

And first with reference to the inspiration and infalli-
bility of General Councils, our Church thus teaches in
the 21st. article. * On the authority of General Councils.”
“ General Councils may vot be gathered together without
the commandment and will of Princes; and when they
be gathered together (forasmuch as they be an assembly
of men, whereof all be not governed with the spirit and
word of God), they may err and sometimes have erred
avan in thipoe nertaining nute.(Gad, Wherefore things
strength nor authority, unless it may be declared that theyare
taken out of the Holy Scriptures.” i

Bishop Burnett in his exposition of this article thus
writes, “ There are two particulars settled in this article :
the oné is the power of calling of Councils, at least an as-
sertion, that they cannot be called without the will of
Princes; the other is, the authority of General Councils,
that they are not infallible, and that some have erred: and
therefore the inference is justly made that whatever au-
thority they may have in the rule and government of the
Church their decisions in matters necessary to salvation
ought to be examined by the word of God, and are not to
be sub.mme.d to unless it appears that they are conform
to the * Seript ures ;” again on the same article the learned
Prelate thus writes, ** The natural idea of a General Coun-
cil,is a meeting of. all the Bishops of Christendom, or at
least 9(’ Proxugs 1ostructed by them and their clergy.
Now if any will stand to this description then we are
very sure, that there was never yet a true General Coun-
cil; which will appear to every one that reads the sub-
scriptions of tl}e Councils, Therefore we must conclude
that General Councils are not constituted by divine au-
thority, since we have no direction given us from God,
by which we may know what they are, and what is ne-
cessary to their constitution, and we cannot suppose that
God has granted any privileges, much less infallibility,
which is the greatest of all, toa body of men, of whom,
or of whose constitution, he has said nothing to us.”
And again, “ Further it will appear a thing incredible,
that there is any infallibility in (guuncils because they are
called general, and are assembled out of a great many
Kingdoms and Provinces, when we see them go back-
ward and forward, aceording to the influences of Courts
and of interests directed from thence; we know how dif:
ferently Cqunclls decreed in the Arian controversy ; and
what a variety of these Constantius set up against that of
Nice, so it was in the Eutychian heresy, approved in the
second Council of Ephesus, but soon after condemned- at
Chacedon, so it was in the business of images, condemn-
ed at Constantinople in the East; but soon after upon a-
nother change at Court maintained in the second at N ice,
and not long after condemned in a very numerous Coun-
cil at Francfort; and in the point in band, as to the au-
thority of Councils, it was asserted at Constance and Ba-
sil, but condemned in the Lateran, and was upon the
matter laid aside at Trent. Here were great numbers
of all hands ; both sides took the name of General Coun-
cils.” And the Bishop concludes his exposition of the
article thus, “ And for the four General Councils which
this Church declares she receives, they are received only
because we are persuaded from the Seriptures that their de-
cisions were made according to them : that the Son is truly
God, of the same substance with the Father, that the
Holy Ghost is also truly God.  That the divine nature
was truly united to the human in Christ, and that in one
person. That both natures remained distinet; and that
the human nature was not swallowed up of the divine:
These truths we find in the Scriptures, and therefore we
believe them. We reverence those Councils for the sake
of their doctrine: but do not believe the doctrine for the
authority of the Councils. There appeared too much of hu-
man fra_iIty in some of their other proceedings, to give us
such an implicit submission to them, as to believe things
only because they decided them,”—In the eighth article
our Chgrchr‘ teaches, “the three Creeds, Nice Creed,
Athanasius Creed,and that which is commonly called the
Apostles Creed, ought thoroughly to be received and be-
lieved ; for they may he proved by most certain warrants
of Holy Scriptare.”~In these Creeds we have the ex-~
pressed opinion of large numbers of Early Divines, in-
g:ed of the largest number possible, for the Creeds have
2 en generally received in the Church from a very early
“a}:e, and yet our Church declares that we believe them,

ccause they may be proved by most certain warrants of
}I'OIy'Scrlptures." Bishop Burnett closes his exposition
of this article in_the following words, * Great respect is
indeed dpe to things of such antiquity, and that have been
50 long in the Ch_urch; but, after all, we receive those
Creeds, not for their own sakes, nor Jor the sakes of those
who prepared them, but for the sake of the doctrine that is
contained in them ; becanse we believe that the doctrine
which they declare is contained in the Scriptures, and
chiefly that which is the main intent of them, which is to
assert and profess the Trinity, therefore we do receive
them ; though we must acknowledge that the creed as-
cnbeq to Athanasius, as it was none of his, 50 it was never
established by any General Council,” I shall adduce but
one passage more from the writings of Bishop Burnett, it
will be found in his exposition of the nineteenth article
“ And therefore upon the whole matter we ought not to
believe doctrines to be true, because the Church teaches
them ; butwe ought to search the Seriptures and then accord-
ing as we find the doctrine of any Church to be true in
t}‘ne fundamentals, we ought to believe her to be a true
(,;:urch; and lfpesides this, the whole extent of the doc-
trine and worship, together not only with essential parts
of the Sacraments, but the whole administration of them
and the other rituals of any Church are pure and true,
then we ought to account such a Church true, in the

Jargest sense of the word true, and by consequence we
ought to hold communion with it.”

As my quotations from Bishop Burnett’s exposition of
the thirty-ninth article, have run to such a length I shall
at present adduce but one passage from Hooker’s Ecclesi-
astical Polity, (2nd Book, 7th chptr.) * And therefore
although ten-thousand General Councils would set down
one and the same definitive sentence concerning any point
of religion whatsoever, yet one demonstrative reason al-

' leged, or one manifest testimony cited from the mouth of

qu himself to the contrary, could not choose but over-
weigh them all: inasmuch as for them to be deceived, it is
not impossible ; it is, that demonstrative reason or testimo-
ny divine should deceive.”

I think it is apparent from these quotations that the
first conclusion which [ mentioned above, as following
from the statements in your paper of the 15th January,
is in direct opposition to the doctrine of our Church, as
set forth in her articles, and as expounded by our most:
approved Divines. That the Canons of General Coun-
cils and the writings of primitive Divines, are not regard-
ed by our Church as infallible, as having God for their
author, and as bound together with Holy Seripture, by
God himself, in close necessary and inseparable alliance ;
that things ordained by them have neither strength nor
authority unless it may be declared that they are taken
out of Holy Scripture ; and the four General Councils
which our Church acknowledges in part, are received
only because we are persuaded from the Scripture, that
their decisions on certain points were made according to
the word of God, nay more that the three a t Creeds

—

every reason to be thankful for the liberal manner in 'hmﬁ
claims of the Society have been met in a locality wheres 0
the last few years, the ministrations of the Church bad
been extended. . d
It is pleasing tofind that the liberality which was ml':“f
at the formation of the Society, not only in this Misnonw.
thronghout all its branches, was not a mere transient OF
exhibition ; but that after the Japse of nearly five years, ™!
the excitement, which accompanies every new underts®!
must have naturally subsided, to find that Churchmen co”
thus to contribute, is surely an evidence that with them it
become.a.sense of duty to give of those means with which |
Lord has blessed them, towards the extension of His i
and the spread of His Gospel. ol
The feeling appears now to be rapidly gaining ground, el
true religion consists not in excitement or division ; and ¥
without Apostolic Order, as perpetuated by the Churehy
is little or no security for the preservation of Evangelical
This is a fact confirmed by the history of the Church in
age, where it is to be seen that the most vigorous atten
plant the Gospel in any way inconsistent with that ins
tality which the Gospel itself presents, have either died ™
the human agents thus engaged, or degenerated into Sociti*®
ism and infidelity. Hence we learn, that if we are to eff
God’s blessing to attend our lahours, or any permanent g004%
result from them, all that we do must be done in the B
the Lord, and in the way of his appointment.
By a reference to the printed report of the Parent S
for the past year, we find that the amount of receipts,.
the Society and its Branches, for the yeur ending Mare

which contain the articles or our faith are received not
for their own sakes, nor for the sakes of those who pre-
pared them; but because we believe that the doctrine
they declare is contained in the Seriptures.

As this communication has extended to so great a
length I will reserve the consideration of the second con-
clusion which follows from your statements for a future
letter. B. C.

To the Editor of The Church.

REv. Sir,—On reading * The Church” of the 8th inst.,
I was much surprised to find an article which had been
addressed to the Editor of the Morning Courier, trans-"
ferred to your columns, and I indulged the hope that your
succeeding number would have brought from you or your
Correspondents some remarks designed to qualify the
language of that document; but such communication not
having appeared I feel myself called upon to notice it,
not with a view of interfering with the Controversy to
which it may be regarded as having reference, but for
the purpose of recording my protest against the coarse-
ness of the invective, and the unbecoming irony with
which a brother Clergyman is assailed in the article in
question. Whatever other periodicals may do in-afford-
ing currency to such language, I deem a proceeding of
the kind utterly unworthy the character of a religious
journal, and especially of one assuming the distinctive
epithet which the supposed organ of this Diocese adopts.
The language to which [ take objection is not such as
can be justified even by the heat of controversy, but is
of a character, as it seems to me, equally far removed
from Christian principle, and common courtesy. The Rev.
Carus Wilson, of whom * Infelix,” deems it his privilege
to speak so loosely is not unknown to many within this
Diocese; and a Clergyman now resident in Canada who
once served his cure, bears in happy recollection his con-
sistent Churchmanship, eminent piety, and faithful la-
bours ; and the English public are well acquainted with
the excellence of the publications that have proceeded
from his pen.

But apart from these circumstances I am sure when
your attention is directed to the matter you will deplore,
as deeply as any of your readers can, that a paper under
your guidance, and possessing the high sanction which it
enjoys, shouid have been made a vehicle of the scurril-
lous diction which speaks of an officiating Presbyter of
our Communion 2s *an animal,” affording a living ex-
ample of perjury and deceit in their most abhorent forms.

Jan'y. 22, 1847, C..C. B.

Ecclesiastical Jutclligtn't:. %

CANADA.

DIOCESE OF TORONTO.

THE CHURCH SOCIETY OF THE DIOCESE OF TORONTO.
SEPUAGESIMA COLLECTIONS,

Collections made in the several Churches, Chapels, and
Missionary Stations throughout the Diocese of To-
ronto, to be applied to the fund for the support of
Students in Theology.

£ 80
Cathedral Church. per Churchwarden......... 27 14 1
St. Paul’s Church, l'oronto, do. . 410 0
Trinity do. do. do. « 62 1
St. Genrge’s do. do. Lt O 4 7&
*St. Peter’s Church, Cobourg, per Rev. Official

Bethiine] DiB. o o.ddisn . Jigvweait g 11 -6 3
Colborne, ...... 7D
BRghton, ARt 018 73

—per Rev. John Wilson....................... S e B
%eymour L Hodaiss £3 12 Si

EEC bansnoingvanadscoressdon s 5

—per Rev. H, Brent ........ kb 01910 412 2
St. Mary Magdalene’s, Lloydtown, per Rev. ]

H. BeOslees {0000 = oL -5 otvorhs By Bl G
Trinity Church, Cornwall......... £4 13 9
Chureh at Moulinette. ., 1 610

—per Rev. H. Patton ................ 6 0 0
Church at St. Thomas.... £2 50 .

Do. Port Stanley... LD 10
W__lpertRevS. M. Burnham................. AL 3 50
edington Square and Nelson, per Ch’wdn.
St. John’s Church, Sandwich, pgr Rev, ({’3 i

Righle o ot B o5 e savi Ry b i 3 00
St. John"s Church, Port Hope... £12 2
St. Paul’'s  do. Perrytown... 0 9 10
B'-;perkReV- JOIIKL Bhott st it dadasw 5 0 0

inbrooke, per Rev, J, I,.

8 Joho's Chuirsh. Prescntt,Alex??‘;r.g"'(.)” 1 0 0
St. James’ do.  Maitland, 15 0

—per Churchwarden.............. ..... 14 0 0
Trinity Church, Chippawa, per Rev. W, '

L R P A . 3 148
St. Margaret's Ch., Scarboro, per Rev. W,

S. Darling ...... Rkakdas oz s WU S 28 %
St. George's Ch., Kingston, per Ven. Arch-

deacon e, b s sbenderdinn sbias Fheoond LI
St. M_arks Ch., Barriefield, per Rev, W,

GHBIE - +omsns ik ohks b ysoss cacsbataotssornsrs s s . 210 0
Church of the Holy Trinity, West Hawkes-

bury—per Rev. F. Tremayne vresensener 2715 0
Tp. of Lansdowne, Gananoque ... £0 17 0
Village of Gananoque ............... 0 8 0

—per I}Ir. W. Harvey. Catechist ........... » 1.5 @
St. Mark s,Chnreh. Niagara, per Churchwd'n 6 13 6
St. George’s Ch., St. Catharines, per Rev, A,

W BAREDROM o e ves s ¥ i st st Trainn o 8168
St. Paul’s Ch., Fort Erie, per C.W. , 1 000
Western, per Rev. Dr. Phillips .......cccc.oe.... 0 17 1

34 Collections......... R e £1500 2 1%
T. W. BircuaLL,
Feb. 11, 1847. Treasurer,

COLLECTIONS

Made in the several Churches, Chapels, and Missionary
Stations thruughopt the Diocese, for the fund for the
support of the Widows and Orphans of the Clergy
in this Diocese:—

o T £ 8 D

reviously announced, in No, 128, amount, 317 18 3

Chatham, per Rev. W. H. Hobson, s 9 0*

St. James’s Church, Peneunguiei;é.l;;;-i)'e.;
Rev. Geo. Hallan............ R S, 3 00
St. James’s Ch., Maitland, pe; Ch. Warden T 00

131 Collections............ £323 18 33
oW, Br
11th Feb., 1846. Rc%t;‘;uur
The Treasurer has also cheived from—
The Rev. W. H. Hobson, Missionary Coll'n, £1 10 0
The Cobourg Par. Association... £12 10 0
“ Port Hope do.

syt
:: Colborne and Grafton do. ... 2 10 0
Seymour .o 810 .0

—on acc't. of the Newecastle, District Branch

Midland District Branch, per Rev. T. H, M. B

BER B S O Y A e 22 810
Special contribution from Mrs, Winn and fa-

mily to the Widows and Orphans’ Fand 1 0 0
Do. Thos. McMurray, Esq., Cramahe, to the

Bishop’s Students Fund.......... bl i weee 010 0

Mono Parochial Association 2 00

€5 The Treasurer particularl
i y requests that all letters
for him may be addressed— T the Treasurer of the Church
Society of the Diocese of Toronto, ToroNTO.

GALT CHURCH SOCIETY.
. (From the Galt Reporter.)

So'ljhe Annual Meeting of the Galt Branch of the Church
hcl;:tyl,l was hgld in Trinity Church, in this village, on
t ed 6th ult. The day was most inclefment, and the at-
tendance, therefore, not very numerous; but the proceed-
Ings gave much satisfaction. The Rey. Michael Boomer
took the Chair, and called on Mr. John Davidson, the
Secretary, to read the Report, whish he did, as follows:—
THE ANNUAL REPORT
Of the Committee of the Gavr Branch of the Church So-
ciety, for the year ending 26th January, 1847,

To giving a Report of our proceedings for the past year to
the members of this Parochial Association, we desire, in the l

first place, to ascribe the success which has attended our exer~

tions, to its only true source, the blessing of God. - We have

‘ceive to be of such paramount importance, that, notwit
‘our many local wants,—our Church unfiuished—a n“@w
‘debts unpaid,—we would not hesitate to contribute a fair P%

| vouchsafe to this Association during the past year, a8 ®

to the large sum of £4466 18<. 61d., being an
on the preceding year of £718 2s. 1d.  L'his is certainly 8%
tifying statement, showing an amount of income which
of the Parent Societies in the Mother Country could
for a long series of years after their formation, and givi
reason to bope that this Society will, with God’s blessit
distant period become a powerful handmaid to the Chu
be the menos of enabling her to extend her ministra
every portion of this vast and rising eolony.

We would here remind the members of this A ssociation!
the Society was ihcorporated not only to send forth the CO™2 -
tian Missionary to carry his message of mercy to Ibﬂ'h
the-providence of God, are removed beyond the ministrations %

the Chureh, .but also for the establishment of Schoois, WHe®
the youth of our communion might receive, not only & S¢S
education, iﬁh is the infidel system of the times in which
live, but also be instructed in the principles of their Ch
and those higher and more important truths which affect !
souls’ salvation; and that a< churchmen we should 10!
satisfied until a School be established for this important P
pose, in connection with every Church in this Diocese:

It must be pleasing to our bers to know, that an
and zealous Travelling Missionary is now engaged in the
tensive and important field of labour from which Mr. M
ridge was removed, and that, although the appointment M i, 1
take place for a considerable time after the removal of h""’
decessor, still the result of Mr. Fraser’s exertions are Mﬁf
apparent, and are most satisfactory. Zhis object of the ﬂ‘*:ﬁ{
ty,—the employment of the Traveiling Missionary,—We o

¥

tion of the surplus fund of this year, in common with M, 3
Parochial Associations, towards the support of an .ddi'ﬁ‘ér»
Missionary, whose services should be devoted to this portio® * E
the Diocese. ol ‘
The surplus fund of the last year was applied to the Tessen” el
ing of the debts incurred by the purchase of a bell, and .1 :
erection of a Pulpit and Reading-desk, leaving, however® L i
siderable sum still due. 2
We cannot allow the present opportunity to pass wit the
gratefully acknowledging, on the part of the Congregatio®
munificent donation of Messrs. Dickson and Shade tows 0
Church. These gentlemen held bonds for monies adv8#* 0
the Building Committee to the amount of £130, but £ the
difficulties still to be encountered in pewing aud ﬁ""““‘
Church, they most generously cancelled them.
(The Secretary here read the letter cancelling the bonds- of
We have also to gratefully acknowledge the dona®% .
one hundred acres of land, by Mr. Hiscott, of Niagars o 1o
Church in Beverly; for which we beg here to retur™
thanks. A ,w' !
With respect to the Depositary, we have again to report !
it is in & very prosperous condition. During the past y¢&¥ 8%
number of Prayer Books sold amounts to 70, Bibles 43 Teltd
ments 84, Bound Books, 26, Tracts 219. 995,
‘The number of Members enrolled amounts this year to ll"-
making an increase of 69. The sum subscribed is £ s
10d, This includes a donation of £5 from William Dic&SE
Esq., but does not include the collections made ngreeable to. 5
Bishop’s circular letters, which collections amount to £|?' i
Deeply impressed with the importance of the undertukl“gw,
which we have been engsged, we cannot better conclude
Report than by commending it to the steady and persemw
energies of all Churchmen within this Mission. To be €@
ployed in the furtherance of objects such as these Soc1€%
contemplate, cannot bat possess a salutary influence ?l‘“’iﬂ
who are so engaged; and it is hoped that all conseienti®™
members of the Church will avail themselves of the opportuis.
now afforded, of fixing upon a permanent basis a Society she
aims at the dissemination of the pure faith and worsbip :

Chureb. -
. After the Rennn had been read, the following RM
tions were unanimously agreed to:—

Moved by Mr. Sh g
GEdde_se, y Mr. Shade, seconded by the Rev.

That the Report now read be adopted.

Moved by Mr. Merigold, seconded by the Rev. Arth®:
Palmer, R )
”.

‘That the measure of success which it has pleased GQ‘ )

the flourishing condition of the Church Society in genef® b
mand our devout and grateful acknowledgments to Hih™™
blessing alone giveth the increase. g D'
Moved by the Rev. W. McMuray, seconded b7
Seagram, ' '
That this Association is impressed with the convicti"""h‘
the supply of the ministrations of our holy religion 0 54~
members of the Church. in this District, depends, under e
upon the labours of the Church Suciety, and the mandé’ =
which that important. Institution shall be sustained. o
Moved by Mr. Craig, seconded by Dr. Richardso
That we have learned with much satisfaction that it hasD
recently resolved by the Committee of the Gore and Weli"E"
ton District Branch of the Church Society (to which this A%
sociation is auxiliary) to guarantee the salary of a second ot
elling Missionary to labour within these Districts, and ¢
this tesolution of the District Committee adds to the claim®
the Church Society upon our hearty support. 3
Moved by Dr. Moffat, seconded by the Rev. A, Palme
That the thanks of this Association are hereby given t0 ler
Office:bearers for the past year; and that the following gent*®
men constitute the C i for the g ye-r:—-M a7
Absalom Shade, James K. Andrews, Wm. Merigold, Dr. Ricb
ardson, J. Hearle, sen., Dr. Seagram, Henry McCrums =
Forbes, J. Craig, George Stanton, —— Hudson, A. VanE*®
ry.-Ge?rg: Edwards, and Samuel Congo: that D, Forbes 87
J. Craig be Coll s for the ing year; and that Tho®*
Rich be Treasurer, and John Davidson Secretary.
Moved by Mr. Shade, seconded by Mr, Merigold,
That the Report of this Association be printed in the G4%

M. BooMeR, Chairm@™

. ApDITIONAL ChURCH Accommonarion IN ‘?:.
TON.— We insert elsewhere a communicatjon sigh¢d =%
cus, on the subject of providing means for the erection ¢
Churches in this City at some future day, a5 the wants
the Congregation demand it. Although we are not pr’
pared to say that the plan here proposed is likely to
adopted by a majority of the congregation of {)h i
Church, still we are glad that the matter is taken up
gzﬁﬁng:fur;her Church accommodation jn Hamill
§ rcely a day passes without hearing of seme body eng?
ing for, pews,and we understand that. the required ae/
modation cannot be had, having been long since diSM
of. *Itis a'question with a great many, whether it is D¢
ter to enlarge the present Episcopal Church, or erect 887
ther in that portion of the City where it is mostly requ!”
ed. On this subject, we are aware that a great deal W
be said in .favour of both points of view, but for the pré"
sent we will leave the matter, humbly trusting, how‘:g
that the subject will receive at the hands of those
interested, the calm and just consideration, which its
portance imperatively demands.

It is txfy‘mg to witness an increasing interest in tb’,
affairs of the Church displayed in a rising city like H M

e

i

ilton. The letter of Laicus is a proof of the existene
this feeling ; but until the matter has received a local
cussion, it might be premature to publish the details
scheme, which may be thought by some to lie under ¢
objection of being too far in advance of the present st
of the City.—The subject, however, to which Laicus
directed attention, will no doubt be taken up in the P
per quarter.—En. Cuurcs.]

DIOCESE OF QUEBEC.
We are delighted to be able to record the admirab!®

“mode in which the ¢ Association for the relief of

Church of England Poor,” has answered the purpose 4
signed by its projectors. There is much more distre®®
about Montreal than most people would imagine '_
much may be conceived, when we state that this Asso¢i®
tion alone has relieved, from its formation up to the 3
of January, 278 families with fuel, and 205 with mea
The statement is as follows:—

‘1846—December 31.—114 families received wood, 2%
cords.
m1isb4r6-—December 3L—61 families received meal, 5¢

iy de)

cords. $
1847—January 30,—144 families received meal, 26 ¢*
2 qrs. 21 1bs. :
When it is considered that the Association has bee? ':
operation only two months, and that it relieves only !
poor of one denomination of Christians, the great ¢Xt€"

|
|
|

1847—January 30.—164 families reccived woods 4
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