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publication may be thought to constitute, afier all that has been said
@ priori and @ posteriori on this subject, a species of argumen-
tum ad hominem which, I doubt not, will come in with a_sort of
clenching power to the various praofs of Episcopacy already
placed before your numerous and enlightenod readers.

I shall not further detuin you by these prefatory remarks
than to say that I fcel not a little ease to my conscience, in the
delay of my proposed series of essays on the invaluable Liturgy
of our Church, from the numerous powerfu! and beautiful eluci-
dations of that most interesting subject which, from time to time,

your weli-stored journal has presented.
C. R.

A CANDID EXA‘AINATION OF THE EPISCOPAL
. CHURCH ;
IN TWO LETTERS TO A FRIEND,

Lerrer L
My Dear Friend,—
You have oxprcsscd your surprise at what you are pleased
to term my apostacy from the faith of my ancestors, in having
joined the Episcopal Church in this place, and have requested
me to give you a full statement of tho rensons by which I have
heen governed in this, to you, unexpected and extraordinary pro-
ceeding. Convinced as 1 am of your candor and sineerity, and
knowing that the discovery and support of truth are with you
paramount to every other consideration, [ am ‘confident that you
will not condemn until you have thoroughly and without preju-
dico investigated the subject, and that you will not the less res-
pect my vindication of myself although it should be presented to
you in the style of a plain and an-unlcarned man. I am sensi-
ble that Lam not sufliciently qualifiéd to engage in religious con-
troversy, nor have I n wish to possess such ability ; still I think
it a duty incumbent upon every one, not only to examine and to
thinle for himself, unbinssed by interest or fashion, but to be able
to give a rcason for the faith which he has adopted.
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l was ciducated, as you know, a Congregationalist, and it wus
not antil T arrived at the years of manhood, that [ ‘understood
any thing of the various sects into which the christian world is
divided. “ 1 do not recollect ever hearing the Episcopal church
mentioned, anid 1 had no doubt, but that the only sure way to
heaven, was that pointed out by the clergyman upon whose mi-
nistrations [ always attended.  Llis faith I considered to be the
faith of-the Glospel; his explanations wera to- me authoritative
nnd infallible, and it never entered my head that it could be pos-
sible for the church to oxist in any other form; either as jt re-
spects dlsclplme or worship, even to the minutest particular, lban
itappenred in the placo of my nativity.

At the time the Episcopnl Socicty was established in this
place, my idens had, it is true, become somewhat enlarged; [
had been in the habit of thinking more for mysdlf, and the course
of roligious reading in which I indulged was considerably ex-
tended. 1 had learnt that a very small portion of the Christian
world was, in government or worship, such as [ had been used
to; and I even dared-to suspect that my belief was not necessa-
rily right, merely from the circuwstance that I had received and
encouraged it from my infancy. [ found thet religion, in all its
pnris, was to ba supporied by tho sure test of scripture and of
reagon, In the course of my reading and conversation, [ had
also learnt that the divines of the Episcopal Church had been dis-
tinguished for their lenrning and piety ; that the best systems of
divinity, and the most useful dissertations upon the several arti-
eles of the christian faith and practice, had enme from their pens;
and I was not a littls surprised to hear our ministers frequently

uoling thom as authorities in the pulpit, and to sce their libra- |

rieg filled with the books they had published.

*As [ had hecome considerably acquuinted with the clergymen
in tho neighbourhood, I perecived too, that they expressed a good
deal of dissatisfuction in regard to the governmeni of their own
church, and some would oven go so faras to recommend and
vindicate the use of forms in worship,, This convinced me that
there 'vas something wrong in the system; though [ could not tell
precisely what it was ; ‘and from all that I saw, und heard, and
read; I felt it my duty, as a man who was to give a strict account
of the improvement of his talants, to examine faithfully and im-
partially the naturo of the Episcopal Church, when it was brought
to my door, and to act according to my convictions. This exami. |
nation I pursned to the best of my. :ability and opportunity, and
tho rosuit has been a full and an'unskiaken bélief that the govein-
ment of the church by bnshops, ts, and deacons, is of nncxent
and divine institation. -

- In my examination of the subj' I fiest made myself acquaint-
od with the Constitution and* Cﬁ ns of the Protestant Episco-
pal Church, in America. [ also; ttended the - worshlp of the
Church, ‘and although I was a. lmle confused at the variety of
form, " yet there was an appoarance of solcmmty and engaged-
ness in'devotion, which was peculiarly impressive. My confu-
sion' I knew was owing to my -having been used to a different
modo, and did not therefore discourage me from a renewed attend-
ance, until T was satisfied with the beauty and propriety of all.
Every person will, I think, on first coming to church, especially
if ho has been acquainted with none but the Congregational mode,
bo unfavournbly impressed with the service. The cause of
which is, that he attends as a spectator, and docs not perceive
tho reasonnbleness of tho several prayers and praiges which are
intended only for pious and devout worslnppers. They are not
designed morely to be heard, but to be offered ; and the humble
Christian, who has long given vont to the emotions of his soul in
their fervent strains, would decm it his greatest loss to ‘be depri-
ved of their use.

After T'became acquainted with the government of the Church,
I considered first, whether it was good in itself, and calculnted
to preserve unity and peace. I hud heard much said of the
power of bishops, and their infringement of the rights of the peo-
ple, but I soon learnt that the churge was groundless, and that
there was moro true christian freedom in the Church than in any
other denomination with which T was acquainted.

The Blshop has the power of ordaining Deacons and Pncsls,
after they, have been suitably recommended,- with the assistance
of his Presbyters; he confirms those that have been bnpnzed he

consecrates chapels and churches, and when present, he presides
in Convention. But he has nothing to do with the votes of a
pecple in the setticment and support of their minister ; the clergy
only are subject to his advice and direction. All acts in relation
to the Church are passed in Convention, where the power of the
Bishop is equal only to that of the Presbyicr, the Deacon, or
even the lay delegate. Fle can prescnbc no new service; he
can make no alterations in the old, and in every respect there is
the same check upon the Episcopacy, as is possessed in a civil
view, by the Legisiature over the President. But there is a per-
manent and visible head to the Church ; there is an authority to
which offenders mny be brought ; there is a bond of union which
strengthens and supporis the whole; and although all the Bishops
in America can exercise no more power than a single Presby-
ter, or association of Congregational ministers, there is, neverthe-
less, a source from which power ecmanates, and without which
all would be confusion and anarchy.

And let me ask you, my friend, whether it is not necessary,
that to every bndy there should be a head? The Churchis a
socicty which can exist only under a regular government, and
how can this be administered without an authorised governor?
And does not experience show that where all assume to be rulers
in an equal degree, there is disorder and every evil work ? What
government ever existed long where there was not a due grada-
tion in its officers? And how can it be expected, when mankind
are so various in their tempers, passions, and pursuits, that one
uniform course should be pursued, and the same end accomplish-
ed where there is no subjection and no control 7

From cousiderations like these, I soon became satisficd that the
Church was in itself the best mode of which I had any kaow-
ledge, so far ns respected its government. It then became ne-
cessary to inquire whether it was agrceable to the will of God;
for however useful and proper it might appear, stillif it was con-
trary to his commands, I knew it must be rejected, and the viows
which I had entertained set aside ‘as deceptions. To ascertain
this, it scemed important to advert to the government which he
himself established with tho Jews, and here | found a striking |
similarity to the orders of ‘the Church, in the several offices of |

High-Priest, Priest, and Levite, And is it not reasonable to};

suppose that where there were once types and emblems, there
must now be the substance and reality 2 Although circumcision
was no longer to be continued as a token of the covenant between
God and his people, yet baptism was svbstitated in its stead, and
for the same reason, the offices which had before prevailed must
have something corresponding to them in the Christian Church;
and what is there that answers to the *High-Priest, if it be not
the Bishop-—to the Priest, if it be not the Presbyter-—nnd to the
Lovite, if it bc not the Deacon? But the argument is not, as
some have pretended, that there must of necessity be Bishops,
Priests and Deacons in the Christiun, because there were ngh-
Priests, Pricsts, and Levites in the Jewish Church. Itis shown
from this, that a diversity and an incquality of orders are not
contrary to the will of God, but agreeable to his own government ;
and until there issome express command to the contrary, I think
if there were no other reason, it is betier to endeavour to imitate
the divine conduct than to adopt the inconeistent and unprofita-
ble inventions of men, -~ _
(T be continued.)
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COBOURG, SATURDAY, MARCH 10, 1836.

‘We have seen in two or three of the newspapers which usuelly
advocate the intercsts of the Church of Scotland in these Pro-
vinces, such commendations bestowed upon the recently publish-
cd reply of the Hon. William Morris to the Letters of the Arch-
deacon of York, as might lead to the supposition that this reply
is a masterly specimen of literary composition, as well as a per-
fect example of close and incontrovertible reasoning. To neither
the one nor the other, however, of these deductions can we allow
ourselves to yield; for although, in the approbation which has
been expressed of this production of Mr. Morris by the more
zealous advocates of the cause he espouses, there may be every
sincerity, still tothe world at large is left the liberty of dissent.
ing from the grounds of such eulogistic commendation. 1If, to be
sure, in the style and arrangement of Mr. Morris’s pamphlet we
do not discover -any thing that will allow us - to rank it - higher
than a_very common-place production; if a loose and ill-jointed
construction of sentences and in some cases an absence of gram-
matical arrangement are, by a:very ordinary reader, tobe de.
tected ;; we are well aware that, whatever be the native pene-
tration and general ability of Mr. Morris, he himself lays no
claim to that extent of literary attainment and skill and practice
in writing which could place his recent production in that posi-
tion to which the partial zeal of his friends would elevate it.—
From the specimens of rebuke, indeed, which, in the course of
his pamphlet, Mr. Morris himself frequently bestows upon the
indiscretions of his: friends, we are free to anticipate that he
would cordially unite with us in«the protest we beg leave to offer
against at Jeast the literary merit of his recent Reply.

Of tho credit which is assumed to the soundness of his reason-
ing and to the incoutrovertible truth of all his assertions, he may
possibly be as tenacious as his warmest friends; but even on
these points we must be so bold.as to interpose a word of oppo-
sition also. In reasoning, the error is not unfrequently commit-
ted of drawing conclusions—in such cases seemingly correct—
from false premises; and, on the other hand, of making false
conclusions from premises which,. in their separate and abstract
order, may be correct. 'We do not mean to tire our readers with
the niceties  of a metaphysical disquisition, or to bring forward
elucidations from the first principles of reasoning by which to
establish the justice of our remark ; but we leave them to judge,
from such of the arguments of- Mr. Morris as we may. cite and
remark upon, how far he' is chargeable with one or both of the
errors to which we have adverted.

- He asserts, for example, that-the Church of Dngland is nol

the Church of the Empire ;—and: this conclusion scoms to be

founded upon the admitted fact that within the empire the Church
of England is an established Church, and the Church of Scot-
land is an established Church. Butif we admit here the infer-
ence of Mr. Morris, while we deny not the abstract. truth of his
premises, we must conclude at the same time that the Empire,
as such, has no Established Church atall. To that concluslon,
however, both law and usage are opposed. The sovereigns of
the Empire, for example, are legally bound to hold the religious
faith of its Established Church; and as we know thatthereligions
creed and discipline in which they are required to be trained,
and according to which they are crowned, is that of the Church
of England, we can hardly go astray in inferring which of the
Established Churches is the Church of the Empire.

Moreover, the Imperml Legislature meets for the transaction
of public business in London, and, as befits a Christian counlry,
their deliberations are uniformly preceded by appropriate invoca-
tions of the blessing of Almighty God. But if the Church of
England be not the Church of the Empire; bow does it happen
that in the United Legislature—embracing, it must be remem-
bered, the representatives of Scotland which possesses;i!s_sepa.
rate Established Church,—how does it happen that these devo-
tions are appointed to be conducted by clergymen of the Church
of England, and according to the prescribed ritual of that Church 2
It may be that the exclusion from this office of even a minister
of the Church of Scotland, is regarded by some as an infringe-
ment of the * Articles of Union ;” but if so, it has not yet been
started either as a topic of grievance or as a subject of dlscussxon
in the mother country !

We have further to observe that our great Empire possesses
fleets and armies proportioned to her power, and that to these, as
becomes a Christian nation, there are attached ministers of our
holy religion, thatin all our enterprises and in all our conflicts
there may be inculeated a due reverence and acknowledgment
of Flim who “ stilleth the raging of the sea,” and * maketh us
to stand in the day of battle.” Now, if the Chaplaincies of the
.army and navy are filled exclusively by clergymen ‘of the Church
of England, it is not hard te conclude which ‘is'the recognized
-Church of the Empire.

By parity of reasoning, the inference is equally incontroverti-

ble, that if to the Colonies of the Empire the principle of an Es-
tablished Church is tobe carried out, that Church must be the

‘Church of England; ‘and whoever has perused the Instruetions

to Governors of Colonies, as published in * Tne Cnurcit’ of the
2nd December last, will understand at ‘once that such has been
the conclusion mvanably drawn by the authormcs of the Em-
pire. .
It is certainly not the fault of any S»olsmnn that his country
does not contain much more than a tithe of the population of
‘England and Wales, and - not perhaps a hundredth part of the
wealth and power of that portion of Her Majesty’s dominions ;
but these are facts which’ oughtto reconclle him to the pneponder~
‘ance of England in all matters civil and religious as long as his
own rights and privileges within the limite of Scotland are reli-
giously respected. " That the fact of thelr possessmg a distinet-
Established Church in Scotland, and that a respect for the prin-
ciple which such an Establishment implies should, in.all the Co-
lonies of the Empire, give them a claim to the consideration and
support of Government above every other religious denomination
which recognizes no such principle, we are amongst the last to
deny ; but against the supposition, wherever entertained, . that
such should uffect the exclusive right of the. Church of England
to be the Established Church in all the dependencies of the- Em-:
pire, we must, and shall to the last, most solemnly protest.. - ..

‘Before noticing any others of the arguments of Mr. Morris in
support of the pretensions of his Church to a parity of right with.
our own,—for we are compelled to be brief,—we must give: a
moment’s attention to a reflection upon the Archdeacon of York, -
contained in page 45 of the pamphlet, in relation to what is’
termed the unseasonable time at which the Letters of that vene-
rable gentleman appceared -in this Journal.
first of these Letters, although dated on the 17th November, wae
printed only on the 2d: December, two days :previous to the :re-
bellious outbreak in the neighbourhood of Toronto,. ‘We beg to
assure Mr. Morris and our readers generally, that. four: of these -
letters were ie our possession before the day of the publication
of the first ;- that one was printed before a suspicion had reached
us that such an outbreak was contemplated ; that thesecond was
in type when the first mtelhgence of the rebellion arrived; and
that the remaining two were written -and-ready for transmission
to us before the expectation was very generally or seriously ene
tertained 1n Toronto that an attemptso desperate would be made;
Besides, the letters of the Archdeacon appeared at the very:time
that they were naturally called - for; that-is,-immediately after
the publication of the * Correspondence’ of Mr. Morris by which
they were begotten. The time of their - publication; . therefore; -
was not sludlously selected, but was the natural result of cu'cum-_
stances. : : '

We shall conclude with anticipating - the reply which every
Churchman must be anxious to make to the insinuation ¢ontained
in pnge 17 of the pamphlet of Mr. Morris, that a considérable
number of the leaders in the late rebellion were members of the
Church of England. 'We do not say that this inuendo—although
it fits but awkwardly with the ¢ontext—was introduced - for-any
sinister end; but.as the charge : has been. adduced, we are com«
pelled, in justice to the members of our Church, to say,- that of
nine of the leading traitors in the late commotion, whose names
are before us, one. only - is an Episcopalian, and he for many
years a voluntary ‘exile from the communion in which he had
been baptized; and that of the: rest, five are- Presbyterians,—
two of the five being natives of Scotland. - It is -possible that
these last- may -have been  Dissenters from the ‘ Established
Church of that country, yet they form part: of that body of. Scots
tish Presbyterians who constitute, - in' very .many. instances, &
majority of the: congregations - of the Kirk of Scotland in:this
Province,and who are by no means excluded from that numeris
cal computation which is so-often -advanced .in confirmation of ‘
the claim- of that Church to an equahty of nght wuh the Church 3
of England e

- It is stated that the .



