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- Original Poetry.

PEACE.,
Give me that peace, O God, which passeth all
That earth can ever give or take away ;
That peace whose deep excess can never pall ;
Which triumphs over nature’s dull decay,
And bears the soul on spirit wings away ;
That husheth all the storms of life to sleep,
That breaks the ranks of mis’ry’s dread array,
That in a well of deep content doth steep
Ills of the past, and all we may in fature reap.

Lead me by quiet paths—draw my thoughts up

To scenes of bliss prepared beyond the sky;
Shew me the full and ever-flowing cup

Of perfect peace for those in Christ who die.—
Deeply I feel of earth the vanity ;

Yet still hope on for better days below—
Looking for sunshine in a cloudy sky,

For summer flowers amid the winter’s snow,

For quiet apd calm, where tempests fierce do blow.

G. M.

PRESBYTERIAN TESTIMONIES IN
FAYOUR OF EPISCOPACY.
I—LUTHER AND THE GERMAN PROTESTANTS.
1517—1546.
(Concluded from our last.)

At the same time, the old grounds of complaint,
as forming the legitimate excuse for their irregular
Ordinations, are still produced and dwelt upon,
both in the Articles themselves (§ x.), and still
more in the supplementary treatise : —

¢ Since the Bishops, our Ordinaries, are become the
enemies of the Church, and refuse to grant ordination,
the Churches retain their original rights,”—T'ractat, de
Protest.’§ 66,

¢ It is evident from all this, that the Church retains
its right of choosing and ordaining ministers. And the
real occasion of schism and discord is the impiety and
tyranny of the Bishops.”—1bid. § 72 ; Hase, p. 353.

Not many menths, however, elapsed before at-
tempts were made on the part of the Protestants
to resume, together with a more moderate tone,
the defensive and more tenable position which they
had partially abandoned in the Articles of Smal-
cald. In Luther's Sermons upon St. John, capp.
xiv., xv. xvi., delivered in the next year (1538),
he speaks of the Papal party as follows:—

“ Let them correct their errors, and then we will
gladly place ourselves under their authority and censor-
ship ; we will esteem them highly in love, and, as the say-
tng is, will carry them in owur arms.”’—Luth. Oper, vii.
p- 184,

* And a second convention, which took place at
Smalcald in the spring of 1540, agreed to adopt,
as the true exponents of their deliberate sentiments
with respect to reformation, not the more recent
Smalcald Articles, but the Augsburg Confession
and the Apology ; in the former of which, it must
be remembered, are these words: * Haec feré sum-
ma est doctrinz apaud nos, in qud cerni protest
nihil inesse quod discrepit a Seripturis, vel ab Ec-
clesia Catholica, vel ab Ecclesia Romand, quatenus
a Seriptoribus nota est” (Pars. i. § xxii.) Of this
second Smalcald Assembly we have the following
satisfactory account, in a letter from Melancthon,
who was present, to his friend Camerarius, dated
April 5 :—

¢ We were commanded  (by tHe representative of

the Emperor) ¢ to discuss the question of ecclesiastical’

government. It was our opinion that this ought to be
restored lo the Bishops, provided they shall consent to
embrace the doctrine of the Gospel, and to remove scan-
dals from the churches which it was impossible to dis-
semble, and which are blamed in our writings. . . . .
Our deliberations were exhibited at the Diet, and the
opinions of all the ministers were unanimous. This is
the first act of the Assembly.”—Melancth, Ep. Lib. iv.
222 ; Conf. Ibid, Ep. 228,

Two years after this—viz,, in 1542—we again
find Luther giving testimony in favour of Episcopacy
by an act which, under any other circumstances
than those wherein he was placed, would be utterly
unjustifiable, and which, if even those circumstan-
ces shall be thought insufficient to excuse, so mych
stronger will be the evidence which it affords of the
great Reformer's determination to uphold the
ancient constitution of the Church—the only point
of the transaction with which we are concerned.—
We allude to. the part which he took in the con-
secration of Amsdorf, as Bishop of Nuremberg, in
opposition to Pflugius, who was in the interests of
the Pope, and whom the chapter had elected.—
Luther had now been struggling for five-and-
twenty years, during which he had waited more or
less patiently, in hopes of seeing some step taken
by the authorities of the Church towards reforma-
tion, which not a few of them had acknowledged to
be necessary, and towards which overturesand pro-
mises had been repeatedly made even by the Popes
themselves. Iitherto however, he had waited in
vain, In the defence of his conduct which he pub-
lished upon this occasion, he admits that many
things were allowed to be done ‘ extra ordinem,”
80 much so, that even secular princes were forced

to become a sort of bishops-in-need (m)th-bishoﬁ‘e) |

in order to defend their mioisters and preachers,
which the Pope and his followers refused to do.
At the same time he plainly avows his opinion that
the larger Monasteries, well as the Bishoprics and
Collegia’e Churches, ought to be preserved ; and,
moreover, he intimates that the consecration of
Amsdorf by the laying on of the hands of hiniself
and felow-Presbyters was only to be defended be-
cause no Bishop could be found to take partin it

see

(Luth. Oper. vol. viii,
Hist. ii. p. 409, seq).

A similar event occurred in 1544, when George
Prince of Anhalt was promoted to the Bishopric of
Merseburg, who states his earnest desire to have
received Episcopal ordination ; but complains that
after the death of the pious Bishop of Branden-
burg, who adopted the principles of the Reforma-
tion, who had promised to perform this good office
for him, “ non erat tum in tui terris qui hoc praes-
taret Episcopus Alius.""™

We come now to the last testimonies which
were delivered by the Protestants of Germany
during Luther's lifetime. In accordance with a
decree of the Diet of Spires, the Elector of Saxony
had given orders to Luther and the divines of Wit-
temberg to consult together, and draw up their ul-
timatum upon the whole subject matter in dispute
respecting ecclesiastical polity and the reformation
of the Church. This important formula was pre-
sented to the Elector of Wittemberg on the 14th
January 1545, bearing the subscription of Luther,
Melancthon, and five others. The authors begin
by making reference to the struggle which had
been carried on for nearly thirty years against the
corruptions of the Church, and by asserting their
determinatiop to abide by the doctrine set forth in
the Confession of Augsburg, as being “the true
doetrine of the Catholic Church of Christ, delivered
by the prophets, by Christ and His Apostles, and
Nicene Creed, and to the ancient. Holy Councils,
and to the mind of the Churchin the primitive and
purer times.’"  Proceeding to the topies which
concern *‘ the true ministry of the Gospel,” the
the manifesto declares the fixed and ultimate reso-
lution of Luther and his colleagues, with respect
to Ordination and Episcopal government, in these
moderate and conciliatory terms :—

“We are as little disposed as any men to dissolve or
weaken the constitution and government of the Church:
and it is our anxious wish that the Bishops, and their
colleagues in that government, would truly discharge
the duties of their calling, in which case we offer them
our obedience. . . In short, there is no other way
to a holy concord but this ; that the Bishops should em-
brace the true doctrine of the Gospel, and the right use
of the sacraments, and that we should obey them, as the
governors of the Church to which we pledge ourselves.
More than this we cannot grant, without committing
grievous sin, and affronting the majesty of Almighty
God. And this declaration of our ready obedience,
upon such conditions, is sufficient plainly to excuse us
when we are charged with being the cause of the pre-
sent insubordination and schisms in the Church; to
which we make this most just reply: that we are pre-
pared to obey, if only we be not required to cast off and
anathematise the truth of the Gospel.”’—Seckendorf, ii.

p. 531.
The temperate tone of this document was gene-

rally approved. The Landgrave of Hesse having
received a copy of it from the Elector, submitted
it to a chosen committee of his own divines. This
led to a friendly correspondence with the Com-
mittee of Wittemberg, in which the latter, having
occasion to revert once more to the question of
Church government, again expressed themselves
with the same moderation as before :

« Nothing seems more likely to prombtg harmon
thanthe restoring of Ordination to the Bishops, which hat
been alwaysaccouuted their chief, or rather, their single
function. At the same time, each patron ought te
retain his ancient right of Nomination and Presenta-
tion.”’— Ibid. p. 538.

These words, and more to the same effect, in
which provision was made for the necessary expense
to enable Bishops to hold Ordinations, Visitations,
Ecclesiastical Courts, &c. &c., were written con-
jointly by Luther, Melancthon, Pomeranus, and the
others ; and were designed to express their delibe-
rate and final judgment on the question of Episco-
pacy, 1545—the year befage Luther’'s death. In
the same year the great Reformer published his
Commentary on Hosea. There is something pro-
vidential (we may well believe) in the manner in
which he has expressed himself in this work, more
strongly, perhaps than in any other, even among
his earliest writings ; as if to leave to posterity no
shadow of doubt what his own true sentiments
were upon the all-important subject with which we
have been engaged. FExpounding the text of the
prophet, cap. ii. 2—* Plead with your mother,
plead : for she is not my wife, neither am I her
husband. Let her, therefore, put away her whore-
dom out of her sight,” &c.—he makes the follow-
ing app]ication —_

pp. 1=—11; Seckendorf,

_for the present, commending these last word more

« Sin is reproved in order to its correction ; the Syna-
gogue is accused in order that she may repent. = Yet
this has ever been the very cause of the great hatred
and jealousy that never cease to harass the Church ; for
the name of mother is not without awe, and the bene-
fits of education which parents reasonably allege, chil~
dren do right.to regard with gratitude and love. And |
so the Synagogue seemed-to herself to complain, not
without cause, of the unjust desertion of her sons,
whom as a mother, she had educated and brought up
in the ancient worship instituted and ordained by God,
and considered that a mother’s rights were with grevi-
ous injustice invaded by her sons when they took upon
themselves to instruct her. In like manner, the Pope
at the present day bears down upon us with the autho-
rity which he holds in the Church, and is unwilling that
we should call him to account, at the same time

accusing us of undutiful desertion, and assuming to him-
self the most awful name of mother, which the prophet
assigns to the Synagogue in this place. And the fol-
lowers of the Pope consider that they have jno stronger |
| point than this—to extol to the skies the authority of |

i s

| * See the interesting extract from his ‘works (Prafat. de Or- ‘

' dinat. p. 6), quoted by Durel, p. 294, seq. Herman, Prince Arch-
bishop of Cologne, the great .F,phcopal Friend of the Reformation |

| was deposed and excommunicated by the Pope in 1516. He ab- |

' dicated his See and crown to ayoid a civil war, and died in retire-

, ment, 1561,

the Church. . . . Here, however, we must
have recourse to the rule of St. Peter, ‘It is right to
obey God rather than man.’ Let the Synagogue em-
brace Christ ; let her acknowledge that remission of
sins and eternal life are obtained through Him alone ;
and her sons will return to her embraces, and will pay
her every possible kind of duty and respect. In like
manner, let the Popes and Bishops cease to persecute
and blaspheme the Gospel: let them provide for the
Churches true teachers ; let them put away forms of
worship which are impious and idolatrous, and restore
such as are pure and true ; then the duty which we owe
them shall be fully paid ; then we will acknowledge them
as our parentsindeed ; then we will gladly submit our-
selves to their authorily, WHICH WE SEE HAS ITS
TOWER OF STRENGTH IN THE WORD oF Gop.”*—
Luth. Oper. vol. viil. p. 591, seq.; Seckendorf, ii. p.
583, seq.

And here—with the death of Luther—we pause

especially to the earnest consideration of our Pres-
byterian fellow countrymen, and particolarly of
those among them who, like the Duke of Argyll,
have allowed themselves believe that the good
old Protestant weapons'’ consisted *‘in appeals to
the authority of Scripture against the authority of
a Priesthood,” simply as such, without regard to
the discipline which the Clergy exercised or the
doctrine which they taught.

MOVEMENT TOWARDS A LITURGY
IN THE PRESBYTERIAN
ESTABLISHMENT.

Whatever may have been the case with the
Presbyterian zealots of the 17th century, and even
still may be the case with the lower orders of that
persuasion at the present day, there can be no
doubt thatthe better educated and more enlightened
of the Scottish followers of Calvin in the 19th
century, are by no means satisfied with the stafus
quo of their ecclesiastical arrangements, nor dis- |
posed to maintain the perfection of their divinely-
instituted system. It is, we say, a fact, of which |
there can be no doubt, and which no Presbyterian l

|
|

will deny, that there exists a scarcely latent desire |
among large numbers, including some of the most

estimable and highly gifted of that body, to effect

improvements in their ecclesiastical arrangements

and system. And all these desired improvements |
tend towards the rule and practice of the Church |
Catholic. For instance, all who are conversant |
with the sentiments entertained by our Presbyte-

rian brethren during the last quarter of a century

are well aware that. the want of a Liturgy is very

commonly deplored ; and that the absence of pro-

per services for marriage, burial, and the adminis-

tration of the Holy Sacraments, is a frequent sub-

ject of regret. The neglect of psalmody, and pro-

hibition of musical irstruments in-public worship,

‘are more often spoken of as unhappy mischances than

as matters of boasting. It is generally admitted,

that nigardly meanness in ecclesiastical architecture

isno sign of purity or propriety. An anxious desire

is'felt by many fora more frequent public adminis-

tration of the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper, and

for permission to dispense that holy ordinance to

the sick and aged who are unable to attend public

worship. The contrast between the ministers of
the Presbyterian body as a class, and the clergy of

the Church of England, the manifest inability, in

general, of the former to command the respect of
their flocks, together with other causes, have even

forced many to regret, as a misfortune, Presbyterian

Parily itself—the very groundwork of their system

—the main principle of their polity, which that

system yet declares to be of Divine institution!

Such sentiments as these are unquestionably to be

found among all the better educated classes of
Scotch Presbyterians, both people and ministers,

though less frequently among the latter than the

former.

Many Presbyterian ministers, in their so-called
extempore prayers, draw largely from the Book of
Common Prayer, though they do not, and perbaps
dare not, avow it. We know of one minister (not
in the Establishment), of considerable acquire-
ments and enlargement of mind, who has declared
that nothing but a dread of the prejudices of his
congregation deters him from placing an organ in
his'place of worship. The General Assembly of
the Establishment itself some time ago appointed .
a committee to frame a Service-Book for private
worship, and also for public occasions, when the
ministrations of an ordained pastor cannot be ob-
taived ; and the committee is at present, we believe
engaged in this task. .

These are certainly large and important
departures from the original rule and practice of
Presbytery—exhibiting a great change of feeling, and
increase of candour, as compared with the bigoted
notions of the times of the Covenant ;—departures
and changes assuredly not sufficiently fundnmentgl
tolessen our desire that the full privileges of catholic
truth should be embraced by our fellow country-
men, but enough to make us both thankful and
hopeful, and enough, too, to add immensely to the
responsibilities and missionary duties of the Church
in Scotland ; for who can say that God may not,
even now, be preparing the national mind (0‘.' the
reception of * greater things than these,” if only

* Luther held the same opinion with respect tO {;"Ruroé'
Piayer, as is testified by Melancthon in the oration '?vleh e :; i
on the occasion of his funeral. * It is to this end, : “I')'vl o
say, ““that forms of Prayer have been prescribed to us by Lvine

| communion is not, as every person acquainte

| three Parliamentary representatives, being cobl

His servants and His own ministers shall, at ‘bf
proper time, and in the proper way, shew the®
forth P ;

It is our present object t(hlake our readers
acquainted with a pamphlet entitled * Scal
Sheep ; How to Reunite Them,” which has lately
been published in Edinburgh, and with which, pro*
bably, few of them might meet—written evidently
by a sincere and zealous adherent of the Kirk
Scotland, and as common rumour asserts, by 8
beneficed minister of that body. This documen®
contains much truth which concerns both FPresby
terians and Churchmen, and soggests matter ©
anxious inquiry for both. The following is tb.’
account, that the author gives of the present posi
tion of established Presbyterianism :— ;

¢ Sad as are the effects of the schism of 1843, anothe’
evil, which may be as serious in its results,
which the events in 1843 may in no slight degreé, =
indirectly traced, is the wide and increasing eccleﬂe
tical dismemberment of the higher from the lower o'
of society throughout Scotland. the

“ As Tespects the peerage, its separation from ¢
mass of the community, in this respect is now a0t
but complete. On going over the roll, ene doés }o
find more than a dozen of the nobles of Scotland W‘.“
can, with any fairness .be regarded as members of
Church. Of the baronetage, the proportion 18 vec}’:
little, if at all greater. And of the untitled aris!oﬁmo o’
we may judge by the fact, that of the fifty-three scnot
ish members of the House of Commons, certainly ofs
more than a fourth part are, in any sense what €¥
adherents of the Church of the country which
represent, and for which they legislate.

ional

“ This defection of the higher ranks from the natlo",’:h
d w! t

Scotland knows, the result, but rather one of the M

remote causes, of the secession of 1843,—only oné Pee;;
an insignificant number of landowners, and te‘cjt
with the body which dates its origin from that eve;:,
The stream of our wealthy and noble country™:
which, during the last forty years, and latterly rch
great rapidity, has been flowing out from the Chur”
of Scotland, has moved in the direction rot of Pré®
terian dissent, but of Episcopacy.”—(P. 1.) .

In this statement there is nothing unfair oF e:d
aggerated. It contains, we believe, only the “’i
and simple truth. Next follows this remarka g
admission of the progressive advance of Episcop™
among a class, which is certainly not the Jeast !
portant, or least intelligent in the community :/of

“ Tt cannot be concealed, that the saperior pom‘::‘ris-
the middle class is, in many places, following ‘h"hmen
tocracy. One half, at least, of the many SCO“‘!O
of this class, who retnrn to their native land after nd 10
years’ residence in Fngland and abroad, are fO“Epis.
have become Episcopalians. The accessions 10 “4pe
copacy during the last twenty years, from amo
members of the liberal professiors in our larger
are well known; and the writer of these P‘gei how
very forcibly struck, a few years ago, on fin m‘,’;ﬂﬂ e
great a number of his school-fellows, and ¢
acquaintance, born and bred in the National s
had become communicants. or regular attendan=!
Episcopal chapels.”—(P. 2.) .

(To be continued.)
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