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REASONS FOR RETURNING TO THE
CATHOLIC CHURCH OF ENGLAND;

IN A CONVERSATION BETWEEN MR. SECKER, A CHURCH-
MAN, AND MR. BROWN, A METHODIST.

DIALOGUE III.
(By a Correspondent of * The Clurch.” )

—

Mr. Brown.—Ah! Mr. Secker, I am happy to see
you; I have been thinking over the matter of our last
conversation till T am almost frightened, for T will
honestly acknowledge that the sacred Scriptures, and
even sound reason, appear to be on your side, but then
on the other hand facts seem to be against you,—the
blessing of God does, at least so far as we can see,
Test upon those whom you call schismatics, and be-
lieve to be in dangerous error; and then the conse-
quences of your views are really dreadful,—

My, Secher.—Pardon my interrupting you, for I
see you are opening a wide field for conversation, be-

Ore entering upon which, T wish, with your permis-

sion, to advert to one or two other very serious evils
Connected with the schismatical state of the Metho-
dists and other Dissenters.

. But indeed our conversations become more exten-
sive than I had expected; we have not yet adverted
to the second and very vital reason for my being con-

W iauely obliged to leave the Methodists; the fact

~ that their ministers appear to be without Seriptural

'l‘“d Am\ic_ ordination, and consequently without
awful authority either to administer the Sacraments
or _tO govern the Church of Christ ;—however, I am
quite williug to defer this topic this evening; and,
after the statements to which I have alluded, endea-
vour to meet your objections.

:Anothcr great evil then connected with that un-
Scn?tural state of schism in which I fear the different
bodies of Dissenters are found, is, that from the great
eﬂ'o_rls which many of them are now making to evan-
gelize the world, the seeds of religious division are in
danger of being carried to, and perpetuated in, every
part of the earth; and this holds particularly with
Tespect to Methodism, as no body of Christians are
more energetic in their Missionary efforts.

Mr. Brown—Surely, Mr. Secker, you do not re-
gret this; can you possibly conemplate the good
:::cl‘{ft!‘e)’ \‘\ave been the means of effecting in South-
¥ ar:;:a’ in Ceylon, and especially in the. West In-
- 'f'on not be thankful? That [ have painfully felt
it rce of much of your reasoning I hztve already
i ted, but sur_ely our Missionary field is free from

of your objections. There, at all events, we
have not sowed the seeds of division; in many places
our preachers are still the only Christian teachers,
and in perhaps nearly all their stations they were at
least the first to introduce the kuowledge of Christ.
Now surely in this they deserve your approbation ;
ought not even Churchmen to rejoice that by means
of Methodism the blessings of salvation have been
carried to so many thousands where the name of the
Chareh of England had never been heard ?

connected with moderndissent is, that their very zeal for |
the spread of Christianity is extending even to regions
hitherto unvisited by the Gospel these very divisions,
with all their train of untold evils, agaiost which
Christ and his Apostles s0 energetically warn us.

Mr. Brown.—Why, Mr. Secker, 1 do not know
where this sort of reasoning will lead us; it is true
that T do not see how it can be gainsaid; but yet I
should shudder at the thought of abandoning our
Mission Stations, of shutting up our chapels }.lere an_d
in England, and seeing our preacl.lers forsakmg‘theu—
cacred office, and turning to ordl.nary occupations ;
it would, indeed, seem like flying 10 the face of that
Providence which has so singularly favour_ed us; and
yet, it appears to me, that, if your re.asomngs be cor-
rect, this is the termination to which ‘they should
lead, especially if, as I know you believe, we are
not only in a state of schism, but our preachers also
without lawful and scriptural ordination.

Mr. Secher—With respect to the argument whi.ch
is drawn from the success of Methodism, I will give
you my views upon {hat when I come to meet some
of your other objections. As to the_ alternative you
mention, I could as little approve it as you would;»
but, my dear Sir, the difficulties which surrm?nd the [
question as to what are the exact steps \W.hlch the
Methodist Conference ought to take, supposing them
sincerely desirous to return to Apostolic Order and
the Scriptural Unity of the Church, do but afford
another proof how much easier, it is to wander
from the right path than to return to it.  But
let them be once fully resolved thus to return,
and as men deeply convinced of the scriptural
necessity that is laid upon them, forgetful of self,
seek only to do the will of Christ, and to advance
the true interests of his Church, and I doubt not
that Divine Providence will so open their way
before them, that themselves shall be duly and
scripturally ordained ; and hence their Mission
Stations, and their chapels, and societies at home,
still remain under their own charge, in subjection
to the Episcopal and Seriptural authority of our
primitive and catholic Church, of which they
would then form a part. And, really, when I con-
template the vast increase of strength, and, conse-
quently, of usefulness to our reformed and scriptural
Church, which may reasonably be hoped to follow
such a return of the Methodists to her communion,
I do truly long to see the day, and pray for its
approach.

And here, though I fear protracting our conversa-
tions till I weary you, permit me to state a view of
Methodism which may be thought peculiar, but
which was not without its effect in leading me back
to the Church of England.

Myr. Brown.—Excuse my interrupting you, but 1
do not exactly understand your speaking of being
brought * back™ to the Church; your excellent
parents were Methodists before you, you were brought
up as a Methodist, always attended the chapel, and
at an early age, as I remember, became a member of

Mr. Secher.—1 do most assuredly rejoice over the
~case of every individual that is brought to a saving
knowledge of the truth; I cannot therefore but feel
grateful to Almighty God for many of the effects which
have followed from the labours of Methodist, Inde- \
pendent, and other sectarian Missionaries. But mark,
Mr. Brown, that while I do most sincerely rejoice in |
the individual benefits which have been undoubtedly L
received by their means, I do at the same time most

deeply deplore that that good should have been ac- | T always belo

complished by means so very questionable, because
so unauthorized by Scripture and the usages of the
«one primitive and catholic Church; for let it not be
_supposed that it was necessary that it should be done
in this sectarian and schismatical manner, or not done

“at all; and yetit isin this way that dissenters usually

put the question; but no, the question is not whether
these Missionary efforts should have been left undone,
!)ut whether they ought not to have been carried on
in a different manuer, even in union with and under
the direction of our Apostolic and Catholic Cburch!
Myr. Brown.—Aye, but you know the truth is that
the Church of England did not for long thus exert it-
self,* and that even now, when the Church is arousing
from her lethargy, yet there is ample room for the
Methodists to do all that they canalso. The heathen
world is a wide field.
__ Mzr. Secker.—But do you not see, Mr. Brown, that
if the Methodists and other dissenters brought the
same amount of piety, zeal, and funds to the aid of
the Church, which they now employ in their sectarian
eﬂ:orts, that then the Church would be able to accom-
plish all that they, the Methodists and other Dissent-
erg. are now doing, in addition to her own present
Missionary engagements; and thus the same amount
of.good would be effected, but without those sad evils
be'lug connected therewith which, in the nature of
things, must, in a greater or less degree, be insepara-
ble from schismatical division? In fact is it not evi-
dent that, as Christ designed his Church to be one
every effort to advance even the interests of his king:
dom should be made in connection with that Church
and in subjection to those who are its divinely ap:
pointed rulers? O! what a pity is it that a zeal so
fervent as that of Methodism, should be exerted in a
manner, thicb, taking the simpte Oracles of Truth
for our guide, we must believe mixes so much of evil
?nth u.s. good. Surely God's work should ever be done
in God s way; and though whole nations should be
?vangellzed by those who, in opposition to the teach-
ing of the Bible, are rending the Chureh, the visible
body of Christ, we shall, one day, see that they have
done evil, in that they have not done it in the way
appointed by Christ.

Mr_. I?roum.—A]l this is very true; but surely
our Missions are conducted in God's own way : the
s:::r v(j:spel is preached, and there, as 1 before
Englaud’- :ve :re not opposing the Church of
P 1o t‘ em, at least, we are the primitive

urch of Christ, and there, too, I think that the
success which has attended the labours of our Mis-

sionaries is a sufficient pro
i proof that God approves

Mr. Secher—I thiuk I have already proved that
what divides this Church is not “ God's way;'"" and,
remember, what is wrong in England cannot be made
right by carrying it to the West Indies or the South
Sea Islands; if, therefore, the Methodists or Inde-
pendents are not the primitive Church of Christian
England, they cannot be so any where else; I see
not but that the sin of schism must cleave to them
everywhere. At present, in these newly-christianised
places the evils of this division may be little seen;
but when, in time to come, they shall learn that they
!xave r.eceived a form of the Church of Christ which
is schismatical in its origin, and, to say the very
least, uncertain in the orders of its ministers, it is
indeed melancholy to contemplate what may be their
revulsion of feeling, and the consequent injury to
the cause of true religion. Indeed, I have often
thought that one of the most painful circumstances

* [ This remark comes with a very bad grace from Mr, Brown.
The last century, with regard to religion, was, on the whole,
a lukewarm and lethargic era. But if the Church was supine,
Dissent was buried in the deepest sleep. Years and years be-
fore any sectarian Society was organized, the two great Asso-
ciations of the Church had commenced their labours of love.
The Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge was founded
in 1698, and its offshoot, the Society for the Propagation of the
Gospel in Foreign Parts,in 1701
in mind that these venerable bodies,
Christianity on this and other continents, were first called into

existence by High-Churchmen, such as a Beveridge, a Boyle,

a Nelson, aud a Bull.—Ep. Ci.]

And it should ever be borne | against being

Society; consequently, when you lately became a
Churchman, it was not going back,” but joining
it for the first time.

M. Secher.—1 speak of my going back” to the
Church, because I left it as it were, in my parents;
and also because I know the sincerity of their piety,
and that their intention in my baptism and education,
as well as my own afterwards, was, that I should be
joined to Christ's Apostolic Church, and as that
Church can be but one, I consider that in dntention
nged to it, though, unfortunately,
through ignorance, for a season separated from its
proper outward communion.

But 10 return to what I was just stating :—The
view of Methodism to which I alluded is this—that 1
begail to consider it as next to Popery, though from a
very different cause, perhaps the most injurious of all
the sects in its influence upon the interests of the Church.
I do not wonder that you start, for T should once have
thought such an assertion as almost too absurd to de-
serve contradiction ; but I will explain. My reasons
for thinking so are these .—first, the popular character
of Methodistic ministrations and services, both public
and private, are so well suited to catch the public
taste, that they succeed in drawing off a greater num-
ber of individuals from the Church than any other
denomination;—secondly, the correctness of their doc-
trinal views, and their accordance with our own Ar-
ticles, and their professed, and, in many instances,
very sincere attachment to the Church,—cause people
in general to lose sight of their being in a stat® of
actual separation from it, and to forget that their
preachers are without that Episcopal ordination which
the Church of England, in accordance with the Catholic
Church at large, has ever held essential to the minis-
terial office, and hence by a large portion of the more
pious Church-people themselves, the Methodists are
considered,—to use a phrase which you know used to
be very popular,—to be nothing more than Church-
men in earnest;” and this is an idea which has done,
and still does, much to uphold and extend Methodism.
Presbyterians and Independents are known to be in
general opposed to the Church,—with them, there-
fore, all religious connection is avoided by those who
have been taught to love and reverence it; it is far
otherwise with respect to Methodism, which, because
of its similarity and reputed attachment to the Church,
has drawn away and retained more of her children
| than in modern times all the other dissenters put to-
| gether;—thirdly, the positive separation of the Metho-

dists from the Church, while at the same time they
profess to love and reverence her, and even to admire
her Episcopacy and government, has had a very great
effect in blinding both themselves and others to the
evil and sin of dividing the Church of Christ. Other
dissenters have pleaded principle, saying that they
believed the Church to be inconsistent with the Bible,
\ and that therefore they could not conscientiously re-
| main in her; but the Methodists have opened other
places of worship and erected rival altars, on the nere
ground of expediency, because though they admit the
general excellency and scriptural character of the
Church of England, they think that they, as individuals,
“can get more good” from services conducted after
their own manner. Now, Mr. Brown, if there is such
a sin as schism,—and no one who reads his Bible
can deny it,—are not the Methodists, of all denomi-
nations, the most guilty of it; for they have not even
mistaken principle to plead ?  You will readily believe
that I ask this question, not in anger, but in sorrow
and kindness; for I need not tell you,—who know
how many of my most honoured connexions have been,
and some of whom still are, amongst them,—that my
very prejudices must lead me to think more highly of
them than of any other of the sectaries. Indeed, the
fourth ground which causes me to charge Methodism
with doing so much injury to the Church is, that the
superior talent of most of its preachers, the wealth
and respectability of some and the piety of many of
its membfars, and its rapid and extensive spread, have
given an increased respectability to sectarianism, and
B greatly tended to make the evils of schism little
{ ;hou.ght of : indeed schism in the Church, like rebel-
| lion in the State, would seem, from the conduct of
many, to be no longer regarded as a sinj but let us
not forget that, however the opinions of men may
| change, the word of the Lord abideth for ever, and
| that it is that by which we are to be judged.

|

Mr. Brown.—While T hope cautiously to guard
“driven about by every wind of doc-

the nursing mothers of | ¢ine» T do yet most sincerely desire “to prove all

| things, and to hold fast only that which is good ;” and,
[ as an honest man, I cannot deny that if the Methodists

| fa gy 46 sewill

have a right to form a new Christian seet, simply
because they think some peculiar plans of Church
government and discipline expedient as tending to
purify the Church, I see not where schism is to end,
or what arguments can be used to stop it; and this
weakness, as you know, we have greatly felt in the
divisions which have recently taken place amongst
ourselves. I will confess also that what you have said
respecting the opposition which Methodism offers, 1
hope undesignedly, to the Church, has greatly struck
me; it gives much force to the remark you made a
few evenings ago, ** that obedience belongs to us, events
to God ;" or, in other words, *that we can rarely judge
with safety of the propriety of any line of conduct by
its apparent effects, for that the ultimate consequences
thereof God alone can see.” Now, while I know Me-
thodism is doing much individual good, I yet begin to
sec that perhaps it may be strengthening the hands of
the enemies of Christ, by dividing and consequently
weakening His Church, and also causing them to
think highly of those things which He has declared to
be sin.

M. Secher.—Your remarks, my dear sir, are ex-
ceedingly just, and certainly the effect of these truths

“would be more general, were it not that our prejudices

are often stronger than our simple desire after truth.

M. Brown.—And yet, Mr. Secker, as I remarked
at the gommencement of our conversation this evening,
% meggou; for I cannot imagine how
it 18, if separation from the Church be a sin, that the
various dissenting denominations, and especially the
Methodists, have been so prospered, and that not only
in their numbers, but also in their religious character,
and their extensive usefulness in bringing so many
careless and open sinners to seck redemption through
Christ; it cannot surely be denied by any real Chris-
tian that the Spirit of God has verily aided the labours
of the Wesleyan Methodists: for instance, you, at least,
will have no doubt._of this; but how can you reconcile
this with the opinion that they are in a state of sinful
schism; for it cannot be supposed that God would
sanction sin. And you know the Apostle St. Paul
himself appeals to his success as the proof of his apos-
tleship, when he writes, * Ye are our epistle written
in our hearts, known and read of all men” (2 Cor.iii. 2).
Now, I confess, that I think our Methodist preachers
may, in some humble measure, make the same appeal
with respect to those whom they have been the means
of bringing to God ; and if the blessed effects of Paul's
preaching among the Corinthians proved him to be a
true Minister of Christ, I do not see how you can deny
the Methodist preachers also to be His Ministers,
when you admit that the same effects are produced by
their preaching. And that heaven approves of Me-
thodism is, I think, also evident from its having been
made the great means of reviving true piety within
the Church itself. I believe it is generally admitted
that when the Wesleys, Whitfield, and others, com-
menced their plain and faithful preaching of the pure
Gospel, there was very little of spiritual religion within
the Church, either among the clergy or laity. Now,
on the contrary, the light of the Church of England is
most blessedly shining forth on every hand ;—in this
change has not Methodism been the chief instrument ?
But would the Most High have thus honoured it, if it
had been schismatical in its origin, and unscriptural in
its subsequent procedure ?

M. Secher.—You have, Mr. Brown, ably stated
the most specious argument which can be adduced in
favour of Methodism; but yet I think I shall be able
to satisfy you that it affords no sufficient justification
of the breach which it has made in the unity of the
Church, or of its neglect of Episcopal ordination.—
But before I attempt to do this, pérmit me distinctly '
to state that I do not consider that it is at all neces-
sary,»in order, to-establish the truth of any principle,
to be able to answer every objection which may be
brought against it; for there is perhaps no truth, all
the objections to which can be fully met by our finite
understanding and limited knowledge; all therefore
that is requisite to prove its correctness is, 1 imagine,
to adduce some positivc arguments in its favour, the
conclusive reasoning of which cannot be overturned.
Hence I think that I clearly prove that necessity was
laid upon me, and, if upon me, upon every conscientious
Methodist and other Dissenter, to return to the Ca-
tholic and Primitive Church of England, if I prove—
firs, that division and schism are positively forbidden
by the Word of God; and, secondly, that these evils
have most certainly been «ommitted by Methodism
and Dissent in general ;—these two facts, therefore, 1
think you are fully satisfied we have established.—
But if to these evils we find that there is added an
entire neglect of the only scriptural method of minis-
terial ordination, of which also I hope to convince you,
then T think I shall have proved the correctness of the
principle that Methodism has so far departed from the
right and scriplural path as to make it the duty of its
conscientious members 10 return to the Church of Eng-
land, inasmuch as it is primitive in its origin, pure
in its doctrine, and apostolic in the orders of its
Ministers; and the obligation to do this will, I imagine,
be proved, even though I should be unable to answer
all those objections which are founded on difficulties
arising from our imperfect knowledge of the ways of
Him whose wonderful prerogative it is to bring good
out of evil. I do not make these remarks, however,
because I think the objections usually brought against
the claims of the Church of England to be considered,
in Britain, as the one Catholic Church of Christ, one
of much force—for, when duly examined, I think they
will be found far otherwise.

Myr. Brown.—1I admit that there is some force in
your statement, that even an unanswered objection
cannot overturn those priucip!es which bave been
already plainly proved by undeniable arguments ;
still I cannot but feel that the success of Methodism
is a strong presumptive evidence .in its favour, espe-

| cially as it is a gpecies of reasoning which, as I just
| observed, the Apostle himself uses.

| M. Secher—Ha! my dear friend, I fear that you
good Methodists are too ready to be led by impres-
cions which arise from your feelings, even when, in
your sober judgment, you are far from satisfied
with their correctness. I will however, now
endeavour to point out what I consider the weak-
nesses of the argument founded on the success of
Methodism ; and I will begin with your last state-
ment, that Methodism was the great agent in the
revival of true religion within the Church itself:
now in this statement there lies concealed a great
fallacy ; for what was early Methodism?  Was it
not almost entirely composed of pious Clergymen
and lay members of the Church? Now, that these
individuals were, in their degree, highly useful to the
Church, I readily admit; but remember, that though
they were the founders of what is mow a sty
religious sect, they themselves lived and died in the
communion of the Church of England; it was, there-
fore, as Churchmen that they became eminent for
piety, and, consequently, it was as Churchmen that
they were made the instruments of so much good to
that Church of which they were the legitimate
children: thus; though these individuals were after-
wards called Methodists,* it is evident, that, in as far

* It is a singular fact, that so completely to the last did the
venerable, though in some instances, 1 fear, mistaken, Wesley
consider himself a Churchman, that he never faiily recognised
the name of * Methodist;” and to this day the title of the
Wesleyan Hymn Book runs thus,—* for the use of the
people called Methodists.”

1n proof of the assertion in the text, that even the founders
of Methodism were Churchmen, and that therefore, as far as
they influenced the Chureh, it was the influence of Church-
men, let one quotation of words spoken by Mr. Wesley, not
long before he died, namely, in 1789, suffice to prove:—

as far as they aided in bringing about that great
revival of religion which took place in the last cen-
tury, it was, under the influence of -the Holy Spirit,
the Church which was the means of its own regene-
ration, as it was her own clergy, and not the ministers
of any dissenting sects, who were the agents therein.
And this will be still more apparent, if you remember
the great number of pivus clergymen who appeared
about the same time, and with many of whom the
Wesleys themselves were more or less in habits of
intercourse, but who never joined in their eccentric
movements, Indeed, I think that a better acquain-
tance with the history of our Reformed Church will
f:onvince you that one of the most striking marks of
its truth and vitality is, that it does appear to have
within itself the seeds of its own spiritual regenera-
tion; and this, I think, is to be attributed, not only
to its holding the pure spiritual truth of the Gospel,
but also to its possessing that discipline which it
received from Christ and his Apostles, whereby the
unity of its body and the orders of its ministers have
been preserved: From what cause, save the conser-
vative effect of our scriptural discipline, and the
blessing of God having rested upon His Church on
account of ite being retained therein, can have arisen
that great difference which at present exists between
the Church aud a large portion of Dissenters? while,
both in Englaifd and America, a large—it is to be
teared a very large——proportion of the Presbyteriaif,
Congregational, Baptist, and Quaker communities
have lef the faith of Christ, and become Socinian,
there is rot, I may venture to assert, a single instance
of any ongregation connected ‘with the Church of
England, in any part of the world, having become
thus fearnlly apostate; but I believe 1 may go much
further, ad say, that such an awful event is unknown
in the hitory of any portion of the Church placed
under thecare of an Apostolic Episcopacy : perhaps

was then in circumstances too pecu
compared with it.

the Disseiters speak volumes ?

statements: I cannot
Methodiss, but Clergymen, who were the agents in
the great revival of spiritual religion ; and, also, I
must confss that I have often been struck with the
fact, that while Dissenters have fallen into all kinds
of heresies, it is impossible to deny that the Church,
though sh: may for a season have become lukewarm
and worllly, has yet continually arisen from the
dust, andsought to do her first works. But yet, you
must remember that the Methodists have ever re-
tained thiir purity of faith and doctrine, although
they are separated from the Church.

conservatve influence of the Church;
British Methodists are the only body of Dissenters

nectional success: 18 it therefore,

the first day of the week, when the diseiples came to-
gether (that is, were in the habit of meeting) to * break
bread,” to receive the holy communion, and that St.
Paul had availed himself of that opportunity to give
them his parting admonitions.
together to hear St. Paul, although, on this oceasion,
his address accompanied their worship.
arose out of their assembling to break bread,” and
not their celebration of the eucbarist out of their meet-
ing to hear St. Paul preach.
notions, this order should surely have been reversed.
This last instance, perhaps, more clearly than any of
the others, shews what, as respects the matter under
our consideration, was the practice and feeling of the
first Christians.
and to which all other portions of their worship were
made subservient, was to * break bread’'—to offer the
commemorative sacrifice of the new law.
was the case at Troas is apparent at first sight, and
if there were no other proof that such was the univer-
sal custom, the narrative we have been considering
would, we think, be sufficient to demonstrate it; for
it is observable that no comment is made, and the very
silence maintained proves the catholicity of the prac-
tice.
Christian would know the practice to be gencral.*

.t(.;w @f}*?“ clesigs! '.:alg\;r\lx_t{g;. , ‘g,w.hom we are in-
€5k ,uv'*! ‘Fq

early believers, assure us that while the sermon was
not excluded,f the holy eucharist was always cele-
brated in their daily and weekly assemblies, and that
this, with its accompanying liturgy, formed the prin-
cipal part of their public services.
observes, (in his Rationale, pp. 274—6. Edit. 1668,)
“In the primitive Church, while Christians continued |
in their strength of faith and devotion, they did com-
municate every day. This custom continued in Africa

Yok think - that ‘I_O“E‘:t e ez'(c::t[:ttthl:% Ar}an till St. Cyprian’s time, Orat. Dom.  We daily receive
Controvesy of the Ihird ‘Century ; that, however, | the eucharist, forto be our food of s

. s ;
was far slort of modern Socinianisio, and the Church | |- oy o Augustine's time.

d S‘.lardfm ke hl3e Insomuch as these words in our Lord's prayer, ¢t Give
2 ll:Iow, ;n{i earf lt‘i; (()Je}s no}tlt 18 | us this day our daily bread; they interpreted of the
differencebetween the orthodoxy of the Lhurc and eucharist, as being daily to be selebinted -

Chrysostom tells us that in his time, in every meeting
: — Again, as an honest man - ¢ ;
B B SR an, Lam com- |, o,popegation of the Chure

pelled way, that [ do lnolt . t.low Il S ‘meet YOur'\ of the eucharist are celebrated. Hom. 26, in Matt."’
elp seeing that it was not | jijn Martyr's account, in his Second Apology, of
the Worship of the Primitive Believers,is well known.

the ancient pattern in the worship of the sanctuary,
appears from their desigu (as exhibited in the Prayer
Book) that the holy communion should be adminis-
tered on all Sundays and festivals at the least, from
their injunction that the morning and evening prayers
of the Church should be daily offered, while nothing
is said about daily preaching, and from the space al- | in Ireland.
lotted (in imitation of the ancient model) to those,
Mr. Sccher—Yes, and her?in is a great corr ihdie: ﬁ:‘oig::;, ltl;:co\;y(;f W\:‘llllll:lh i:::ires?;yh:::ngzvel:dgssote; | all her temporalities in as full and am
tion of what I have been saying, respecting the holy | 1 "the sermon, The puritans, in Elizabeth's time,

for, as the objected “ That as ‘the devil un

uch to say ; A T
DR Y | tainan unpreaching ministry.’”

B

the Church’s means of instruction; and not only is it
(in common with the other institutes of the Church)
of a sacramental nature—it is a divine ordinance; a
channel of grace to the soul. To believe this et‘m-
cerning it, is to honour it more highly than they do
on whom we have been dilating. They value a ser-
mon in proportion to the powers employed in its de=
livery. Eloguence of speech, warmth of manner, and
the other components of oratory are, in their estima-
tion, the means of promoting the gospel. They look
to the human instrument, to man rather than to God.
Primitive Christianity holds, on the contrary, that the
beneficial effects of preaching are not to be referred
to the eloquence or persnasion, or even the character
of the speaker, but to his divine commission and autho=
rity. It maintains that, in all cases, even though the
divine message be ever so well, or so badly or imper-
fectly conveyed, the benediction which preaching is
designed to confer does not depend on the preacher,
but on the grace of God attending his own ordinance,
and on the disposition and preparation of the hearers.

As a divine ordinance, (even apart from its other
advax.xtag‘os,) preaching oceupies a high place among
the institutes of our religion. To define its exact

position would, peradventure, be to presume beyond
what is written. 3

They did not come

His sermon

According to modern

The great object of their assenibling,

That this

The narrator appears to assume that every

In the age immediately subsequent to the apostolic,

Baptism and the holy eucharist, undoubtedly, hold
a superior station, since, as we believe, * the divine -
power and the blessings of the atonement, especially,
are, after some transcendental manner, present in those
mysteries, according to the express promise of our
Lord.” It would also be to debar us from all the
benefits which accrue from rthe ministration of the
V?'ord to allow it to trespass upon the hallowed pro~
vince of devotion. 'Thus much, we thivk, may be
safely affirmed by way of caution against the popular
error respecting it.  With this warning fixed in our
fmnds, we need not fear that we shall give to preach=
ing an undue importance. Regard it, we assuredly
ought, as a prec.ious and heavenly boon, designed for
our growth in virtue, and wisdom, and holiness; and
it should be our constant endeavour so to use tl;ia or«
dinance that it may accomplish in us the blessed and
glorious design of its institution by the Almighty.

ouriufgsmation respecting the ritual of the

Bishop Sparrow

alvation. And after
Ep. 23, ad Bonifuc.

s xagts

h, the healthful my steries 3
e CONSECRATION OF TWELVE IRISH PRE-

LATES AT THE RESTORATION, IN 1661.

(From a Correspondent of the London Church Intelligencer. )
That our English reformers were anxious to follow b TANE

.The.consecration of the five Colonial Bishops in
Westminster Abbey having given you occasion to ad-
vert to the consecration of the same number of Bishops
in England, at the Restoration, you may probably have
no objection to present your readers with an account
of the like solemnity, as celebrated at the same period,

The King, on his restoration, restored to the Church
t n ple a degree as
she had possessed them in the year 1641, siucgrwhich

b e OF 16 time the actually ruling powers had extended over
€ | them an usurped authority.  In right, also, of his pre-

prayer drave preaching out of the church’ heretofore, | \ oqtive of investi ; :
who have clung to the Church, so they are the most | (Lo i appointiogse g vestiture, he proceeded, by his letters

remarkatle for their doctrinal purity and their con- ing, whercby the less can

Jong time of prayers and read- ¥ ! :
be spent in preaching, main- E p}att_nttof' l:he 2?“‘ of January, 1661, to appoint Bi-
(e, Pol.v.xxxii. 5 1 shops to the several vacant sees, and issued his royal
- Pol.v.xxXx1L.9-) | mandate to the Archbishop of Armagh for their con-

that these are greatly owing to the influence | y1ookers e on this objection are so apposite that ; 5 : :
emarks ) PF secration. With him were associated, as assistants,

Methodisim has received from the Church, and to the | T o0 o forbear quotiog the S Elosdng s

blessing of God, which has, in some degree, been

‘i ing 1 e ained | .. ; :
with them, for having in some measure remp did necessarily enforce sermons to be the shorter, yet nei- | y 1 and Puam, Marget
But I see that you | iher were this to up u m, Margetson, who had been Dean of

friendly to His ancient Church.
are waiting tea, so I will postpone

between Mr. Wesley and Mr. Simeon, and also my
further remarks upon Methodistic success.

THOUGHTS ON PREACHING.
( From the British Magazine, for July, 1842.)

—_—

is one of the prevailing errors of tne self-styled “reli-
gious world,! In the opinion of the maintainers of
modern theologys
prayer, absolution, and the blessed sacraments them-
selves, occupy a lower position than the addresses of
the pulpit.
provision of a parish or district is, not whether the
people have an opportunity of joining in the public
worship and partaking of the sacraments of the Church,
but whether *the gospel’” is preached there. Simi-
larly, in the modern arrangement of the interior of our
ecclesiastical fabrics, the great aim has been to pro-
vide for the accommodation of the largest number of

cases, has scarcely been allowed for the purposes of
dr!lwtion, or for the decent (not to say solemn and im-
posing) celebration of the divine mysteries. This
disproportionate regard for preaching may be attri-
buted to that pseudo-divinity (unknown alike to Serip-
ture and primitive antiquity) which has prevailed ever
since the Reformaﬁ"“v and (although on the decline)
still preyails among ¢ protestants.”” It is one of the
leading tenets of this system of belief, that preaching
is the great,—We had almost said, the only—engine
for the agvancement of Christ's kingdom, and the re-
newal or (in popular language) the * conversion’ of
the souls of men. Far different (to judge from their
proceedings) was the doctrine of the primitive be-
lievers, and of our English Reformers, who professed
to walk meekly in the *“old paths” of * antiquity,”
universality, and consent. They did not make that
the house of preaching which Scripture calls the
“ House of Prayer’ When we refer to the practice
of the Church, as recorded in the Acts of the holy
aposles, we find that prayer and the blessed sacra-
menis occupied the position which is awarded to
preaching by modern spiritualism. Thus, in the first
mention of the conduct of the disciples after the day
of Pentecost, it is said (ot that they congregated to
hear sermons, but) that they continued steadfastly in
the apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, and in breaking
of bread (the B. Eucharist) and in prayers. Again,
in tae thirtieth chapter, we read of * certain prophets
and teachers’” who were in the Church at Antioch,
who “ ministered to the Lord and fasted.” Nothing
is ssid of their preaching to the Christian converts.
Agin, when St. Paul, coming to Ephesus during one
of his apostolic journeys, met certain disciples, his
first inquiry was, * Have ye received the Holy Ghost?”
And, on their replying that they had not so much as
heard whether there was any Holy Ghost, he asked
them whether they had not partaken of Christian bap-

till afterwards | ministry,’ unless we will say that those ancient Fathers,

some comparisons which I was about to institute Chrysostom, Augustine, Leo, and the rest, whose homilies
in that consideration were shorter for the most part than our | for consecration ; t
sermons are, did then not preach when their speeches were
not long. 'The necessity of shortness causeth men to cut s

s % < 5 \ Q ¥
off irpertinent discourses, and to comprise much matter the See of Ardfert. Together with these, ten others
in few words.”—Ibid.

present time, felt and acknowledged as a grievance by
. SR > such of the disciples of the new school of theology as

An overweening estimation of the importance of | have not gone over to the dissenters.
the ordinance of preaching (as popularly understood) | peen made to procure their
ground—the old puritan plea—that they interfere
with the exercises of the pulpit.
the other means of grace, even | gerve,es furtherindicating the opipion of the reformers
as to the comparative value of prayers and sermons,
> g . that while (as we have seen) they provided for the
Their question respecting the religious | 74y matin and vesper celebration of the former, they
gave 00 direction, even on Sundays, for more than one
sermon.
opinion and practice of the prilmtive Church and our
« Anglican Fathers” in regard to the importance and
place of the ordinance of preaching.
did not attach so great a value to it as to ‘‘ disparage
A : prayer and sacraments in comparison’ —they did not
earers in the smallest space, so that room, in many | consider it the most powerful means of promoting

religion.

perhaps, be objected that there are sowme parts of the

the Bishops of Raphoe, Kilmore, Clogher, and Ossory.

«In case our prayers being made at their full length To fill the vacancies in the Archiepiscopal Sees of

hold and maintain an ¢ unpreachin
o oy i Christ Church before the Rebellion in 1641, and Pul
v .

lin, Chaplain to the Marquis of Ormonde, were selected

he other Arehbishoprick of Cashel
being filled by the translation of Bish:p Fulwar’f;om 3

were chosen for consecration to that number of the va-
cant Sees on the 27th of January, 1661 ; men for the
most part recommended by their loyalty to their king
and their attachment to the faith, the polity, and the,
worship of the Church; and several of wl;om had
during the late season of popish and puritanical per:
secution, in maintenance of their principles, gone
through fire and water, had lost their possessions, and
jeopardied their lives. 1

Of these Bishops elect, one was Jeremy Taylor
now appointed to the See of Down and Connor y'l‘t;
him was committed the conspicuous and hon(;urable
office of preaching the cousecration sermon in St
Patrick’s Cathedral, Dublin; and it was publisheci
at the request of the lords justices, the Bishops, and
general Convention, and is reported by a-come:npo-
rary authority, to have given * great and general satise
faction, so elegantly, religiously, and prudently was it
composed, and 80 convincing to the judgments of those
who opposed the order and jurisdiction of Episcopacy.”
An anthem was specially composed by Dr. William
Fuller, thf.:n D.ean of St. Patrick's, and afterwards Bi-
shop of Limetick, and sung on the occasion; and the
ceremony was solemnised according to the desire and
special order of the Primate, “as decency and the
dignity of so holy an office did require,” in the pre=
sence of the Deans, and dignitaries ll;d other mem=
bers of the two cathedrals; of the pl:o-vice-chancellor
anq .members Of. the university ; of the ministers and
civilians of the city; of the lords justices and the no=
bility;. the mayor, aldermen, sheriffs, and common
council; and the geveral Convention of Ireland, led
by their speaker: all these, without the least invita-
noln, V(Zlum;mly gl(live their attendance at the whole
8ol emuity, from a esire to show their res :
Bishops. Let it be added, as not the l::s:); i;:?.;lt::
circumstance of the day, that “the whole ceremon
was conducted without any confusion or the least cla{
mour heard, save many prayers and blessings from the
the modern estimate of preaching. In reference also | people, although the throng was great, and the wine
to the first quoted test, it is to be observed that St. | dows throughout the whole passage of the procession
Paul was expressly ordained to be the apostle of the | to and from the cathedral, filled with spectators.”
Gentiles, and as such, his mission was obviously pri- The consecration, at the same time, and by imposi=
marily to Znstruct the outcast pations, although, as we | tion of the same hands, of twelve Chrhtknymihay:,
have seen, he was in no wise regardless of the “laver | two of the number being of mempohtm Sminende
of regeneration.” Dut while we endeavour to lower | to their apostolical superintendence of the Church o;‘
the exaggerated estimation in which sermons are held | Christ, is an event probably without a parallel in the
by the moderns, let it not be supposed that we would | Church. The event, and its consequences, with refes
lessen, in any the least degree, the due importance | yence to the illustrioas Primate engaged in the conse«
and value of preaching. That, indeed, would be a8 | cration, is thus noticed by Bishop Taylor, in his ser«
great an error as theirs who disparage prayer and the | imon preached at the funeral of Archbishop Bramhall,
holy saeraments. Preaching, however, comptises a | in the year 1868 :—* There are great things spoken
vast deal more than the delivery of written or extem- | of his predecessor, St. Patrick, that he founded seven
poraneous “discourses.””  When our blessed Re- | hundred churches and religious convents; that he or«
deemer commissioned his apostles and their succes- | dained five thousand priests; and with his own hands
sors to make disciples of all nations, he committed to | consecrated three hundred and fifty Bishops. How
bhis Church authority to teach his religion. Accor- | true the stoty is I know not; but we were all witness

The length of the prayers is often, indeed, at the

Attempts have
curtailment on the very

We may here ob-

Thus much, then, concerning the implied

They evidently

In answer to the foregoing observations, it may,

New Testament which sanction the opposite doctrine.
That St. Paul, for example, affirms that Christ sent
him * pot to baptize, but to preach the gospel ;" - (1
Cor. i. 17;) “that it pleased God, by the foolishuess
of preaching, tv save them that believe,” (v. 21 ;) that
“faith cometh by hearing,’ (Rom. x. 17;) and tl_)e
like. All these passages, however, have an especial
reference to the Gentiles, and the manner of their con=
version. It is self-evident that persons who are en=
tirely ignorant of Christianity, can ouly be made ac-
quainted with it, in the first instance, by means of
oral instruction. ~ Such, at all events, 18 the testimony
of the apostle. (Rom. . 14, 15.) This, and the
before cited Scriptures, condemn the attempt to con-
vert the heathen by book societies, apart from the
Church's teaching; but they give no countenance to

tism, (a proof, by the way, that he considered this
and his former question synonymous,) and, on learn-
ing to the contrary, he gave them entrance, by bap-
tism, into the Christian household. Baptism, and
not preaching, was the instrument he made use of for
their admission to gospel privileges. Let one other
example suffice, Inthe twentieth chapter of the Acts,
it is recorded that on the eve of St. Paul’s departure

dingly, every part of her ministration is desigoed, in | that the late Primate, whose memory we now cele-
a greater or a less degree, openly or by implication, | brate, did, by an extraordinary contingency of Provie
by word or by action, to accomplish this sacred pur- | dence,in one day consecrate two Archbishops and ten
pose. The public reading of Scripture is a preaching | Bishops; and did benefit to almost all th ep cbarel

of God’s word. Baptism and the Lord's Supper, | of Ireland; and was greatly instrumental in th ra
again, are in the language of St. Augustine, * Symbols | endowments of the whole Clergy ; and in the greeat:es.l

of truth,”’ and proclnim,.V{ilh a might ‘far surpassing | abilities and incomparable industry was inferior t
human eloquence, the original corruption of our na- | pone of his antecessors.” e

from Troas, he addressed the disciples at such length,
that @ young man pamed Eutychus, having fallen,
when asleep, from the third loft of the upper chamber
where they were gathered together, was taken up dead.
Apart from the contest in which it stands, this fact
would certainly militate against the statement it is
| brought forward to establish; buton reading the pre-

ceding Verses, we find that the event took place on

e i

| speaking of those Methodists who were desirous of separating
| from the Church, he says,—* In flat opposition to these, 1
l‘ declare, once more, that I live and die & member of the Church
| of England; and that none who regard my judgment or advice
) will ever separate from it!”

ture; the need of the cleansing, preventing, and as-
sisting grace of the Holy Spirit; and the tenet of the
Saviour's mediation.  Preaching, likewise, (in its
modern restricted sense) forms a considerable part of

*Twas a glad scene of holy festival,
When they, the first and best of Erin’s land
Priests, people, peers, and chiefs of high comr’mmd
Throng’d nave, and choir, and gallery, and stall : s
And TAYLOR, golden-mouth’d, his w;llin t.hrafl
Held each tranced ear of that devoted Eandg
And BrRaMuaLL bless’d with consecrating hand
Twelve priestly heads, thenceforth Epim‘,p.;I
O ‘twas a gladsome scene! To Patrick’s fane
The crowded street as that procession trod
“ God-speed” on all the speaking windows rn’iu.
For, past the terrors of the chastening rod,
Her star-crown'd head the Church exalts again,
And trims her lamp anew, and blesses God.

Sept. 2, 1842,

* See a Sermon by Rev. Pelham Maitland on * Primitive
and Modern Communion Compared,” where the above argu-
ments are urged with great clearness and power.

+ Sermons, however, were not delivered in all churches.—
According to Sozomen there were no sermons or exhortations
delivered in the Roman church in the fifth century. Leo, Bi-
shop of Rome in the fifth century, appears to have been the
only bishop who preached in the Roman church for many cen-
turies} and it is said that none of his successors, until the time
of Pius the Fifth, five hundred years afterwards, imitated his
example. See Palmer's Origines Liturgice, ii. 59,
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