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gwells upon the ear of distant generations, the
ochorus will forever mark the names of those
who, in the hour of gloom, and when brave
hearts quailed, and good men even stood dis-

“mayed, raised a voice for God and God’s people,”
lm‘{ wh

o never rested, under grace given, and
a strength imparted which at first they believed
not till they triedits efficacy, and left established
in the land the spire in its stillness, the incum-
bent of the parish at his prayer, and congregation
after congregation filling with hymns of sacred
joy the redeemed land.
" I summon, as an aged person has a moral and

" _spiritual right to do, the youth of the province

The question is, the right of

s e

to the rescue.

“{he Church to the donation of King George the

Third, of blessed memory, to one-seventh of the
‘conceded land of Canada; and also, and besides,
(in default of the Imperial Government maintain-
g good faith in the matter) to a compensation
from Her Majesty’s Government, specially, for
the monied value of the same.

W. MacavLAY,
' Rector of Picton.
March 20, 1854. ‘
“To the Editor of the Church.

“Rev. Axp Dear Sir,—Will you allow me a
corner in your paper at your conyenience, for
the purpose of making an effort to call attention
to tg'e' ‘great apparent neglect in many of the
churches in this diocese, in the want of any
provision for due order in the worship by the
congregation: I refer to the provision for
kneeling. ‘Every other neccssary in almost all
cases is duly provided, and in many quite
elegantly, yet not the slightest attention is paid
to &e’n‘ocessity for some convenience for kneeling,
a position for a large portion of the service which
no one will dispute.~ It happened only a couple
of Sundays ago, I was at a morning service in a
country church, I do not wish to particularize,
where the clergyman preaching strenuously
urged the congregation to join in the beautiful
services of the church, humbly kneeling where
it is prescribed, and algo at home in private, to
tuppﬁcnto their heavenly Father humbly on
their knees, &c. It was this occasion that
prompted me to make this humble effort to
draw the thoughts of clergymen to an improve-

‘ment, for on no oceasion could such a charge,

of the utmost importance in itself, sound more
inconsistent. I was sitting in a pew, and all

“‘around me were the same, which is so con-

structed as to be almost an impossibility to
kneel ; the pew was very narrow, too much so
to allow of your kneeling forward with your face
to the minister, and the back of each pew closed
quite down to the floor, or so nearly as to pre-
vent the possibility of kneeling square in the
pew, even after the disagreenble necessity of
turning round ; this, too, is the more singular
that such an omission should have been over-
Yooked in this instance, because, in the arrange~
ment of tht pews an evidently strict reg rd to
the placing of them so that all ﬂ‘m congregation
shall face the clergyman, I believe there is not
another similarly constructed church building
either inside or out, in the province,

1t is the want of a proper arrangement that
gives occasion to the very inorderly practices
indulged in in many of our churches during
prayers, where you will see some standing up
with their backs to the clergyman, perhaps
Jounging in some easy position ; others, not
willing to put themselves to the tiouble of turn-
ing round and kneeling on, perhaps, a muddy or
wet floor, sitting on theirseats, perhaps leaning
their heads on their hands, perhapsnot ; and those
who fedl that they cannot address the Almighty
humbly in any other position than on their bended
knee, are obliged to resort to the unpleasant
alternative of turning completely round ‘with
their ‘back to the clergyman and kneeling on
the floor, whether clean or dirty, and in the
instance I have referred to even crossways.

This is an evil greatly to be deplored, and
might be remedied at a very trifling expense,
and if done would very materially aid in
restoring a greater degree of order and uni-
formity in our worship. Hopin%bthat shortly
some more attention Wil be paid to this matter.

I am rev. Sir,

Yours truly,
* A MENBER.
Diocese of Toronto,
March 18th, 1854.
To the Editor of the “ Church.”

Mareh 16, 1854,

Rev. Axp Dear Sir,—In my last letter I pro-
mised that' I would endeavour to set forth, in
reply to your correspondent M, the real views
of Becon upon the point of the baptism of in-
fants. Let me then first briefly state what
geem to me to be the opinions of the Reformer
in connexion with the subjeet; and seécondly
explain how, holdinﬁ these views, he came to
use the apparently doubtful language quoted
by M. '
’ldt, He holds respecting baptistn itself, that
(#) There are three kinds (p. 225} spoken of
in Scripture; that of water, at St. John's bap-
tism (p. 202), and such as hypocritical receivers
gf course adults) receive (p. 226): that of the

oly ‘Spirit' whose gifts are sealed to Christian
infants in baptism; and that of blood, which
martyrs dying without proper baptism réceive
(p. 826);soieaTe it -

(&) True Christian baptism is but one (p. 225)
in which the Holy Spirit accompanies the out-
ward sign, and the word added makes the sacra-
ment. (p. 202) : ¢

(¢) This is “the fountain of ”the new birth,
and renewing of the Holy Ghost.” (p. 202)

éd) To be thus baptized is * to be regenera-
ted,’

and, (p. 202)
household of God,
‘reckoned,

mission ‘of our sins, and

(p 204) 03
2nd, He Nolds that all children of Christian

'parents ought to be brought to this baptism,
cause,

(a) As children of Christiang,’ they please

God. (p. 212.)

(b) As pleasing God, they have faith as an
extraordinary grace vouchsafed to them; God’s
ordinary way being in the case of adults that
Sfaith should follow on the hearing of the word:
(p. 211-12)

(¢) As children of Christian parents they have
received, from ‘before the foundation of the
world,” the grace of election. (p. 222

8rd, He holds that all children of Christians,

though coming to baptism, thus already gifted
in some measure with God’s Holy Spirit, and
possessing faith (not as an active principle, but
an incipient germ,) are still, as children of

Adam, sinners ; and thereforereceive in baptism,
8; Remission of sins. (p. 204.)

to produce the fruits of a godly life. (p. 206.
T Andhin nddiitng e pain ot o

heirs of everlasting glory. (p. 220.)
4th, He holds, as regs
who have been baptized in infancy, thet

(a) Though they have received remission of

gins, concupiscence remains. (p. 204.)

{b) Yet this does not cotzdemn those ‘who
strive against it through God’s spirit. (p. 204.)
(c) Baptized children, showing no fruits of
Jaith, is pot a good argument that they are not

regenerate. (p. 213.)

) Those who are leading very evil lives do
plainly evidence that they are Jallen from grace

received in baptism, (p. 206.)

Bth. He holds, with regard to the necessity of
the outward rite, that all who neglectit when
it can be received, or despise it, are led with the

- gpirit of Antichrist, and have no portion in the
ingdom of Heaven (pp. 215 & 226.) But that
where, through unavoidable circumstances, bap-
tism has not been administered before death of
infants, they are still saved in Christ, because
. they have, as-children of Christian parents,
- already received the grace of election. (p. 228.)

Let us now take up M's quotation respecting
sacraments giving grace to such as receive them.
Becon very - properly says, ‘¢ This doetrine is

of 506, brought latelyinto.

the Church by the Papists, and is greatly inju-
rious both to the grace of God and to the blood
of Chrst, and also to }he dignity of faith.”
little further, he would

contrary to the word

Now, had M. read ona

have met with a key to this, if his previous
reading of the works of the Reformers did not
supply him with an immediate perception of the

vvoencould give grace, that is, the favour of God,
remission of sins, justification, &c....... BY THE
WORK WROUGHT, as they say, or, by any power
that remaineth in the outward signs ; so should
it follow that our justification depends not only
of the free grace of God, but of works, whicl is
most false,” &ec. I think now any tyro in divi
nity might see at once what the passage means,
and that Becon is arguing against the Popish
doctrine of grace, * Lz opere operato,” or that
the mere administration of baptism ensures ac-
companying grace : this is the novelty which B.
affirms to have been ‘“lately broughtinto the
Church by the Papists,” and which he so justly
denounces as ‘‘most false.” DM.’s second quo-
tation I need hardly notice, because it is but a
continuation of the same argument, and because
we have referred already to the opinion ex-
pressed in it, that e/l infants of Christians re-
 ceive grace even before baptism. But surely M.
must read very carelessly when he could quote
these closing words, (which I here repeat,) and
not see that the plain statement they contain is
of ilself quite subversive of kis views on the
matter. Becon says, ¢ Who seeth not now that
baptism itself ” (that is, the mere outward rile)
“bringeth not grace,” (while the Papists, he
would say, falsely declave it does); ¢ but doth
testify unto the congregation- that he which is
baptized hath already received grace and the
Spirit_of God, and is accepted of God, for His
merciful promise sake, a dear child and heir of
everlasting glory.” (p. 220.) As my object in
this letter is not to argue any question of doc-
trine, but simply to show what Becon himself
believed on this subject, I revert to his opinion |
that all children of Christian parents, withoul
any’ exception or reservation, have faith before
baptism, that they all therefore receive much
more than the outward sign, that they ail ave
accordingly accepted ‘as God’s children, and
receive other benefits of Christ's passion; and
that, as they did not inherit this from Adam,
they are all for God's merciful promise sake”
regenerate, even though they should afterwards
fill away from grace.
The references which I have already given
will of course enable those possessing the work
to see how far they are correct. But as some,
who' feel an interest in this matter, may not
have the book, I subjoin a few quotations, feel-
ing at the same time how much stronger my
arguments would appear, could I venture to
quote as fully as T might.
“ How do children obtain faith 2"
«By the Holy Ghost.” p. 212.
«How provest thou that children have the
Holy Ghost ?”
«8t. Paul saith, ¢If any man have not the
Spirit of Christ he is none of God’s.” But chil-
dren are God’s, and dearly beloved of God, as we
have tofore heard. Therefore children have the
Spirit of Christ.” p. 218,
«But the adversaries object, we see no fruits
of faith in the infants ?” &e.
“ That the infants show no fruits of faith, and
therefore they have mo faith, isno good argu-
ment.” p. 213.
«Thou holdest then that the infants of the
Christians have both the Holy Ghost and faith ;
and that therefore they ought of right to be
baptized 7" &e.
“Yea, verily.” p. 214,
« Camest thdu a sinner unto baptism "
Yol and the very child of wrath by na-
ture.” p. 204, '
« And art thou delivered from the wholelump
of ungodliness at thy baptism ?”
“Yea, verily.” p. 204,
«If sin be remitted and forgiven us, yea and
put away in baptism, how cometh it then to
pass, that we feel in ourselves such cruel and
raging lusts ?” &e.
“That concupiscence is left unto us to be an
exercise of our faith, that we should daily labor
through the Spirit of G'od to repress it,” &c.
“Doth not that pisce di ug?
«No, verily; except we willingly give over

«to be received into the
and from henceforth to be
en and also fo be the son and lieir of

od,” , (p. 203) and to « peceive both re-
i s B ’ the Holy Ghost.”

The gift of the Holy Spirit to make them

: sealing of God’s
eternal eledtion of them to be His children and

s the state of those |

the Holy Spirit of God, and give place to those
fleshly lusts, ‘and so fall dway from the grace that
was given us in our baptism,” &e. p. 204.

¢So many therefore as are baptized ought to
address themselves unto a new life, and to walk
worthy this kindness of God, which they have re-
ceived in their baptism 2

¢ Yea, verily : for they that are baptized in
Christ Jesus have not only remission of all their
sins, but they receive also of God the gift of the
Holy Ghost, which worketh in them new effects
and new motions.”’ &c. p. 206.

« What sayest thou then to those Christians
which brag much of Christ, and of Christ’s
gospel, and yet lead a life spotted and defiled
with all kind of sin 2 &c.

“These are fallen from the grace which they
received in, their baptism, and have lost the Holy
Ghost, wherewith they were renewed in the foun-
lain of regeneration.” p. 206.

My object, I trust, is now attained; and,
without: pledging oneself to every particular,
one cannot but feel thankful, that in a time of
 such disruption of long-settled false opinions as
the Reformation was, there was preserved to the
Chureh so much of Catholic truth. It was per-
fectly natural for minds that had just burst the
shackles which Rome had long imposed upon
the intelligence of man, to run occasionally into
language very susceptible of misrepresentation,
if not really unsound in doctrine. This has
been the ease at times with most of the Reform-
ers ;. but still, from the acquaintance which I
have had with their writings, limited it is true,
yet (I trust) neither very narrow nor superficial,
I feel assured that if a general consciousness of
the controversies and exciting cireumstances of
th_e times, together with a candid unbiassed
mind, accompany the reader, there are very few
expressions in all their writings which cannot
be satisfactorily explained in accordance with
the present teaching of the Church. It is the
more to be wondered at that their doctrine con-
cerning baptism should have been so generally
sound, when, in addition to the errors of Rome,
there was the disturbing cause of foreign Cal-
vinistic influence.

I must apologize to M. for any severity inmy
former letter, and assure him that I am sorry
that I allowed a feeling somewhat akin to indig-
nation to show itself attimes; but I wrote under
the sense that one, who undertakes the correc-
tion of another publicly, offends wilfully if he
has not previou-ly made himself acquainted

meaning, _ Beeon continues : ‘‘If sacraments |

g of tho clorgy, end an immiuse Wity
of the

with hie subject. 9
If these letters may have any tendency to
induce a more general reading of the Reformers,
now known to many of our Clergy through the
publications of the Parker Society, and in any
way lead to the exacter ascertaining of what
their real views were, the space occupied by
them in your valuable paper will not have been
filled in vain.

Yours very truly,

—

To the Editor of the * Church.”

Simcoe, March 31st, 18564,
Rev. and Dear Sir—The Rev. Mr. Stimson,
in his communication of the 20th inst., appears
evidently under misapprehension on one or two
important points, and, lest your readers might
fall into similar mistakes, I beg leave to offer a
few words by way of correction.
* Among the resolutions adopted at the meetings
called at London and Simcoe, by the rural
deanr, was the following :
‘ That all denations to'the Diocesan Endow-
ment Fund hall be given on the ezpress condition,
that when the sum required: shall be provided,
:,l;ee}neumtruth of t}he new western diocese shall
1 e cler,
withing lizxiu.” gy and the lay delegates
Now, Sir, I was present when that resolution
was prepared, and it was worded in studied
conformity .wzth-'the language of our Bishop him-
self, contained in a most important letter from
His Lordship to the Rev. Mr. ‘Cronyn, which
was read by the latter gentleman on several
public occasions. and is published in the report
of the proceedings at. Hamilton, published in
the first page of the Church of the 23d instant.
Your readers will observe that whatever may
be the advantages or disadvantages attendant
on the election of bishops, by the clergy and

coéurred in by the Bishop, and the proceedings
condemned by Mr. Stimson are suggested by
His Lordship himself.

I am quite aware that there are res;‘)ectable’
and very intelligent men among the clergy and
laity who would prefer the old system of having
the colonial bishops nominated, as those in
England are, by the minister of the Crown for
the time being; but I can assure you, Sir, that

laity, desire the privilege of electing
their bishops.

It will be remembered by those who were
present at the late Diocesan Symod, that the
desirableness of our being ermitted to elect
was very generally advocated. If I remember
right, also, a former minister for the Colonies
did formally admit the reasonableness of con-
ceding that privilege to those colonies which
should provide an endowment. i

As the law now. stands, we cannot do more
than elect, and submit the name of: the indivi-
dual thus chosen to the Queen for her approval
and appointment ; but we have every reason to
believe that ‘such a recommendation will be
favorably received. Allow me to add, while on
this subject, that the bill now before the Impe-
rial Parliament makes no change whatever in
this particular, but leaves matters just where
it finds them.

1 was present at the meetings of the rural
deaneries at London and Simcoe, and at seven
or eight meetings of the Church Society, at all
of which the subject of the subdivision of the
diocese, as recommended by the Lord Bishop,
Wwas a prominent topic, and I can assure you
that the idea of the election being confined to
the clergy in any particular portion of the
United Church of England and Ireland; was
not only not advocated by any, but avas empha-
tically repudiated by all. I rejoice as much as
Mr. Stimson can do, to think that faithful cler-
gymen, true to the principles of the Church,
are to be found in abundance, whether we seek
to supply our wants from [Home, or from the
Eastern, Western, or Central Diocese;, and he
and I may safely congratulate ourselves. ‘and
one-another, when we think that the clergy and
laity of the Western Diocese will choose no,
other.

As to the significant nods to which my reverend
brother refers, I can only say that they escaped
my notice, and I may add, that it is very much
the practice of the clergy and laity of the West
openly and freely to express their sentiments,
without any affectation of mystery.
I remain, Rev. and dear Sir,
Very truly Yours,
Francis Evaxs.

CHURCH OF THE ASCENSION.

To the Editors of “The Church.”
DeAR Sirs,—The letter which the Rev. J. G.
Geddes_has thought it necessary to address to
you, in reference to the above church, demands
a short notice; especially as it appears to me
to be based upon an entire misapprehension of
the tenor of the letter of our much respected
pastor.

A dispassionate perusal of Mr. Hebden’s note
will, I feel sure, result in an acknowledgment
that it contains no ‘ complaint” either of
« omission” ‘or of ** consequently unfair repre-
sentations,” and most certainly it required no
“gelf-justification” from either, the Rey. Mr.
Geddes or the managing, committee. It states
the fact, which Mr. Geddes in his letter'fully
substantiates, that at the late annual meeting
an extract or part of the report of our parochial
committee was read instead of the wholereport ;
and the nature of the omissions, without how-
ever a word of complaint, was adduced as the
reason for requesting its publication in full.

It was claimed at the meeting of the man-
aging committee, and supported by at least one
member besides Mr. Hebden and myself, that
as the ‘parochial association in_connection with
this church held no distinct annual meeting,
that portion of its report shiould be incorporated
in the general report which stated the full
amount subscribed (£116 17s. 6d.) and ex-
glnined that the greater share (all but £35 1s.

d.) was contributed for special local objects,
and also the whole of 'the reasons given in this
connection ; but seeing the nature of the objec-
tions raised, it was not pressed to a vote. A
careful examination of the three first paragraphs
of the report, and the extract made up from
them, will show what was omitted, including
one reason which we consider of importance, and
I think your readers generally will admit that
the former might have been read in full without
any impropriety. :

The whole report, with the supplemental
statement, has been published by Mr. Hebden
in accordance with the suggestion offered at the
same time by the chairman, the Rev. A. Palmer,
Rural Dean.

Having his pen in hand the Rev. Mr. Geddes
has entered upon other and quite irrelevant
matters; in this I refrain from following him
for I think you will agree with me that such
discussions cannot advance the cause we should
have at heart. I will only remind your readers
that it is safe generally to remember that there
are two sides to every question.

Believe me,
. Yours very faithfully,
Huen C. Bager,
Churchwarden.
Hamilton, April 8, 1854

To the Editor of The “Church.”

Rey. Sir,—As the Taster Vestries are now
go near, I trust your readers will pardon me if
I offer a few suggestions as to the proceedings
to be had thereat. I believe that the import-
ance of these meetings cannot be overrated.
A Bill is now in progress through the Imperial
Parliament, permitting Synodical action to the
Colonial Chureh; this of course will involve
“ representation.” How then is: this to be con-
ducted? Shall it be, as on the last occasion,
by a meeting of the communicants, (the congre-
gation?) Or, as proposed in the bill introduced
in the Tmperial Parliament last session, by those |
members of the church residing within certain
limits? Each of these proposals has much to
recommend them, butin my humble judgment
it would be far better to use the vestry, apply
to our Colonial Parliament for a very slight modi-
fication of that act, raise the qualification of a
member of the vestry from its present undefined
state to a communicant holding a pew or seat,
and residing within the bounds of the parish.
' Therein let the synod’s members be elected by
the vestry. .

This chun%e inthe Vestry Act, or asit is called
the Church Temporalities Act, would be an im-,
mense improvement.  As the case stands now
non-communicants may and do fill the highest
offices in the church—the office of church-
warden. There should be united action in
the vestries to petition for this change. Thé
clergy also should by private advice and pub-
lic teaching induce the parishoners to take a
more active part in these meetings. Another
point also which the vestry should take up in
churches where there is no (or not sufficient)
endowment, the subject of increasing the income
of their clergymen.

—_—

To the Editor of “The Church ”

Mz. Eprror,—Would it not tend to edification
if your subscribers were to send you, now and
then, beautiful morceaux which they may chance
to fall upon in the course of their reading; and
searching amongst Holy things. E. g, 1s not
the following a charming passage from 8. Au-
gustine 2 ¢ Domine Jesu, sint caste delicice meee
Seripturce Tuce ; ne ‘fallar in -es, nec Fallam
ex eis.? “Lord Jesus! Let:Thy Scnptyres be
my puredelight | ' Let nie not he decewgd in.
them! Let me not deceive others by them.

The author of the following beautiful lines is
unknown.
«Lux vitw, pastus cordis portabile coelum
I“ pa’n PAYVO, P 2? foeta Deo :
Ne jam Pierias quikquam imihi proedicet undas,
Dulcius e Vite fonte bibuntur aquee!
The following translation is by & modern au-
thor of repute.

& Tife's light, souls food, s volume fill'd with God,
Vast in small space, a compound of the skies;
Boast not to me the fam’d Pierian ficod.

Ty e
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W. H. P., Guelph; Miss J., Hamilton, rem. ;
Mrs. L. G. G., Amherstburgh, rem.; {I{:{on. .L l}II‘.,

ingston; Rev, H. H., London; Rer. A.T.,
%ungnville, 1'%:1. fxgr : Fl,‘ %‘ McC., Niagara;
J. N. J., Lennoxville; Dr. L., Bowmanyille, rem.;
J. D., Kingston, rem.; J. V.,’Manvers, rem.;
Rev. Dr. J., Shediac, N.B. (the letter with rem.
has not been received. Was it marked Money ?)
J. 0., Owen Sound; Rev. J. F., Mono; T. D.
H., Quebec, rem.; F. T., London, add. sub. and
rem.; J. B., Hamilton, rem. for self and G.R.P.;
P. 8., Quebec; R. 8., Toronto; Rev. J. H. M.,
Carleton Place, (the publication of. the letters
you have sent will be commengced in our next).

TO CORRESPONDENTS.
«¢ A Country Rector ” in our next.
) .
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ORDER OF SERVICES
IN THE CHURCHES OF TORONTO DURING LENT.
Sr. JAMES's— Ash Wednesday, at 11 A.M.
Every following Wednesday and Friday, at
8} P. M., with a sermon.
During Passion Week, Prayers every morn-
ing at 11.
@ood Friday, at 11 'A. M. and 83 P. M.’
St. PAUL'S—Ash Wednesday, at 11 A. M. g
Every following Wednesday, at 7 P, M., with,
@ sermon.,
Tr¥iry (King Street East) Ash Wednesday, at
11 A. M.
Every following Wednesday, at 7 P. M., with
4 Sermon.
Sr. Grorce's—Ash Wednesday, at 11 A. M.,
and 7 P. M.
Every following Wednesday, at 7 P. M., with
© g sermon.
Every other day in the week, Prayers at3
P. M

Passion Week, Prayers at 9 A.M. and 7 P.M.

Good Fiiday, at 11 A, M. .and 7 P. M.

Houx TriNiry (Yonge Street)

Ash Wednesday, at 11 A. M. and 7 P. M.

Every following. Wednesday and Friday, at
7 P. M., with a sermon.

The services every day during Passion Week,

will be as follows :—

Morning Prayer at 9 A. M.

A Communion service 12 noon.

Evening Prayer (with lecture) 7 P. M.

Gord Friday, morning service at 11 A. M.—
evening service at 7 P. M.

THE. ANTI-CLERGY RESERVE MANI-
_ FESTO.

Oune thing is certain in regard to this
« Manifesto ’—that it will neither do much
towanls shaping pnblic feeling, nor acquire
an immortality of fame.

Weare willing tomake charitable allows-
ance for the - heavy disadvantage under
which its authors laboured in the absence
of all'help or sympathy from the Churches
of England and Rome, the Scottish Estab-
lishment, and theWesleyan Methodist Con-
ference ; still, even deprived of the coun-
tenance of so large and influential a part of
the community, the framers of this docu-
ment, we think, might have made a more
respectable appearance than they now
present to the world. It is possible to con-
ceive that, even under their obviously dis-
couraging circumstances, they might have
stood better on their guard against the
strongexcitement which seems to have
betmyed them into some of the more infe-
licitous passages of their celebrated compo-
sition.,

Take, for example, the following para-
greph :

« In violation of professions of duty, and of
hotor ; instead of giving immediate effect to the
popular will upon this subject, under the recent
Impevial sanction, a dissolution of Parliament is
proposed, 8ud the struggle which all classes
hoped had at length come to an amicable termi-
nation, i¢ again to be revived, nct only under a
most fallacious constitutional pretext, but under
cireamstances alike unfavourable to the interests
of religion and the peace of the province.”
After the fashion of a certain school of
painters more remarkable for eccentric
dashes of genius than for accurate copies
of nature, it may be necessary to state that,
in point of fact, the authors of the « Mani~
festo” intend this as a hit at_their oppo-
nents. Who would have thought it? The
whole i$ @ most beautifully truthful sketch

of themselves and their own doings.—

« Violated pledges;” “the popular will ”
thwarted 1n the most insulling contempt for
a popular legislative enactment ; “Imperial
sanction’” despised and eontravened ; “a
struggle” which had actually « come to
an amicable termination,” « revived,”—
nothing could be more complete! These
gentlemen have executed their own like-
ness true 0 every line. -~ The egotism with
which the whole document s so offensively
inflated, became so irrepressible, we must
suppose, at this particular point, that it was
simply impossible for them to abstain from
exhibiting thémselves even whilst dealing
out their nnathemas on others.  Their
‘great council-chamber (and whatan Areop-
agus it must have been!) was hung, no
doubt,-on every side with mirrors, in which
the grave senate of the « Manifesto ”” were
under a fatal necessity of viewing them-
selves at every turn. A

It is really a very poor specimen of that
coherence which ought to subsist betweéen
the words and the deeds of professedly
honest men, to hear people talk with appa-
rent indignation of « Imperial sanction ”
disregarded , who are straining every nerve
to annul a most solemn and avowedly

if fi
Who are the troublers of Tsrael ?
“amicable termination ”’

stirring up strife.
“There is abundant cause for v

especiall

Sweeter the draught this living Fount supplies!
L iThe D.C.L.

the representatives of the laity, the plan is |

final Imperial AcT. Have the members
of this petty conclave of strife and spolia-
tion any recollection of Lord Sydenham’s
message of 1840 in which he recommended
the adoption of a bill which was finally to
dispose of the Reserve Question? The
concluding words of that message were,—
“ A measure which, in my opinion, will
afford the surest prospect, if assented to by
the Legislature here, of proving ginal,and,
" of conducing to the peace and
happiness of the inhabitants of the Province
generally.” Who, then, are standing in
the way of the popular will2. Wha are
pouring contempt on popular legislation ?
These
thirty or forty agitators, we reply, who, in
the plenitude of their wisdom and under
the spur of their burning zeal, have given
10 the world a ¢ Manifesto ” assuming to
instruct without communicating knowledge,
and hypocfitically affecting to yearn for an
whilst diligently

stron

suspicion that the design of the delay and of th%
proposed dissolution of Parliament is to secure, nd't
if possible, a subdivision of thislarge estate and |of their children{ the right of the King and
funds ‘among the religious denominations,—
between the ‘English and Romish
Hierarchies. . The Anglican Bishop of Toronto
lias openly and earnestly sought for an alliance
between the Clergy and Laity of both Churches
to secure this result; the Press of both has

‘seconded the suggestion; and the Government,
under the pretence of obtaining a more thorough
expression of public opinion, are apparently at-
templing to give effect to this most treacherous,
unjust and ruinous policy.” - o
If the aid of the Church of Rome ren-
dered to us on this question from motives
of self-preservation, and by us not rejected,
he rightly designated by sostrong a term as
“alliance,” it is, at all events, as any man
of common sense may see, an alliance in-
volving no concession or compromise of
one iota of religious principle. It is simply
a case of mutual assistance against the
confiscating appetite of democracy; and
when the interchange of such assistance
on the well-defined ground of common
opposition to public injustice and bad faith,
shall justily apprehensions of our Church
being Romanized in the smallest particular,
then we shall confidently expect tohear of
excited Lendoners gatheringin a vasterowd
at the foot of Ludgate Hill to see the novel
and amaziig spectacle of St. Paul’s Cathe.
dral surmomted by the Crescent in con-
sequence Hf the “unholy alliance” of
Christian Fritain with the Turk against the
covetous plinderers of the North.
The “ Nanifesto” hazards some state-
ments touching the revenue of the Reserves
which drag the precious document deeper
and deepeér into the mire. Its mode of
dealing with geveral principles is wild and
rash enough ; bit when it comes to figures,
—that satisfactary, but to the ignorant and
the precipitate, most perilous test of accu-
racy—then the ¢ Manifesto ” seems to be
perfeetly beside tself,—literally intoxicated
with the ‘affluenze of its statistical informa-
tion.  We supjose that, having issued to
the world thei fiery homily, its authors
consider that the throes of theirintellectual
parturition are ver, and that their duty has
been nobly done. This high sense of mag-
nanimous effortso valorously exerted raises
them probablyaboye so paltry a vexation
as mortified feding, Were it not so, they
would surely fel the hantiling which the
Leader gives tiem;—the Leader opposed
to “all religiais endowments as equally
bad,” vet altorether nauseating a produc-
tion 'so weak vainglorious, factious, and
blundering as this « Manifesto” is.

¢ The innocent signers of the manifesto, says
the Leader. wil. Jearn with shame and indigna-
tion what s string of falsehoods they have been
seduced inio endarsing. The public is gravely
informed that the annual income now derived
from interest awl rents is estimated at from
£40,000 © £50,000 currency.’” The truth is
that the present ncome is little over one-half of
£50,000 jer antum. In 1852 the amount dis-
tributed smong the churches was £26,032 3s.
2d. ; instead of £50,000. - All the revenue but a
mere fracion is distributed every year; so that
the total amownt is only about £27,000. In
1851, theamowt received on account of the
Upper Cmada Reserves was £46,542 11s. 8d. ;
but of tiis the greater part was . capital not
revenue. £5,571 15s. 2d. was capital on account
of old sles, ind £26,902 19s. 10d. capital on
account f newsiles, leaving but a fraction over
£14,0000f reverue ; and against this there was
a Crowr land harge of £2,890 19s. 3d. for
managenent. Oithe point of revenue, then, the
manifeso is grosly inaccurate. What it states
as the rvenue o one year being nearly equal to
that of two yean.”

The reprisentations as to aggregate
amount are ewally incorrect. That aggre-
gate amount 3 far short of a “million of
dollars.? Hre again we will avail our-
selves of the zader’s collection of statis-
tical facts. ‘

«The Churelof England has received from
the reserves fun the following amounts in the
years stated: 21 £150; 1822 £200; 1824
£775+ 1825 £31; 1826 £1072 4s. H3d.y' 1827
£397 1s. 3 1828928 6s. 8d.; 1829 £250; 1830
£361 2. 23d. 1831 £100; 1832 £2,444 8s.
103d. 5 1838 “ £6756 16s. 13d.; 1834 £4,708
18s. 33, ; 1835 3,110 9s, 7}d. ; 1836 £6,159
Bs. 11d.; 1887 £182111s. 84d. ; 1838 £5,993
6s. Ogj. ;1839 4182 17s; 2d.; 1840 £6,020
14s. 93d. ; 1841 8.941 1, ; 1842 £8,180 5=,
1d,; 1843 £7,919s. 11d.; 1844 £7,725 14s.
3d,; 1845 £8,7287s. 8d. These sums com-
prise_every shillil received by the Church of
England out of t Reserves’ Fund up to the
year 1846,  Sincdat period, the amount has
been greater ; butie aggregate amount will be
found far short of million of dollars; showing
the manifesto to Dtain false information on
this point also.”

We may verylitably close our remarks
with the followit extract from the Nia-
gara District Circh Society’s Report,
which will appe? entire in our’columns.
The extract, whitis ably written, gives a
succinet history, Jely to be useful, of the
whole question. We beg to direct our
readers’ attentiom it, more particularly
to the concise anreible summary of the
argument with whh it winds up.

The fifth ohject complated in the constitu-
tion of the Church Siety is, attention to the
temporalities of the Creh 5 and your managing
committee consequen think that a dispassion-
ate review of the Cler Reserve question comes |«
legitimately within thiphere of their duties.
This they are the m2 ready to undertake,
inasmuch as the destitt portiens of the diocese
—for whose benefit esfially the Church Soci-
ety was so auspiciouslestablished in 1842—
are those which will firfeel'the injury inflicted
upon the church if wé ¢ deprived of our share
of the Reserves. Su places as Toronto,
Hamilton, Kingston, Lolon. Bytown, and St.
Qatharines could easilsupport their clergy:
nay, even Grimsby, Thdd, and Fort Erie might
do the same, with somlittle exertion ; but the
back townships could nothing of the kind ;
and those places whiciow gladly pay into the
treasury of the Churcicciety in order that the
Gospel, in all its fulln, may be sent to their
destitute brethren in back townships, would
be fully occupied in plying their own wants.

Your managing corttee,.moreover, believe
that the vast majorit] the people of this coun-
try do not understanae question, because, of
‘late years especiallyiey have heard only one
side of the argumenthilst no attempts have
been made to bring tother side before them,
and that, consequentthey act more from want
of knowledge than fi perversity of mind in
urging upon the Leature the secularization
of these lands. :

In 1791, when anstitution was given to
Upper Canada on separation from Lower
Canada, the same af the Imperial Parliament
which made provisior a Lieutenant-Governor,
a Legislative Counand a House of Assembly,
provided for a ** Pistant Clergy,” by setting
apart for their maitance one-seventh ‘of the
unceded lands withhe Province.  These lands
unquestionably beted to the Crown by RIGHT |
oF CcoNquesT; and to those who raise so great
a clamour about tl—ninety-nine out of every
hundred of whomre either not born at the
time, or, at least, ‘e not on this side of the
broad Atlantic. ! country was then almost
awilderness, and €ing and the otherbranches
of the Imperial Pament disposed of this por-
tion of these land the same way as the grants
of lands were mao that noble band of patriots
known as the U Loyalists, by which 200

Pariiament to mrthis reservation in favour
of a * Protestanergy ” is called in question,
the right of theme powers to grant these
Jands to the U. Joyalists apd their children
may be just as jy questioned.

shut out the Bible.

and Seotland consent to this secularization of the
‘nores webe securo each of them and to each | Reserves, those who would 'm. anywise counte-
nance such an act would be aiding in doing a

did not consent to this reservation, when there
was but a handful of them settled in the country,
is about as sound a one as would be the argu-
meut adduced by children against a disposition
‘made by their father of his estate, of which he
was the absolute master, before they were born,
because they had not consented to it From the
warm attachment of the U. E. Loyalists to Great
Britain and all her institutions, and from their
hatred of everything republican and levelling,
as shown in the heavy sacrifices they have made
on account of these feelings, we may fairly con-
clude that had they been appealed to in regard
to this act of the pareut state, they would have
heartily sanctioned it. At any rate, this reser-
‘vation wasconsideredno ¢ grievance " for thirty
years after it was made. ¢

Some have argued that because deeds for the
lands thus reserved for a “Protestant Clergy ”
were not executed, as the lands were surveyed,
the claim to them might' be disputed. But this

the claim of the younger children of the U. E.
Loyalists to their U. K. rights, for. which deeds
were not éxecuted till many years had elapsed,
in a great majority of cases, after the Governor
in Council was authorised to grant them their
200 acres a-piece. £
The case of the Canada Company may aid us
in obtaining a correct view. of this question.—
About the year 1827 the Crown,~that is, the
Imperial Government in England,~—for reasons
which, no doubt, appeared to them good, sold
that company ‘‘the Crown Reserves” and the
Huron Tract. The rightof the Crown to do this,
and the title of the Company to these reserves
and this rich and valuable tract has never, as
yet, been called in question. )
In like manner at an early day large grants
of land were made to various persons about the
Government of the Province: to Legislative
Councillors, to members of the House of Assem-
bly, and other leading men. . The right of the
Government to make these grants, and the title
of these gentlemen and their children to these
properties, has never, as yet, been called in
question.
But, about thirty years ago, asmall butrestless
and unprincipled faction, anxious to raise them-
selves at the expense of others, imagined that
the ‘“Clergy Reserves” would afford them a
good subject on which to agitate the country.
They accordingly raised a hue and cry against
them, because all did not share in the proceeds
of them; defamed the clergy of the church in
the most unscrupulous manner; and, finding
many jealous of the standing of the clergy, suc-
eeeded in exciting a feeling against the Reserves,
and the Church as holding them. The Govern-
ment, in 1839, anxious to pacify these agitators,
or, at least,hoping to divide their forces, proposed
tothetwelvejudges of England the question,whe-
ther the term ‘‘a Protestant Clergy ” might not
be so construed as to include the Church of
Scotland ? which at that time took a prominent
part in the agitation, = The answer of the twelve
Judges of England was in the affirmative. Hav-
ing gained this point, by which the -exclusive
claim of the Church of England and Ireland to
these Reserves was set aside, the Government
deemed it a matter of duty to.go a step farther,
and to open the benefit of these Reserves to all
denominations of Christians. By the Imperial
act of 1840, the proceeds of the Reserves were
divided into two distinct but equal parts. The
first was to be given to the Churches of England
and Scotland, as those entitled to the whole by the
act of 1791 ; whilst the second was to be divided
by the Governor in Council, in whom they were
invested for that purpose, amongst the other de-
nominations of Christians recognized by the laws
of the land. - From this fund the Roman Catho-
lic and Wesleyan Methodists have received aid,
and any and every other denomination recognized
by the laws of the land (and we believe there is
no denomination extant which they do not re-
cognize) might have received aid fram the same
source, had it seen well to apply for it. The
unwillingness of some to malke this application,
—their determination to deprive those who wish
to make it of the power to do so, because they
will not, reminds one of the fable of the ‘‘dog
in the manger.” i i e i
 In this settlement of 1840 the Churches of
. England and Scotland,—the one acting through
_the Archbishop of Canterbury, and the other
through their General Assembly,—consented
1o a surrender of one-half of the property on condi-
that they should be * absolutely ” (to use Lord
Johm Russell’s own words in 'introducing the
measure) ‘“secured in the peaceful possessio
of the remainder.” That this was a compact or
agreement made on these terms by Lord Jobhn
Russel, acting on the pait of the Government,
and these bodies, acting on the part of the two
Churches, is evident from the speeches of Lord
John Russell, who introduced the measure, and
Sir R. Peel; the leader of the opposition; the
latter of whom declared that ¢ in the proposi-
tions made to Lord John Russell, and by him to
the House, the Church of England had not been
governed by a rigid adherence to her own in-
terest.” (See the speeches of Lord John Russell
and of Sir R. Peel in the House of Commons,
6th July, 1840, as given in the Patriotof August
15th, 1840,)
With this settlement the country was for years
perfectly satisfied, and the leading Reformers—
I\IESS?S-BD.IdWiD, Price, &c.,—declared in their
places in the House of Assembly that * the ques-
tion was finaily settled, and could not again be
opened.” . The Churches of England and Scotland
felt that they had yielded a good deal for peace’s
sake ; and the other bodies felt that they had
gained what they could never havé claimed but for
thissact. This question, which had been a val-
uable standing grievance for nearly thirty years,
was laid aside as settled, till certain agitators,
during the last six years, fearing that they could
not get up another *¢ cry’* for the coming election,
began to agitate the question anew ; and byap-
pealing to the worst passions of the human mind,
—to envy and avarice,—have succeeded in creat-
ing a considerable excitement on the subject, and
a determination ameng some of our ‘‘unscrupu-
lousopponents,” as Lord Elgin justly calls them,
to rob the various Churches of the Reserves, on
the low principle that “might makes right.”

As an inducement to vote for those candidates
at the hust}ugs who will pledge themselves to
the secularization of the Clergy Reserves, the |.
electors are gravely told that ‘<if they do so the
education of theirchildren and of their ehildren’s
children will cost them nothing, for that the
Reserves will be sufficient to afford a free edu-
cation to all the youth of Upper Canada.” But
we all know that the annual grant of £50,000
per annum does not, by a great deal, afford a
“ free education ” to our children; for thongh
this is met by a larger sum, laid on by the Mu-
nicipality of each town or township, yet, inalmost
all cases, the rate-bill exceeds the grant and
that raised in the township together. Tt has
been estimated by the Hon. James Price, late
Commissioner of Crown Lands,—a high author-
ity,—that when the Reperves shall be sold, and
the proceeds thereof invested, they will yield
only an annual Income of £50,000. " Thus to
give * free education® to all the children of the
country would require at least another £100,000,
for which the people must be taxed directly or
indivectly; for if the annual grant from the
provincial chest doer_s not give free schools to all,
no more Will the £30,000 that is to be derived
;ﬁ‘;ﬁ ;‘:)90 ‘glelrg%’dReserves do so, They would
8 od curr y i

U ienr Ristade, ency for each person in
In conclusion, your managing committee would
call upon all those who may peruse this argu-
ment to consider— A

1st. That by the supreme authorities of the
empire this property was solemnly set apart for
the support of religion in this province.

2nd.; That the proposed alienation of this
property is for the promotion of mere secular
9ducation, from which all religious instruction
is systematically excluded, and from which it is
now proposed, by ¢the party of progress,” to

3rd. That unless the Churches of England

great wrong,~—they having given upa portion

The argumenat the people of this eountry

mainder.

would be proving too much, for it would destroy |,

lic morals,
--6th. . That when once the prineiple i
; prineiple is-adop
that any bodies can be deprived of their propé
because even a majority (which'in this case

an agitation may as justly be raised to deprif -
the Canada Company of the remainder of thf.
lands, because the people of the country nefj
consented to their sale, and the company bt
already realised enough from the lands” whif
they have sold to pay them the purchasemos
expenses, and a fair profit on their investmen
and then the s i
will deprive the large landholders, or any ¥
every man in the community who, by industff |
prudence and frugality, has accumulated mdh .
than his neighbours, who view it with an enff
ous eye. v Y |

6th. That at the time of the, revolution infl
nmyhlgoymn‘q Republic lands granted by the Crdf
to.religious bodies.were held sacred and inviold
whgreas one of the first acts of the French r
lution, at the close of the last century, was §.
secularize all the property of the French Churd}.

Ath,  That the robbery of the Church #
England three centnries ago has, in a mof| "
remarkable . manner, been visited upon  thof|
nobleémen and their descendants who have b
come possessed of the spoil thereof,

given did time permit, your managing committe®}
call upon all Churchyen to beg tr%le Iamﬁlé’
Church in this day 3 her trial, 'and nej*"
through lukewarmness, timidity, nor hope'of 0°;
taining a fleeting popularity, < which s gninel
without, virtue.and lost without crime,? shrith
from opposing, to thé utmost of their power,

every honest and constitutional means, a me#
sure which is unjust to themselves, subversit
of the public morality, and calculated to bring

this act of sacrilege ; and, at the same. time,
use évery legitimate means in their power
ensure not only the permanency of the settlement
of 1840, but also a measure transferring the,
proportion of lands helonging to each body o
Christians to'its own care, and requiring the®
to dispose of them within a- limited period, thus
removing for ever from the area of political agt
tation the vexed question of the Clergy Reserves:

MISCELLANEOUS NOTES AND TOPICS.

We feel much pleasure in recordihé the |
fact, that our worthy fellow-toyynsmats
Dr. Burnside, whaose munificence l()'¥rir
ity College will not soon be forgotten; 1#
informed the Board of the House of Ind#*
try that he has placed in the hands of b#
executors the sum of £1,000, as a bcqued
to that Institution—siunifying atthe sam?
time his wish that the money should b
invested in real estate, so as. to afford®
regular annuity to the charity.

of men whose death will be felt to he8
heavy loss— the Bishop of Salishury ; Dre
Jenkyns, of Baligl College, Oxford’; and
M. Justice Talfourd. In Bishop Denison
the Church has Jost one of the chief orna=
ments of the episcopal bench. He admi-
nistered the affairs of his diocese with
strict integrity, thorough devotion to the
Church, and a muniticent hospitality. 10
the pooras well as to the rich. His Lord
ship was likewise distinguished by his able
and active 'exertions in favor' of the
Church’s restoration to her right of synod-
ical action.. Dr. Jenkyns rendered to. his
college services the value of which it
would be hard to estimate. He prosecuted
his designs for its advancement under diffi-

4th. That a breach of faith in the publici :
bad as a breach of faith in an individual, § *
productive of more extensive injuries to the pi* ¢

questionable point) covet it for the publiec u§.

tep. will easily be -taken. whif |

" For these and other reasons, which might ¥|- -

i

down the wrath of God upon the country fol Wi

The English papers record the obituaries |
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culties, but with enthusiasm and high sut-

| cess. Tt was through his exertions that il

was made an “open” college, and raised
to its brilliant position in 1he University. !
He was universally beloved, and, although
opposed in chureh principles to Mr. Glad-
stone, whose  overwhelming influence at
Oxford is well, known, he always de-
meaned himself so amiably and so tem-
perately, that there is probably not a single
individual -who - entertains an unfriendly
thought, or would breathe a harsh word of
him. “The death of that eminent lawyer,
Mr. Justice Talfourd, was awfully sudden.
In the very act of addressing the jury his
voice suddenly ceased, and, the spirit went
back to God who gave it. - His last words
were about sympathy in the higher classes,
and sobriety in the lower.

Information. has reached us :that the
Lord Bishop of Quebec has received an
official letter from” the Hon. 'Col. ‘Bruce
Governor's  Seefetary, announcing the
arrival of a despatch from the Secretary
of State for the Colonies, addressed to the
Administrator of the Government, which
signifies the very gracious reception by

Clergy, and Laity of the Diocese of ‘Que-
bee, upon the subject of their synodical
action, and. mentions (a circumstance al-
ready recorded by us) the intreduction into
the ‘Imperial Parliament of the Bill' for

disa!)ilities in this behalf. The Chancellor
of the Exchequer has also been pleased,
we understand, to signify to the Bisho

Quebec his willingness to advocate the
interests of the Church in this matter, - It
was to him that the petition to the Com-
mons was confided. o
The keen observation of our adversa-
ries, who deem it matter of conscience to
say the worst they can of the Church, is
pretty sure to bring to light all the real,and
no small number of unreal, cases of Rome-
ward tendencies amongst us. Italian affi-
nity, however,  springs from other soils

hesides an English one: witness the views
recently propounded on certain doctrinal
points, by a Dr, Nevin, president of &
college under the care of the German re-
formed church.

i « He repudiates most ex-
plicitly the notion that « the New Testa-

ment is a sufficient warrant for thémodern
system.”

The Echo, ina correspondent’s commu-

nieation; reports the case of a young Pro-
testant’s perversion at the nuns’ school in
this city.
est possible objection against the incopsis-
tent and perilous step of sending Protestant
children to Roman Catholic schools of that
description, and we trust that the case now
reported, if’ the facts ‘be correct, will be
improved as a warning. !

We have alivays felt the strong-

The Patriot (London) gives a véry dis-

mal picture indecd-of the present state of
the Wesleyan Methodist Conference in
England.
seém, and rude assaults from without, are
shaking the ruling body of Wesleyan Me-
thodism to pieces.

Internal convulsicns, it should

¢ Theseindicate the early stages of a compléte

disruption of ‘the connexion, which; beginning
in the very bosom of the conference, in'the very
: heart, as it were of ‘the body, will ere long reach
of their claim in 1840, trusting to the public | its remotest members; and, shivering the great
faith pledged on that oceasion that thesettlement
would be a ¢ final one,” and that they would be
 secured in the peaceful possession of the re-

work of John Wesley into a thousand atoms,
leave it a miserable wreck, and an impressive
warning to all other churches to beware of the

first stealthy approaches of spiritual despotism.”

Her Majesty of the petition of the Bishops

velieving the Colonial Churches from their
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