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m oetrn His speech concluded with these prophetic words :— | assign to it.* Learned men have found it even higher | does she lay th.e 501‘{‘““ duty of redeeming the pledge | for their tenets from her busband. The famous John | venticle; out of that there is no salvation, I easily
8- “Upon the ruins of the rewards of learning no struc- | up the stream than this, and think, that the identical | they have publicly given.  She has taken-—and that | Fisher, the Jesuit, had undertaken the task of manag- | confess it; but out of Rome there is, and out of &
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ORDINATION.

a - this, the Congregation shall be desired secretly in their
-ayers to make their humble supplications to God for all these
\ags, for the which prayers there shall be silence kept for a

. hace
After which shall be sung or said by the Bishop, (the persons
o be ordained Priests all kneeling,) “ Veni, Creator Spiritus.”
Rubric in the Qffice for Ordaining of Priests.
*Twas silence in thy temple, Lord,
When slowly through the hallow’d air
#%he spreading cloud of incense soar'd,
¢ Charg’d with the breath of Israel’s prayer.

7P was silence round thy throne on high,

Y  When the last wondrous seal unclos’d,*
,And in the portals of the sky

~ Thine armies awfully repos’d.

LI

id this df:ep pause, that o’er us now
 Jis hovering—-comes it not of Thee?
«¢8 it not like a Mother’s vow,

i i When with her darling on her kuee,

.. 8he weighs and numbers o'er and o'er
Love’s treasure hid in her fond breast,
To cull from that exhaustless store
The dearest blessing and the best ?

And where shall Mother’s bosom find,
With all its deep love-learned skill,

A prayer so sweetly to her mind, e
As, i this sacred hour and still,

s

Is wafted from the white-rob’d choir,

L Ere yet the pure high-breathed lay,
Co_me, Holy Ghost, our souls inspire,”
Rise floating on its dovelike way.

{

y ?' Al,n} when it comes, so deep and clear
The strain, sosoft the melting fall,

It seems not to th’ entranced ear
Less than thine own heart-cheering call,
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Spirit of Christ—thine earnest given
That these our prayers are heard, and they,
Who grasp, this bour, the sword of Heaven,
Shall feel thee on their weary way.

Oft as at morn or soothing eve
Over the Holy Fount they lean,
Their fading garland fresbly weave,
Or fan them with thine airs serene,

Spirit of Light and Truth! to Thee
We trust them in that musing hour,

Till they, with open heart aud free,
Teach all Thy word in all its power.

When foemen watch _their tents by night,
And mists hang wide o’er moor and fell,
Spirit of Counsel and of Might,
‘'heir pastoral warfare guide Thou well.

And O! when worn and tir'd they sigh
With that more fearful war within,

When Passion’s storms are loud and high,
And brooding o’er remember’d sin

The heart dies down—O mightiest then,
Come ever true, COmMe ever near,

And wake their slumbering love again,
Spirit of God’s most holy Fear!

Keble's Christian Year.

* Ltev. viii. .  When He bad opened the seventh secal, there was
silence in Heaven for the space of hulf-an-hour.
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JOHN HACKET, BISHOP OF LICHFIELD,
AND COVENTRY.
(From The Church of England Magazine.)

Joh? Hacket—who has sometimes been designated
wthe Lz'ra of !)is age,” who was one of those who in
very pg:nlous times witnessed a geod confession, and
‘W‘,d tm‘-th to stem, as far as in him lay, the flood tide

- ofrevellion—was born in the parish of St. Martin’s-in-
. the-ﬁelfh, i the Surand, near the place where Exeter
house formerly stood, Sept. 1st, o.p. 1592, He was
the ouly son of Aundrew Hacket, a native of Scotland,
ho Was a senior burgess of Westminster, and after-
wards keeper .of the robes to prince Heunry, son of
James L Being a zealous protestant, he took great
care of John's education, and sent him at a very early
age to the college school, Westminster, where his
¢alents arfd love for learning gained him the kind re-
gard of his master, Mzr. Richard Ireland. Dr. Lancelot
Andrews, a.t.terwards successively bishop of Chichester,
Ely and Winchester, was then dean of Westminster,
whose custom it was, when Mr. Ireland was absent
from the school, to examine the scholars, He soon
Iﬂ}llxcovex:ed the talents of young Hacket, continuing to
Shew him Kkindness from that period till his own
death,
2 H.acket was elected, with George Herbert (the name
| Tequires no epithet), to Trinity College, Cambridge,
A.D. 1608; and Dr. Thomas Neville, the master of
the college, who gave him the appointment, is said to
ha\]e been so impressed with a conviction of his ac-
quirements, that he declared to his father, “he would
ra.ther carry him on his back to Cambridge, than lose
him f_fom his college.” He was there so much noted
fol"hls Studies and great proficiency in learning and
purlty of _con_duct, that he was shortly elected fellow ;
aﬂd-_ CO"“"“}"g there for a few years in the charge of
pupils, was In high reputaticn as a tutor. In 1618
he l‘:v?: ;Jr(?a.med by Dr. John King, bishop of London,
as ‘l ‘l‘ divine and promoter of missions to the new
English settlements in America, who seems to have
jntended his preferment ; but i 1621 he was induced
to accept an offer of a Ch"‘pl"i"c)’ to Dr. John Williams
bishop of Lincoln, afterwards archl;ishop of York,
keeper of the great seal; by whom he was recom:
mended to be chaplain to King James, who in 1624
preferred him to the rectory of St. Andrew’s, Holborn
a(ld 8f'te.l'wards added to it that of Cheam, in Surrey’.
"These livings he held till the rebellion broke out in
1642, being ¢ :
> his’chu g.htonstantly resident at one of them; “and
. l.‘L of Holbor.n he was distinguished as well
Xcellent preaching as for his good order in his

‘parochial charge, A i i
i ﬁns a proof of his activity and zeal,

h:eeag;q_v solicited his great friends to contribute to
the rebuilding, and had obtained some thousands of
pounds for that purpose; but the members of the
LO“%_Pfirliameut, chiefly consisting of presbyterians,
most Iniquitously seized upon that fund, as they did
alsoon a large sum of money collected for the repair
of St. Paul's cathedral, to carry on their rebellious
war against king Charles.””  The consciences of these
members, like that of all other republicans, were of a
most accommodating character, The spirit with
which Dr. Hacket acted, may be inferred from his
motto—* Serve God, and be cheerful”’  Little indeed
does the world know of the cheerfulness of serving
God—of the joyfulness of the children of Zion in their
King.

Dr. Hacket next obtained the archdeaconry of Bed-
ford and a canon residentiaryship of St. Paul's; he was
diligent in promoting every effort that was made for
peace; and consented to be named as one of 8 com-
mittee, with several eminent bishops and presbyters, to
consider certain reforms then proposed in the liturgy
and government of the Church, While thus employed,
a bill being brought before the house of commons
for the abolition of the cathedral clergy, he was chosen
by the heads of that body of clergy to plead the cause
of the Church at the bar of the house. He appeared
there on the 12th of May, 1641, where, we are told,
he spoke with such persuasion in defence of choral
music, and in praise of the noble edifices supported
by cathedral idstitutions, and the encouragement
}hua afforded to seriptura] preaching and sound learn-
ing, that for a time the spoliation then meditated was
fleferred ; the authors of the measure foreseeing that if

it had been put to the vote, a large majority would
have refused their sanction to the act of sacrilege.

. <8

ding the Church in much decay, |

ture can be raised up but ignorance, and upon the
chaos of ignorance no structure can be built but pro-
faneness and confusion.”” The public confusion and
violence still increasing, the bishops were deprived of
those votes in the legislature which they had enjoyed
from the first conversion of these kingdoms to the
Christian faith; and Dr. Hacket retired to Cheam,
which he kept during the usurpation. ~St. Andrew’s
and his dignities were taken from him; he was im-
prisoned for some time by the rebel army, under the
earl of Essex ; but the committee of the Long Parlia-
ment, then sitting in Surrey, and labouring for the
removal of scandalous ministers, were unable to find
any pretext for ejecting him. Scandalous ministers,
indeed! If it had not been for these scandalous men,
what now would have been the spiritual state of our
land? He continued to use the liturgy of the Church
of England till its public use was forbidden. Of his in-
trepidity in so doing we have the following instance:—
“ Although subjected to heavy peualies during these
barbarous and bloody times, he continued to read the
service in the parish church of St. Andrew’s, Holborn.
One day while on his knees, like a second Daniel with
the lions in view, a sergeant with a body of soldiers
entered the Church and threatened him with instant
death if he did not leave off. ¢Soldiers, said the
iutrepid soldier and servant of a higher aud better
Master, ‘I am doing my duty, do you do yours;'
and with a louder and firmer voice he continued the
service. Thus, in the language of the psalmist,
“made he even his enemies to be at peace with him;’
for the soldiers, awed by his courage, left him to finish

the service.”

Dr. Hacket was more fortunate than the majority
of sufferers, in having his life spared to the restora-
tion, when he was appointed by lord Clarendon to the
bishopric of Gloucester. This he declined; but in about
a year afterwards, was promoted to the see of Lichfield
and Coventry. He was now nearly seventy years of
age, -and had been the father of a large family.
The cathedral had been reduced by the civil wars
almost to a heap of ruins. The stone roof, and the
timber and lead above, the glass and iron from the
windows, the organ and all the internal decorations,
were completely destroyed or carried off among the
spoils. The loyalists had used it as a garrison for the
king, and a marksman from the roof had killed with
a musket shot, the rebel general, lord Broke, as he
was leading his troop to summon them to surrender.
He had taken possession of Lichfield, and was viewing
from a window St. Chad’s cathedral, in which a party
of the loyalists had fortified themselyes. He was
cased in complete armour, but was shot through
the eye by the ball. Lord Broke was a zealous
puritan, and had formerly said he hoped to see with
his eyes the ruin of all the cathedrals in England. It
was a superstitious remark of the loyalists that he was
killed on St. Chad’s day, by a shot from St. Chad’s
cathedral, which pierced that very eye by which he
hoped to see the ruin of all cathedrals.* The ad-
herents of lord Broke pointed their artillery at the
building, battered down the spire, and a great part of
the fabric; two thousand shot of great ordnance and
fifteen hundred hand-grenades having been discharged
against it before it surrendered.  This was a comfort-
less sight to the bishop; but the morning after his
arrival he set his own carriage-horses to work, with
other teams, to carry away the rubbish; and, as soon
as it was cleared, procured builders and artisans to
restore the pile. In this he was successful, contribut-
ing himself a-great part of the expense, and aided by
benefactions from the gentry of the neighbouring
counties, so that before his death he saw the whole
church completely restored. e also laid out a large
sum in repairing his residence house at Lichfield, the
former having been destroyed in the rebellion, and
did much to settle a pious and laborious clergy in his
diocese. He did not allow his advanced age to be a
plea for idleness, but was indefatigable in the exercise
of his episcopal functions, and being a regular and
constant preacher. The times in which he lived were
peculiar, and it required the greatest exercise of zeal
and prudence to restore the church to that station
and rank which it formerly held. Enemies were on
every side—popery here, puritanism there : the via
media was the grand object of his anxiety. The
people received him as he travelled to his visitations
with the greatest marks of esteem; and thousands
came to receive at his hands the long neglected rite
of confirmation. Having dedicated the restored
cathedral on Christmas eve, 1669, he died on the
28th of Oct., 1670. He was buried in the cathedral,
where a handsome monument was erected to his
memory by his son, Sir Andrew Hacket, one of the
masters in Chancery. A great bell was raised by
him to its place in the steeple of the cathedral; the
first knell it sounded was for his own departure.

The only portion of his writings which is known to
have been published under his name, is “ A Century
of Sermons,” which-had been preached by him; to
which is prefixed a short account of his life, by the
editcr, Thomas Plame, D. D., afterwards archdeacon
o‘f Rochester, fol. 1676. The life of archbishop Wil-
liams, in folio, abridged by Ambrose Philips, is also
rfeferred to him. A small treatise however, * Chris-
tian Consolations,”” has been ascribed to him; a new

edition of which has lately been published, with his
name affixed as the author.f

THE INSTITUTION OF SPONSORS.

(From “ Episcopacy and Presbytery,” by the Rev. A.
Boyd, M.A.)

Tt is somewhat difficult to understand, why such an
institution should be censured by any at all versed in
the usages of the ancient church, and perfectly incom-
prehensible why it should be condemned by presbyte-
rians, who stand committed to respect it, not only by
the reformation usages of the Church of Scotland, but
by the importance attached to it by some of the more
eminent authorities of their own denomination. With
regard to the office itself, the Church of England has
never, to my knowledge, placed it upon the foundation
of a divine ordinance. It is regarded by her as one of

| those ecclesiastical regulations which a church has a

right to make on the score of their propriety and ten-
dency to edification, and in favour of which she can
undoubtedly claim the sanction of the Christian Church
from a very early period. Bent, as it would seem, on
the destruction of an institution, as much their own as
ours, our opponents struggle to limit the time of its
creation to the age of Augustine.f A slight investi-
gation of antiquity might have saved them from this
error; or if they shrunk from the labour of that
enquiry, a reference to the centuriators of Magdeburg
—upon all sides confessed to be most accurate anna-
lists of the progress of usages and opinions—would
have instructed them that they, taking their stand
upon Tertullian's Treatise on Baptism,§ have admitted
the sponsorial institution to have been in the Church
at least two centuries before the era the pleaders

* See note, “ Hume’s Hist.” 1643,

+ “Christian Consolations, &ec.;” by John Hacket, D. D.,
bishop of Lichfield ~and Coventry. London: Burns. 1840.
T'he compiler of this biography is indebted for many facts and
dates to the memoir attached to this edition.

I “ There is no mention made of them by the early Fathers.
But in the fourth century we find the following reference to
them by Augustin,” &c,—Plea, p. 558,

§ “Pro cujusque persone conditione et dispositione, etiam
=tate, cunctatio baptismi utilior est; precipue tamen circa
parvulos. Quid enim necesse est, sponsores etiam periculo
ingeri,” &¢.—Tert. de Bapt.

and patural manner in which Tertullian alludes to it is
a conclusive evidence of its being, not a new, but a
settled institution in the Church of his day. So much
for the unnecessarily disputed point of its antiquity.—
With regard to the office itself, it seems to me that
our opponents, in taking up the ground they have
done,—that is, in making the profession of the spon-
sors to be the mere declaration of their own personal
belief and religious intentions for the satisfaction of
the Chureh—have assumed as unsound a position as
ever was occupied by ministers, and shewn themselves
unequal to embrace the masterly theology of such
divines as Hooker and Calvin. The sponsors are not
at the baptismal font to declare any thing concerning
their own religion. The Church of England, by
requiring that every sponsor should be a communicant
—that is, a person who has ratified his baptismal
engagements at the Lord's table, and is considered by
the Church in communion—satisfies herself as to his
personal orthodoxy. ~ For what more could any man
proclaim respecting himself by a verbal confession of
his faith, than what he deelares by taking his place at
the table. The Church has no more assurance of a
man's views being sound and his intentions pious, by
any reply he may make to questions, than sbe has by

his adoption of the prayers and dedication of evi !

communion service. It seems to me that the Churceb,

in putting interrogatories to the sponsors, and receiving” ing and the watering are of man; and as God demands

replies from them, goes on the principal of requiring
pledges before she admits a child into the circle of her
adopted children.  She cannot lose sight of the fact
that she is a regular and a religious society, and that it
is of the nature of all societies, which are in any degree
peculiar or exclusive, to require from all who desire to
be members of them, certain assurances that they will
abide by their rules. In every admission to any
society this is done, either formally by declaration, or
tacitly by implication. = And the Church, standing in
the midst of the unbaptized world as an exclusive
society, would not be justified in taking any into
membership and into a participation of her privileges,
without demanding from them a pledge that they will
conform to her principles and usages. Were it other-
wise, she would cease to be a society, and degenerate
into a lawless combination. It is this assurance that
the sponsors in baptism convey to the Church, and
without which she could not consistently confer the
initiatory rite. The question which she has to enter-
tain is not whether the offspring of her members have
a claim on her for admission into membership, but
whether she, as the guardian of certain privileges, is
justified in admitting them, without taking a single
security that they will not violate her laws, and affix
dishonour to her. And therefore when the parent or
sponsor leads the infant to the Church, she admits the
validity of their demand on behalf of that child, but
requires them to make it safe for her to comply with
it, by entering into stipulations on its account.  There
is no doubt that an individual might have an hereditary
claim on the monarch, for a high office under the
crown, but there is also no doubt that the monarch
would not act upon that claim by conferring it, without
first requiring the applicant to take the oaths of office.
And this distinction it is which the divines of past
ages saw so clearly, and which is strangely overlooked
by the shallow of our own times. Thus we find
Hooker arguing: “The law of Christ requiring there-
fore faith and newness of life in all men, by virtue of
the covenant which they make in baptism, is it toyish
that the Church in baptism exacteth at every man's
hand an express profession of faith and an irrevoeable
promise of obedience, by way of solemn stipulation?”y
Thus Calvin (to whose authority, perchance, our
opponents will bow with deeper deference than to
Hooker’s,) says—* We stipulate of them who present
children that they shall instruct them, when adults, in
that faith in which they are baptized. If no one
becomes security, undoubledly baptism is profaned.”’{—
And again, in one of his epistles to Knox—* Mean-
while, we confess that a sponsor is necessary, for
nothing could be more preposterous than that those
should be inserted into the body of Christ, whom we
do not hope will be his disciples. Wherefore, if no
relation appears who pledges his faith to the Church,
and"undertakes the care of teaching infants, the thing
is a mockery, and baptism is polluted.”§ To the very
same effect writes Beza—an author whom our oppo-
nents do not seruple to pronounce *unfavourable to
our system of sponsors,” —*To use a convenient form
of prayer and explanation of the nature of baptism,
and sponsors to undertake for the child's religious edu-
cation, being rites of an innocent simplicity and gravity,
and in no wise symbolical, and free from giving the
least occasion to superstition, who would dare to con-
demn; unless he will undergo the apostle’s censure,
who commands—*Let all things be done decently and
in order.””] These quotations will sufficiently shew
in what light the divines of other times regarded the
office of the sponsor.

2. As to the objection made to sponsorial pledges, on
the ground that “the sponsors do not intend to fulfil
them,”d[ I shall leave such a gratuitous charge of inten-
tional perjury levelled against all who have undertaken
the office in the Church of England, to wither in the
contempt it merits; and as to the objection built upon
the ground of the impropriety of any pledges being
given, I shall leave our opponents to contest that point
with Calvin, with the ancient Church, and with the
reason of things. If they themselves baptize without
stipulating that (as far as lies within the power of
sureties) the children admitted to membership shall be
consistent and orthodox Christians, they have the
assurance of their very highest authority; that the
“ordinance is a mockery,” and the whole proceeding
“preposterous.”  They pretend that their denomina-
tion is a Christian Society, and yet have no universal
test of membership. They require that its population
shall be a Christian one, and yet take no security that
it shall become such.
nant, and take them without pledges. Thisis of a
piece with their whole system. But with us, so far are
these regulations from being open to the animadver-
sions heaped upon them, that they are, of all others,
eminently calculated (if honestly carried out) to ensure
that our children shall grow up in the admonition of
the Lord. The Church, by assuming that the Holy
Spirit is bestowed upon the baptized infant (and the
possibility, nay, the probability of that, our opponents
dare not deny) gives all encouragement to sponsors to
labour in the religious education of their spiritual
children. For there is placed before their eyes the
grounds of a persuasion that they have within that
child a material whereon to work, that their duty is
not to cultivate the untilled and unsown ground, or to
implant a principle of grace which it is beyond man’s
ability to confer, but to labour upon a principle already
supposed to be existent, and so bring all likely means
to bear upon it, as that in time it may exhibit itself in
those thoughtful frames and serious impressions which
indicate that the spirit is graduvally assuming a supre-
macy over the flesh.  And still further, the Church,
by requiring the sponsors to promise that (as far as in
them lies) the objects of their pledge *shall believe
all the articles of the faith, shall renounce the world,
the flesh and the devil, shall obediently keep God's
will and commandments,” supplies to them a most
constraining incentive to exertion. For upon them

* Cent. Quarta, p. 86.

1 Ecc. Pol. book v. sect. xii.
1 Epis. Farello, p. 80.

§ Epis. (Johan. Cnox.) ecii.
|| Epis. to Bishop Grindal.
§ Plea, 563.

They take children into cove- !

with the most honest and simple-minded confidence—
their assurance, that the children entrusted to their
guardianship shall be all that they have promised they
shall be; and she trusts, she expects that she will not
be deceived. Upon their engagement she has taken
the children, for whom they have professed a Kindly
interest, into her bosom; and she will not allow herself
to suspect that they, in whom she has confided, have
only spoken to delude, that they have obtained her
gifts on false pretences, snd were resolved, while making
them, to trample on their obligations. And therefore
does the Church tell them ¢ that it is their parts and
duties to see that the children be taught, so soon as
they shall be able to lcarn, what a solemn vow, promise
and profession, they iave made here by them.” T'hig
is the point at which the sponsors are to aim, to realize
the Church’s expectfations.  “T'he idea of what a young
Cljx;istian ought to be, as sketched out for them in the
geryices, the means by which that picture may, under
. God,. become a reality, are suggested, the sponsorial
responsibility is solewnly announced, and the sureties
| dismissed i possession of their new charge, to act like
{men of pwbity, of honour, and of religion, and after a
| while to ad back that child from the font to the table,
as one u‘;"mu whom their labour of love has not been in
vain. It is tine, most true, that they caunot command
| ali this result. Theincrease is of God; yet the plant-

from no man that which is beyond his power, he
expects not that those sponsors shall make their charge
1 Christian, but that they shall labour to make bim
such.  Having toiled upon the field which the Church
las given them to cultivate (so that that toil has been
conducted in faith, in sincerity and in prayer), their
tssk is done, their responsibility ended, their pledge
releemed.  If they may not say to the Church * we
hare realized the conceptions of baptism,” they may
say, “we have done what we could.” It is upon this
pritciple that all suretyship is conducted. Who can
tell. when he enters into any engagement for another,
thay it will be unquestionably fulfilled?  That result
is 11 no one’s power ; but it is in every one’s power to
dohis best towards it.  And there is no more unfit-
nes in the sponsors engaging that the child shall be
wiat the Church expects, than there is in the precep-
ter pledging himself that the pupil shall be all that the
prents expect. Both engagements are made with
tiat implied and admitted reservation which enters
irto all pledges made on behalf of others.

3. If then the institution itself be thus conceived
n the purest spirit of Christian trust, and be thus
ecommended by the principles of the most consistent
heology, is it necessary to defend that feature of it
which consists in cthers besides parents being required
by us as sponsors? In assailing this rule, our oppo-
nents take their usual care to put the point upon false
grounds. It is not true, as they allege, that “we
prevent parents at the baptism of their children from
acknowledging their responsibility ;" neither is it
true that ‘we encourage them in the neglect of
parental obligations;’ on the contrary, the rubric
before the confirmation service enjoins fathers and
mothers to see to the religious education of their off-
spring.  The privciple of the church of Eogland is
this, that every child should have two sets of spon-
sors; one provided by nature, and the second by the
impulse of that Christian kindness and fellowship,
which suggests that * we should not look any man on
his own things, but also on the things of another.”
The first (the child’s natural parents) she supposes
to be sufficiently constrained by the ties of innate af-

fection, and therefore she wills not that they should
appear before the congregation in the character of
special ecclesiastical sureties. But inasmuch as the
parents may neglect their duty, or be, by God's dis-
pensations, removed from the church, she takes care
that those who are to be brought up under her foster-
ing care shall not be doubly orphans, but provided
with some who pledged to herself to attend to their
religious welfare,  Parents are bound to this duty in
the sight of God; God-parents in the eye of the
church. We substitute not the one control for the
other, but we superadd the one to the other. Is it
not strangé, that our opponents should be so unread
in the theology of their own school, as not to know
that this system stands commended both by the cor-
respoudence of Calvin and the rubrics of Knox?
The former of these distinguished men says—* We
baptize not _lnfﬂnts but in public; for it seems absurd
that a p\lbhc reception should have few witnesses.
Fathers, unless hindred, are ordered to be present,
that they may respound to the stipulations, tugether
with the $ponsors.’*  Again—* Parents should be
obliged to oﬂ'er‘ their own children, and be the prime
sponsors’f  The latter, in the rubric prefixed to the
Corder of baptism,’ enjoins that ‘the infant who is to
be baptized shall be brought to the church on the
day appointe(} for common prayer and preaching, ac-
compzlnied Wl'llz the father and Godfather;' and in-
structs the minister to say to them, ‘T'o the intent
that we may be assured that you, the father and the
surety, consent to the performance hereof, declare
here before the face of God's congregation the sum of
that faith wherein ye believe and will instruct this
child.' The difference then between the practice of
Geneva and Scotland, and the church of England is
this, that, all recognizing the propriety of the spon-
sorial office distinet from the parental, the first two
require parents to be present at the time of making
the engagements, and the latter regarding them as
pledged without a formal pledge, secures for the child
the protection of three others, distinct from and
superadded to its natural guardians. And as for the
advantages secured by this most justifiable provision,
I cannot state them in words more true or Catholic
than those of the French church:—*8ith it is a very
ancient custom, and introduced for a good end, to
{wit, to testify the sureties’ faith and the baptism of
the infant, and also for that they charge themselves
with the care of educating the child, in case it should be
deprived of its parents by death, and for that it doth
maintain a sweet communion among the faithful, by a
conjunction of friendship—they who will not observe
it, but will by themselves present their own children,
' shall be earnestly entreated not to be contentious,
Pul to conform to the ancient and accustomed order,
it being very good and profitable.’§

ARCHBISHOP LAUD AND FISHER THE
JESUIT.
(From Life and Times of Archbishop Laud, by J. Parker
Lawson, M.A.)

The situation of the Church at this period was
truly hazardous.  Attacked on the one hend by the
Papists, and on the other by the Puritaus, it required
the greatest skill in those who regarded the interests
of the Reformation, and the welfare of Church and
S'tate, to restrain the hostile intentions of those fac-
tions. No sooner had the Parliament beeu dissolved,
than the Papists began to exert themselves with the
greatest activity. The Puritans were chiefly popular
among the lower classes, who were sufficiently illite-
rate, and were generally treated with contempt by the
higher orders of the kingdom. The Papists, however,
who could also reckon a considerable number of
adherents among the rabble, were more ambitious,
and endeavoured to secure adherents among the
nobility, For this purpose they laid a most crafty
plot, and began first to practise cu the Duchess of
Buckingham, the lady of the celebrated court favourite;
not doubting, that if they were successful in inducing
her to recant, they might have some chance of favour

ing the lady, and he had succeeded so well, that she
was beginning to think favourably of the superstition.
But the Jesuit's designs were reported to the king,
who was himself not wanting in ability to argue the
matter, and who frequently discoursed to her on the
subject. James, however, feeling interested in the
lady, and resolving to silence the Jesuit at once by
fair argument, advised the Duke to appoint a confe-
rence between Fisher and a learned divine of the
Church, on the errors of the Romish superstition.—
The Duke agréed, and Dr. Francis White, then Rec-
tor of St. Peter's, Cornhill, afterwards Bishop of Ely,
was appointed to meet the Jesuit.*  'T'hree disputes
were held in the presence of the Duke of Buckingham,
his mother, his lady, and the Lord Keeper Williams,
on the 24th of May, 1622, the last was conducted by
Laud. The result was as might have been expected:
Laud was more than a match for the Jesuit in learn-
ing, and victory was declared on the side of truth.}

It is impossible here to give an abstract of Laud’s
admirable arguments. An account of the conference
was published in 1624, and a justification of it pub-
lished by the Archbishop himself in 1637, in con-
nexion with a pamphlet written by Dr. Francis White,
entitled, *“A Reply to Jesuit Fisher's Answer to
certain Questions propounded by his most gracious
Majesty Riug James.” The ingenuity with which
Laud detéets the Jesuit's sophistry, the profound
learuing which he displays, and the intimate acquain-
tance which he appears to have had with the Fathers
and Councils of the Church, prove the greatness of
his genius, and his devotion to the Reformation.—
“In this discourse,” says he, “I have no aim to dis-
please any, nor any hope to please all. If I can help
on the truth in the Church, and the peace of the
Church together, I shall be glad, be it in any measure.
Nor shall I spare to speak necessary trath, out of too
much love of peace; nor thrust an unnecessary truth
to the breach of that peace which, once broken, is not
so easily renewed again,  And if, for necessary truth’s
sake only, any man will be offended, nay take, nay
snatch at, the offence which is not given, for that I
know no protection. It is truth, and I must state it;
it is the gospel, and I must preach it, 1 Cor. xi. 16.
And far safer it is in this case to bear anger from men,
than a woe from God.  And where the foundations
of faith are shaken, be it by superstition or profane-
ness, he that stretches not out his hand as firmly as
he can to support them, is too wary, and hath more
care of himself than of the cause of Christ ; and it is
a wariness, that brings more danger in the end than it
shuus. For the angel of the Lord issued out a curse
against the inhabitants of Meroz, because they came
not to help the Lord, to help the Lord against the
mighty, Judges, v. 23. I know. it is a great ease to
let every thing be as it will, and every man believe
aund do as be lists: but whether governors in State or
Church do their duty therewhile is easily seen, since
this is an effect of no king in Israel.”

Such is the eloquence of this great prelate, who
was, when he wrote the above, in the See of Canters
bury. This is the man whom his enemies charged as
being a Papist, these are the sentiments of him whom
sectarians lhave traduced as being of  infamous
memory.”  But I will proceed to another extract,
which I am certain the reader will peruse with interest,
while here considering one of the most splendid actions
of Laud’s life. “ Now one thing more,” says Laud,
“let me be bold to observe to your Majesty in parti-
cular, concerning your great charge in the Church of
England.  She is in hard condition.  She professes
the ancient Catholic faith, and yet the Romanist con-
demns her for novelty in her doctrine. She practises
church government as it hath been in use in all ages,
and all places, where the Church of Christ hath been

established both in and since the days of the Apostles,
and yet the separatist condemns her for anti-christian-
ism in her discipline. = The plain trath is, she is
between these two factions, as between two millstones,
and unless your Majesty look to it, to whose trust she
is committed, she will be ground to powder, to an
irreparable dishonour and loss to this kingdom. And
it is very remarkable, that while both these press hard
upon the Church of England, both of them cry out
against persecution, like froward children, who scratch,
and kick, and bite, and yet cry out all the while, as if
they were killed. Now, to the Romanist 1 shall say
this: The errors of the Church of Rome are grown
now (many of them) very old, and when errors are
grown, by age, and continuance, to strength, they
which speak for the truth, though it be of an older,
are usually challenged for the bringers in of new
opinions.  And there is no greater absurdity stirring
this day in Christendom, than that the reformation of
an old corrupted Church, whether we will or not,
must be taken for the building of a new. And were
not this so, we should never be troubled with that idle
and impertinent question of theirs, Where was your
Church before Luther? for it was just there, where
theirs is now: one and the same Church still, no
doubt of that; one in substance, but not one in con-
dition of state and purity: their part of the same
Church remaining in corraption, and our part of the
same Church under reformation. The same Naaman,
and he a Syrian still; but leprous with them, and
cleansed with us: the same man still.  And for the
separatist, and him that lays his grounds for separa-
tion, or change of discipline; though all he says, or
can say, be, in truth of divinity, and among learned
men, little better than ridiculous; yet, since those
fond opinions have gained some ground among the
people, to such among them as are wilfully set to
follow their blind guides through thick and thin, till
they fall into the ditch together, I shall say nothing.
But for so many of them as mean well, and are only
wisled by artifice and cunning, concerning them I shall
say thus much ouly, they are bells of passing good
metal, and tunable enough of themselves, and in their
own disposition; and a world of pity it is, that they
are rung so miserably out of tune as they are by them
who have acquired power in and over their conssiences.
And for this there is remedy enough, but how long
there will be I know not.”

“The Seripture,”’ continues Laud, in another place,
“where it is plain, should guide the Church: and the
Church, where there is doubt or difficulty, should
expound the Scripture: yet so, as neither the Scrip-
ture should be forced, nor the Church so bound up,
as that, upon just and farther evidence, she may not
revive that which in any case bath slept by her.—
What success the great distemper, caused by the col-
lision of two such factions, may have, I know not, I
cannot prophesy. And though I cannot prophesy,
yet I fear that atheism and irreligion gather strength,
while the truth is thus weakened by an unworthy way
of contending for it.  And while they thus contend,
neither party cousider that they arein a way to induce
upon themselves and others that contrary extreme,
which they both seem to oppose and to fear. The
Catholic Church of Christ is neither Rome nor a con-

* This learned man had acquired no small popularity by his
divinity lectures in St. Paul’s, of which he was reader, in
preaching against the absurdities of Popery; and he was pro-
foundly Jearned in all points of theological controversy. —He
was engaged to meet Fisher in the presence of the Duke (then
Marquis),and his mother; but one meeting not being sufficient,
another was appointed, at which the King himsell was present.
In the second conference, nothing had been said on the dogma
of an infallible church, which, says Heylin, “was the chief and
only point in which the party doubting required satisfaction.”
The King then appointed a third meeting, in which Laud was
nominated to oppose Fisher, instead of Dr. White.

+ There is an account of this Jesuit, whose real name was
Perse, or Persey, in “Bibliotheca Scriptorum Societatis Jesu,”
Roms, 1676, p. 487.

conventicle too.  Salvation is not shut up into such
a narrow conclave. In this discourse I have, theres
fore, endeavoured to lay open those wider gates of the
Catholic Church, confined to no age, time, or place,
not knowing any bounds, but that faith which was
once, and but once for all, delivered to the saints.—=
And in my pursuit of this way, I have searched after,
and delivered with a single heart, that truth which I
profess.”

THE DEMAGOGUE,
(From Coleridge’s (S. T.) Lay Sermons.)

The agent himself, the incendiary, and his kindling
combustibles, have heen alveady skeiched by Solomon
with the rapid yet faithful outline of a master in the art{
“ The beginning of the words of his mouth is foolishness,
and the end of his talk mischievous madness.” If in the
spirit of prophecy, the wise ruler had been present to our
own times and their procedures; if while he sojourned in
the valley of vision he had actnally heard the very harangues
of our reigning demagogues to the convened populace}
could he have more faithfully charaeterized either the
speakers or the speeches? hether in spoken or in
printed addresses; whether in periodical jeutnals or in
yet cheaper implements of irritation, the ends are the
same, the process is the same, and the same is their genes
ral line of conduct. On all occasions, but most of all and
with a more blustering malignity, whenever-any publie
distress.i#elines the lower classes to turbulence, and
renders them more apt to be alienated from the govern=
ment of their country ;- in all places and at every oppors
tunity pleading to the poor and ignorant; no where and
at no time are they found actually pleading for them.
Nor is this tie worst. They even plead against them,
Yes! sycophants to the erewd, enewmies of the individuals,
and well-wishers only to the continuance of their miseries,
they plead against the poor and afflicted, under the weak
and wicked pretence, that we are to do nothing of what
we can, because we cannot do all that we would wish,
Or if this sophistry of sloth (sophisma pigri) should fail
to check the bounty of the rich, there is still the sophistry
of slander in reserve to chill the Fratizudc of the poors
If they cannot dissuade the liberal from devising liberal
things, they will at least blacken the motives of his benefi
cence, I{ they cannot close the hand of the giver, they
will at least embitter the gift in the mouth of the receivs
ers. Is it not as if they had said within their hearts, the
sacrifice of charity has been offered indeed in despite of
us ; but with bitter herbs shall it be eaten. Tmagined wrongs
shall make it distasteful. We will infuse vindictive and
discontented fancies into minds already irritable and sus=
picious from distress ; till the fever of the heart shall coat
the tongue with gall and spread wormwood on the palate?

However angrily our demagogues may disclaim all
intentions of this kind, such has been their procedure;
and it is susceptible of no other interpretation. We all
know that the shares must be scanty, where the dividend
bears no proportion to the number of the claimants. Yet
He who satisfied the muititude in the wilderness with @
few loaves and fishes, is still present to his Chureh. Small
as the portions are, if they are both given and taken in
the spirit of his commands, a blessing will go with eachj
and the handful of meal shall not fuil, until the day when
the Lord bringeth back plenty on the land. But no blessing
can enter where envy and hatred are already in possess
sion; and small good will the poor man have of the food
prepared for him by his more favored brother, if he have
been previously taught to-regard it as a mess of pottage
given to defraud him of his birtbright. §

If then, to promise medicine and administer poison ; if
to flatter in order to deprave ; if to affect love to all an
shew pity to none; if to exaggerate and misderive the
distress of the labouring classes in order to make them
turbulent, and to discourage every plan for their relief in
order to keep them so; if to skulk from private infamy
in the mask of public spirit, and make the flaming patriot
privilege the gamester, swindler or adulterer; if to seck
amnesty for a continued violation of the laws of God, by
an equal pertinacity in outraging the laws of the land;
if these characterise the hypocrite, we need not look far
back or far round for faces, wherein to recognise the por=
trait. When therefore the verifying facts press upon us
in real life; when we hear persons, the tyranny of whose
will is the only law of their fan-ilies, denouncing all law
as tyranny in public ; persons, whase hatred of power in
others is 1n exact proportion to their love of it for them-
selves; when we behold men of such weak and irretries
vable characters, to whom no man would entrust his wife,
his sister or his purse, have the effrontery to propose that
we should entrust to them our religion and our country ;
when we meet with Patriots who aim at an enlargement
of the rights and liberties of the people by inflaming the
populace to acts of maduess that necessitate fetters,—pre-
tended heralds of frecdom, and actual pioneers of military
despotism ; we will call to mind the words of the prophet
Isaiah,—* A vile person must no more be called liberal;
nor the churl be said to be bountiful. For the vile person
shall speak villainy, and his heart will work iniquity to
practice hypoerisy and to utter error against the Lord;

| to make empty the soul of the needy, and he will cause

the drink of the thirsty to fuil. The instruments also of
the churl are evil ; he deviscth wicked devices to destroy
the poor with lying words, even when the needy speaketh
aright. But the liberal deviseth liberal things, and by
liberal things shall he stand.”

Such, I assert, has been the general line of conduct
pursued by the political erpirics of the day. And as s
the conduct, sois the process. I will seek no other sup+
port of this charge. 1 need no better test both of the men
and their works, than the plain question : is there one
good feeling to which they do—is there a single bad pas-
sion, to which they do not appeal ? If they are the ene=
mies of liberty in general, inasmuch as they tend tomake
it appear incompatible with public quiet and _persnnnl
safety, still more emphatically ure they the encmies of the
liberty of the press in particular; and therein, of all the
truths, human and divine, which a free press is the most
efficient and only commensurate means of protecting,
extending and perpetuating. 'The strongest, indeed the
only plausible arguments, against the education of the
lower elasses, are derived from the writings of these incen~
diaries; and if for our neglect of the light that hath been
vouchsafed to us beyond measure, the land should be
visited with a spiritual dearth, it will have been in no
small degree occasioned by the erroncous and wicked
principles which it is the trade of these wicked men to
propagate. Well then has the prophet made it a mark of
these misleaders of the multitude, not alone to utter error,
but “to utter error against the Lord, to make empty the
soul of the hungry!” Alas! it is a hard and mournful
thing, that the Press should be constrained to eall out for
the harsh curb of the law against the Press!—for how
shall the law predistinguish the ominous screech-owl from
the sacred motes of augury, fiom the auspicious and
friendly birds of warning? = And yet will we avoid this
seeming injustice, we throw down all fence and bulwark
of public decency and publie opinion, Already bhas
political calumny “joined hands with private slander, and
every principle, every feeling, that binds the citizen to
his country, the spirit to its ereator, 18 m danger of being
undermined. Not by reasoning, for from that there is no
danger; but by the mere habit of hearing them reviled
and scoffed at with impunity, Were we to contemplate
the evils of a rank and unweeded press only in its effects
on the manners of a people, and on the general tone of
thought and conversation, the greater love we bore to
literature, and to all the means and instruments of human
improvement, the more anxiously should we wish for
some Ithuriel spear that might remove from the ear of
the ignorant and half-learned, and expose in their own
fiendish shape, those reptiles, inspiring venom and forging
illusions as they list,

—_— “ thence raise,
At least distempered, discontented thoughts,
Vain hopes, vain aims, inordinate desires.”

As the plan originates in the malignant restlessness of
desperate ambition or desperate circumstances, so are its
means and engines a drag=net of fraud and delusion.—
«The instruments also of the churl are evil, he deviseth
wicked devices with lying words.” He employs a com
pound poison, of which the following are the main ingres
dients, the proportions varying as the case requres,
or the wit of the poisoner suggests. It will be enough
rapidly to mame snd number the components as in a
catalogue. 1. Bold, warm, and earnest AssCTUOLS, it
matters not whether supported by faets or no, nay, though
they should involye absurdities and demonstrable impos+
sibilities: ex. gr. that the amount of the sinccure places
given by the executive power would suffice to remove all
distress from the land. He is a bungler in the trade, and
has been an indocile scholar of his dark master, the father
of lies, who cannot make an assertion puss for a fact with
au ignorant multitude. The natural generosity of the
human heart which makes it an effort to doubt; the con«
fidence which apparent courage inspires ; and the conta-
gion of animal enthusiasm ; will ensure the }?el.\ef. Even
in large assemblies of men, highly educated, it s too often
sufficient to place impressive images in juxtaposition ;
and the constitutive forms of the mind ltsglf, aided by the
power of habit, will supply the rest. ~For we think by
causal connexions, 2. Starting particular facts which,
dissevered from their context, enable a man to convey
falsehood, while he says truth, 3, Arguments built upon
passing events, and deriving an undue importance from

the feelings of the moment, ~The mere appeal, however,
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