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¢ good way, and walk therein, and ye shall find vest for pour souls.”
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Prog: TESTIMONLAL.
‘*df“r“’“' to his departure from Dundas, where he
ﬁhug I&‘?“}e time been acting in_the capacity of As-
the . 'DiSter, the Rev. Wm. Logan was presented
‘u‘a""w of

 Calmer’s Dictionary of the Bible,” as

PUpils of the Rev, Mm. McMurray,with a hand-
Wony of their « affectionate regard,”?

ENGLAND,
- _— .
THE BISHOP OF LONDON'S VISITATION.

On Saturday morning, November 2nd, the Bishop of
London commenced his Visitation in St. Paul’s Cathe-
dral. Divine Service commenced at eleven o’clock;
and, after the Prayers, a Sérmon was preached by the
giee‘l,v:i Henry Mackenzie, Vicar of St. Martins-in-the-

s.

The names of the Clergy haviug been called his

Lordship proceeded to delive): the foﬁowing '
CHARGE.

Rev. BRETHREN,—On this, the sixth occasion of my
calling you together to hear the words of Pastoral ad-
monition and advice, I feel an unwonted degree of
anxiety and difficulty in addressing you. - Events have
recently occurred deeply affecting” the character and
well-being of that branch of the Universal Church in
which it is our privilege to mmister, of such a nature
that while it 1s impossible for me to pass them over
without notice, it is difficult so to speak of them as not
to give offence m some quarters where I would not wil-
lingly awaken any feeling of displeasure. - But looking
to the present position of the Church, and to the uneasi
ness and disquietude which agitate the minds of many
of its most attached and thoughtful members, I feel that
Lshould be wanting in my duty if I did not declare my
opinions with great plainness” of speech; but, at_the
same time, I desire to do this in a spirit of gentleness
and forbearance, ang to say nothing which may serve to
increase or perpetyate the unhappy divisions which
cripple the energies and impair the usefulness of our
Church, and enable our adversaries to assail us with
weapons of our ows forging. May the Holy Spirit,
whose office it is toteach God’s faithful people, grant
us to have a right judgment in all things, and especially
in those which concern the peace of His Church,

GORHAM ¢:*THE BISHOP OF EXETER.

_ T proceed at oice to the most important of the ques-
tions upon which it will be my duty to touch ; that which
has arisen out of the proceedings of the Ecclesiastical
Courts in the case of Mr. Gérham v, the Bishop of Exe-
ter. T donot intend 1 enter at length into the history
of those proceedings, nor into @ fninute examination of

the judsment delivered by the Judicial Committee of |

the

- iVLCOunei], or, more properly speaking, the re-

by them te Her Majesty the Queen. But I

feel myself bound to explain to the Clergy of my Dio- |

cese the reasong which induced me to withhold my ap-
Rryalofthatreport: and § am desizous of offerjng angza
it, which I would hope may tend to quiet in some mea~
sure the minds of those who laok upen it as in a high
degree injurious, if not absolutely fatal, to the character
of the Church, as the keeper and dispenser of God’s
Truth.
THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE,

When, in obedience to Her Majesty’s commands, I
attended the first meeting of the Judicial Committee, I
had not read Mr. Gorham’s published account of his ex-
amination by the Bishop of Exeter, nor was I aware of
the extreme opinions which he had avowed. I went
into the inquiry with the expectation of finding that he
had not transgressed the bounds of that latitude which
has been allowed or tolerated ever since the Reforma-
tion. - Had such proved to be the case, I could have ac-
quiesced in a judgment which, while it recognized that
latitude, should have distinetly asserted the doctrine of
Baptismal Regeneration, in the proper sense of the
words, to be the doctrine of our Church. But havin
read, with great attention, Mr. Gorham’s publication,%
found that it contained assertions wholly irreconcilable,
as it appeared to me, with the plain teaching of the
Church of England and of the Church Universal in all

o '

‘Che Judicial Committee of the Privy Council have

stated that Mr. Gorham’s doctrine appears to them to
as follows :—

“ That Baptism 18 a Sacrament generally necessary to
salvation, but that the grace of regeneration does not so
necessarily accompany the act of baptism that regenera-
tion invaraply takes place in baptism; that the grace
may be granted before, in, or after baptism ; that bap-
tism isan effectual rign of grace, by which God works
invisibly in us, but only in such as worthily receive it ;
in them alone it has a wholesome effect, and that with-
out reference to the qualification of the recipient it is not
in itselfan effectual sign of grace; that infants baptized,
dying before actual sin, are certainly saved, but that in
no case is regeneration in baptism uncorditional,”

Had this been 2 full and accurate account of Mr.
Gorhami’s opinions o the subject of baptism as set forth
by himself, and had the reasoning, by which the Judg-
ment of the Judicial Committee is supported been omit-
ted, in part at least, I might have felt less difficulty in
assenting to the judgment.” It certainly must be admit~
ted that regeneration does not invariably take place in
baptism, if such admission be limited to the case of un-
believing or impenitent adults, and that the giace is not
so restrained to the rite, but that God may, if it so please
Him, grant it separately from the rite, and that it is an
effectual sign of grace to them only who worthily re-
ceive it; the question being whether all infants are wor-
thy recipients; and, ’ﬂ:ﬂ}y, that in no case is regenera-
tion in baptism unconditional, the question being what
are the conditions 10 be fulfilled.

But Mr. Gorha’s assertions are not fully nor ade-
quately represented by the foregoing statement. His
real errors, as I consider them to be, are of a more seri-
ous nature ; being, @ far as I ean understand his Jan-
guage, not merely of & doubtful tendency with reference
to the Churel’s doctrine; but precisely and dogmatically
opposed to that doctrine.  These errors are passed over
in silence by the Judicial Committee in their elaborate
report to the Queen; 2 silence which is, in one point of
view, satisfactory; Insmuch as, if it does not expressly
condemn the error$ M question, it certainly does not
expressly vindicate 0T In terms sanction them. ¢ Mr.
Gorham,” says the Judicial Committee, * maintains
that the grace of regeneration does not so necessarily
accompany the act of baptism, that regeneration invari-

ably takes place in baptism ; that the §race may be
granted before, in, or after baptism.” It is true that
Mr. Gorham asserts this in some of his answers ; but in
others he goes much further, and adyances positions from
which it follows as a necessary inference, not only that
there may be cases in which infants are not regenerated
in and by baptism, but that they are in no case so rege-
nerated ; that infants, duly baptized, may be regenerated,
but that, if they are, it is before baptism, by an act of
prevenient grace; and that so they come to baptism al-
ready regenerated ; that forgiveness of sins, the new na-
ture, adoption into the family of God, the being made
‘““members of Christ, children ot Ged, and inheritors of
the kingdom of heaven,” are benefits conferred on
* worthy recipients,”— notin baptism; but by an act
of prevenient grace given by God before baptism,”—gq
making them worthy recipients of the rite; that baptism
is so far an effectual sign of God’s grace bestowed be-
forehand, implanting ‘a hew nature, and strengthening
and confirming faith in him. Thus, according to My,
Gorham, the strengthening and confirming of faith is the
whole of the spiritual grace bestowed in baptism, evep
on worthy recipients; faith, forgiveness of sins, regene-
ration, the new natuse, and adoption into the family of
God, have been all bestowed upon such, if at all, before.
baptism.

It did not appear to me possible to reconcile such
statements as these with the plain and unequivocal
teaching of the Church of England as to the nature of g
Sacrament. They seemed to me to be a plain denial of
that which the anrch asserts, that an infant is made
in and by baptism (not before nor after it) a member of
Christ, a child of God, and an inheritor of the kingdom
of heaven. If there be any meaning in words, those
| statements are express contradictions of the truth thu¢
in a Sacrament the outward and visible part, or sign, is
a means whereby we receive the inward and spirityal
grace, as well as a pledge to assure us thereof. If thig
theory of Mr. Gorham’s be true, then is baptism no
longer a Sacrament according to the Chureh’s definitiy,
nor can we, with a safe concience, continue to teach gur
children that Catechism which yet the Church declares
is to be learned of every one oty her members. It ap-
peared to me then, that those assertions of Mr. Gorham,
{ which were passed over by the Judicial Committee, but
| to which T could not shut my eyes, went to deprive holy

I‘ baptism of its sacramental character, and utterly fo
evacuate its peculiar and distinctive grace. I am not
| now considering, nor was this the questior. before the
| Judicial Committee, whether Mr. Gotham’s theory }
| defensible g5,heir 7 sargistant avit vty ior), butv et
| it be agreeable to the dogmatical teaching of the Church
| of England ; whether it can be reconciled with the de-
| duction which she has drawn, in accordance with the
rimitive Church of Christ,from the Word of God,the one
nfallible source of truth? Now, that Baptismal Regen-
eration, including in that term the remission of original
sin and the implanting of a new prineiple of spiritual
life, is indeed the doctrine of our Church, s, to my mind,
so plain that I find it difficult to understand how any
person can persuade himself of the contrary. I would
repeat, with reference to this question, the observation
contained in my Charge delivered to the Clergy of this
Diocese in 1842 :—

“In the interpretion of the Articles which relate
more immediately to doctrine, our surest guide is the
Liturgy. It may safely be pronounced of any interpre-
tion of an article which cannot be reconciled with the
| plain language of the Offlces for public worship, that it
1s not the doctrine of the Church. The opinion, for in-
stance, which denies Baptismal Regeneration might pos-
sibly, though not without great diﬁicult{, be reconciled
with the language of the 27th Article : but by no
stretch of ingenuity nor latitude of explanation can it
be brought to agree with the plain unqualified language
of the Offices for Baptism and Confirmation. A question
may properly be raised as to the sense in which the
term Regeneration was used in the early Church and by
our own Reformers ; but that regeneration does actually
take place in baptism is most undoubtedly the doetrine
of the English Church ; and I do not understand how any
Clergyman who uses the office for baptism, which he
has bound himself to use, and which be cannot alter nor
mutilate without a breach of good faith, can deny that,
in some sense or other, baptism is indeed the laver of
regeneration.” :

I cannot for a moment admit that the Articles contain
the whole doctrine of the Church of England.

“ The Book of Articles,” says Bishop Pearson, * is
not, nor is pretended to be, a complete body of divinity,
or a comprehension and explication of all Christian doc-
trines necessary to be taught, but an enumeration of
| some truths which, before and since the Reformation,
have beer denied by some persons who; upon their de-
nial, are thought unfit to have any cure of souls in this
Church or realm.”’ '

It was argued by Mr. Gorham’s courisel that the
Book of Common Prayer is ta be cousidered simply as
a guide to devotion, not as defining any doctiine ; but it
appears torme to be a perfectly inadmissible supposition
that, in a solemn act of ‘worship, and especially in the
celebration of a Sacrament, any point of doetrine should
be embodied as a certain and acknowledged truth, about
which the Church entertains any doubt. This would
surely be nothing short of addressing the Author of
Truth in the language of falsehood. On the contrary,
the assumption of a doctrine, as tiue, in a preseribed
form of prayer or thanksgiving to God, is, in fact, the
most solemn and positive assertion of that doctrine which
can possibly be made, = Will any one maintain that if
the Articles of i eligion had contained no direct declara-
tion of the doctrine of the Holy Trinity, it would not
have been express? and most solemnly asserted by the
Church when she directed her members to pray to the
“ Holy, Blessed, and Glorious Trinity, three persons and
one God,” or that because the special work of the Holy
Ghost in the economy of man’ssalvation, that of renew-
ing him in the inner man, is not in terms asserted in the
Articles, it is, therefore, not asserted by our Church
when she instructs us to pray that, having been regene-
tated and made ‘the childrén of God by udoption and

<

| grace, we may be dnily renewed by His Holy Spirii ?

I do not understand hoyv any Clerﬁyman can doubt
whether the Liturgy is binding upon him, in respect to
doctrine, when he remembers the solemn declaration
which he has made in the face of the Church :—

T do hereby declare my unfeigned assent and con—
sent to all and everything contained and prescribed in
the book entitled The Book of Common Prayer.”

Not only you will observe, his consent to use it, but
his assent to everything contained in it. Again it is
prescribed by the Act of Uniformity, that every lecturer
shall openly declare his * assent unto, and approbation
of, the said Book of Common Prayer ; and to the use of
the prayers, &c., therein contained and prescribed,?—
words which are quite incompatible with the notion that
nothing more is required of the Clergy than to declare
their readiness to use the Book of Common Prayer. Dr.
Waterland, speakinE of the case of Arian subscription,
says of Dr. Samuel Clarke :—

“ He was sensible that Articles, Creeds, and Litur~
gies, must all come into account, and all be reconciled
(if possible) to his hypothesis. He made no distinction
hetween the truth of this and the use only of that, well
knowing that truth and use are coincident in a case of
this high moment, and that he could not submit to the.
use of the prayers but in such a sense as he thought
true.”

But all doubt as to the bearing of the Book of Com-~
mon. Prayer upon questions of doctrine, at least with
regard to the Sacramexnts, is removed by the express
language of the Canons, The 57th Canon distinetly:
and authoritatively refers to the Book of Common
Prayer as declaring what the doctrine of the Church is:
with respeet to the two Sacraments :—

“The doctrine,” it says, “both of Baptism and of
the Lord’s Supper, is so sufficiently set down in the
Book of Common Prayer to be used at administration
of the said Sacraments, as nothing that can be added
unto it that is material and necessary.”

This is a direct assertion that the Baptismal and Eu-
charistic Offices are dogmatic as well as devotional,
and were this authoritative declaration wanting, we
should protest against the notion that, in the most
solemn acts of prayer and thanksgiving to God, our
Church should have permitted herself to employ the
strongest and the most unqualified words, without in-
tending them to be understood in their natural senge.
This non,.indeed, says no more than had heen said
by Bishop Ridley, in his Last Farewell, written just
hefore his martcrdom:— #4 :

infinite goodness and abundant mercy of Akifl?;f.‘;‘;\

God, great substance, greatriches of heavenly ireasure,
great plenty of God’s true and sincere Word, the true
and wholesome administration of Christ’s Holy Saera-
ments, jhe whole profession of Christ’s religion truly
and plainly set forth in baptism, the plain declaration
and understanding of the same, taught in the holy
Catechism to have been learned of all true Christians,”™

I need not consider the comparative authority of the
Articles and the Book of Common Prayer in questions
of doctrine. We are bound to admit the truth of both
documents, If there be anything which wears the
semblance of contradiction of diversity between the
two, we may be sure that the framers of the Articles
did not intend it ; and, with respect to the two Sacra-
ments, the express declaratigm of the Canons put forth
fifty years after the publication of the Articles, is de-
cisive as to the point that they are to be interpreted in
accordance with the plain langnage of the offices in
the Book of Common Prayer. If there be any ambi«
guity or want of precision in the Articles, as to the
effect of Baptism, it is, I think, our obvious duty to
have recourse to the office for the administration of
that Sacrament, for the purpose of ascertaining the
Church’s mind on so important a point of doctrine.

It is not my intention to discuss at length the mean-
ing and force of the 27th Article, nor would I deny
that its language is less precise than that in which
many other doctrinal questions are stated and deter-
mined ; but I eannot believe that, if theve be anything
ambiguous in that language, such ambiguity was in-
tentional, and studiously employed for the purpose of
leaving the construction of that Article to'the private
persuasion of individuale, considering that the purpose
for which the Articles were designed was stated 1o be
** the avoiding of diversities,” not merely in teaching,
but of opinions. Moreover, if there be some obscuris
ty in the language of the 27th Articie, when taken by
itself (an obscurity which ceases to exist when that
part of the Article which relates to the baptism of
adults is distinguished from that which coneerns in-
fant baptism) there is none when it is read in connex-
ion with the 25th, which declares the Sscraments to be
** not only badges or tokens of Christian men’s profes-
sion, but certaiu sure witnesses and effectual signs of
grace and God's giod will to us, whereby he doth
work invisibly in us.”  Therefore baptitm is an effec-
tual sign of grace in us—that is, a sign producing the
effcet which it represents, and by baptism God doth
work invisibly in us. 1 would refer you also to ano-
ther of the Articles, which seens to me very clearty
to indieate the sense of those who framed them as to
the spiritual cffects of baptism. - I meuan the 16th Ars
ticle, © of sin after baptism.” Itsays :—

“ Not every deadly sin willingly committed after
baptism is a sin agaiost the Holy Ghost, and therefore
uupardonable. Wherefore the grant of repentance is
not to be denied to such as fall inta sin after baptism.
After we have received the Holy Ghost we may depart
from grace given and fall into sin, and by the grace of
God we may arise again and amecd our lives.”

It appears to me to be an unaveidable inference
from this Article that its framers couvsidered the re,
ceiving of the Holy Ghost to be unifurmly an effect of
baptismn, where no bar existed on the part of the reci-
picut, and th's inference is rendered cortain by the
language beld by Cranmerin 1538, - * Because,” he. .
says, **infants are born with origival sin, they have
need of the remission of that sin 3 and that is so res
mitted that its guilt is taken awny, slbcit the corrup-
tivn of nature, or conenpiscence, remaining i this life,

.



