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doctrine.  Seventeen questions were proposed for | cording to Carist's ordinance ; that by the ordinance 1 unreal and distorted proportions. It was like viewing | which remains after every man has subtracted the doc-
consideration. Those who wish to see the whole | of Canrist, no man may take upon himself the office | the visible world through a window, one pane of which :;"I;i:”gam“ wll!(l)ch“he entertains a prejudice,&e.—Dew
paper, will find it in Durnet.; That summary is suf- | of public preaching, or ministering the sacraments, | was a large magpifying glass. Like all other parts of # “}’,"’ Pp- l; * A ol s oot ok
ficient to show, that these men were then Romanists, before he is lawfully called and sent to do the same : Ch_nstian doctrine, unity has its coumerpoise;. it re- dut then, in the end, all this turns out to be mere | ; o 4o party affect to deny this identity.
and hence these opinions are no evidence of what they | that by the same ordinance, the ministry, by whxc.h quires adjustment to the whole body of teaching; it w‘:;hﬂ- i i e 4 full salvation i 2. That, according to the terms of the proposed ‘
thought as Reformers. the word is to be preached and the sacraments admi- | must be viewed in connexion, subordination, f)rder. preacl:e’:iar(‘)iheies;zh‘:gl(c)ltl\szgf::le fthe ‘;'ac:::l::z“:\:x:: ::: evangelical union, the Church of England cannot be

The next paper usually cited in proof, bears date | nistered, is made to consist of three distinct orders, | So that to see unity regarded either singly, or without bl y 2

4 ; : : : : preaching * another gospel, which is not another,” —prove | 2dmitted to this new * Protestant Model of Unity ;" i
1543, and is drawn from a work entitled, * Z%e Ne- | called Bishops, Priests, and .Deacons; tha_t the§e regard to its gntistrophec (Arist. Rhet. i. 1) truth, we | that the union sought to be established must be an evan- | and that, be the principles of our Church what they ]
cessary Erudition of a Christian Man." This book | three orders, so divinely constituted, have existed in | must expect to find it very imperfect, maimed, one- | gelical union, for evangelistic purposes ; for it is a mis-

f which | th §.6 fi he ti f the Apostl ided, ind d, selfish 1 his | nomer, calling that a church which does not preach th 8y, anyhow they sre not of that protestant, and
: A s “ itution,”’ of which | t 3 h arisT from the time of the Apostles: | sided, indivj i selfis bjective n Lo LBk s g th ¢ i cac e g i i shich 3 .
was merely a revision of the Institution, ¢ e Church o p s individualized, selfish, subjective merely is Wedpel’; thi Sunfiieracy et be for the vesusoitatida ol truly evangelical calibre which is now desiderated.

1. That in the way of principle—though this is a i
mere truism—there is no difference between the
dominant sect in Scotland, and our own dissenters :

Poctry.

TO A YOUNG CHORISTER.
(From The British Magazine.)

The bird that hails first breathings of the Spring
Knows not the glorious summer-days in store;
Bat, filled with propheey, begins to sing
E'en while the ridges of the hills ave hoar;
And gladly utters her melodious part
In the sweet rapture of earth’s general heart.

Sing on, fair boy! the meaning of thy song

.

Will open on thee, as on Bethlehem’s plain
First chaunted to the lowly pastoral th,‘ung; 3
While the proud world heard nothing of the strein.
Like those good shepherds from my doubts I cease,
And hear an angel, through thy lips, breathe—** peace !”

Oh, when the music of thy life is closing,
*Mid recollections of the chauut divine,
Upon the bosom of Christ’s spouse repos.ing,
May all the comfort of the song hg thine!
May the sweet choir who chaunted first the lay
Breathe softly—* peace!” and bear thy soul away !

. ON THE ALLEGED PRESBYTERIANISM OF
THE ENGLISH REFORMERS.

. (From A View of the Organization and Order of the Pri-
mitive Church, &c.” by the Rev. A. B. Chapin, M.4.)

t\ It is said, that the Reformers of the Churc! ~* Eng-

. aud, (2,) that Bishops and Priests are not different
- of primitive order, and were, in fact, Preshyterian.—

© Tate from her; for those who have themselves sepa-
- Tated from Apostolic order, cannot complain if others
- Tollow their example. In proof of these positions, our
| Opponents are wont to quote the opinions of Cranmer,

\ %y something to the parpose for which they are quoted.

- 1d the Church of England hersclf] gave up, at
the time of her Reformation, one of the fundamental
~ principles of Apostolic organization and order—the
necessity of Bishops to the due organization of the
Church. This objection, as generally presented, di-
vides itself into two branches—that the English re-
- formers believed, and the Church of England taught,
(1,) that Episcopacy did not exist by Divine right,
that is, they believed it to be a human institution ;

orders of clergy. Now if these charges are true, the
English Reformers gave up one fundamental principle

And if the Church of England is Presbyterian, then
there can be no doubt that others have a right to sepa-

80d sundry others who were among the leading Re- |
Tormers of the English Church, in which some of them

Ve shall, therefore, inquire under what circumstances,
and for what purpose, the opinions which are quoted
In support of the above positions, were expressed, and
what and how much they prove.

It must be borne in mind, that @/l the Reformers
of the English Church had been edueated in the Ro-
mish fzith. A complete change of sentiment could
not be wrought ina day or 2 year. This change
must be gradual; unless, as often happens, it goes
from one extreme to the other. But such was not
the case with the English Reformers, and evidence of
their progress appears in the productions of the various
epochs of the Reformation. From this, it will be
seen, that the date of 2 document cited as evidence
on this head, is most material. If a given document
contains the opinion of Cranmer and others, who were
afterwards Deformers, while they were Romanists,
then to quote that as evidence of what the Reformers
thought, is gross misrepresentation.

To show hew these various documents came to be

we have spoken,§ revised and corrected by the King.||
The book was somewhat enlarged, and the doctrine
of purgatory omitted. In other respects, it taught
the same doctrines as the Institution, and in common
with that asserted, that Bishops and Priests were of
the same order, and this is the last we hear of that
opinion. ~ With this book, published five years before
the death of Henry VIIL, and seven years before the
compilation of the Book of Common Prayer, ends the
chain of authorities by which the Reformers of the
English Episcopal Chureh are to be proved Pr?sby-
terian. If, therefore, these publications are pertinent
to prove what were the opinions of the Refum.ters on
oue point, they are pertinent on another, and if they
prove anything, they prove that the Reformers of the
English Church believed in transubstantiation, seven
sacraments, sacrifice of the mass, auricular confession,
celibacy of ‘he clergy, monastic vows, commynion in one
Kind; they prove infuct, that the English Churclwau
not reformed, and that it is still Roman Catholic.
They prove this, or they prove nothing to the purpose
for which they are so often quoted.

Having examined the books published before the
reign of Edward VL, usually cited to prove the Pres-
byterianism of the English Reformers, we shall endea-
vour to ascertain what were the opinions of the Re-
formers of the Episcopal Church, concerning THE
Cuurce, and #ts minisiry; and for this purpose, we
shall only quote from authoritative documents, pub-
lished in the reign of Edward and Elizabeth. = Our
chef authority shall be the book of Common Prayer.
It will be borne in mind, that a distinct recognition of
any principle, or point of doctrine, IN A PRAYER, is
conclusive evidence that those who composed or
adopted fhat prayer, believed the * principle’ so re-
cognized, to be certain truth.

Tur Crvecn.  “Art. 19. The visible Church of
Christ #s @ Cengregation of faithful men, in the which
the pure word of Gow is preached, and the sacraments
be duly ministered, according io Christ's ordinance in
all those things that of necessity are requisite to the
same." !

Or Tue Mrvistry. “Art. 23. It is not LAWFUL
for any man to take upon himself the office of public
preaching, or ministering the sacraments in the con-
gregation, bejore he be vawxyLrny called and sent, to
execute the same. Aund those we ought to judge
leaofidly called and sent, which be chesen and called to
this work by men who kave public authority given unto
them in the congregation, fo cull and send ministers
into the Lord's vineyard.”

Trr MiNISTRY DIVINELY INSTITUTED. Collect at
the ordination of a Deacon.—** Armicnry Gob, who
by Thy divine Providence heth appointed divers or-
ders of minisiers 15 tay Cuvrcn.  Collect at the
ordination of a Priest—** ALmienTy Gon, giver of all
good things, who by Tuy Hory Seirit hast appointed
divers orders of ministers 1x Tuy Cuvrca.” Prayer
at the consecration of a Bishop.—* Armienry Gon,
giver of all good things, who by Thv Hory Serzir hast

produced, and that our readers may see how far they
are pertinent to prove the opinions of the Reformers, |
we shall aliude to the manner in which the English |
Ohurch was reformed. The £ istinguishing fea- |
ture of the inglizh eforma as the calm,
dispassionate, and deliberate act of the most pivus and
learned among the clergy, approved by the great body
of the lzity, while in other countries it was usually |
tha act of some rash and head-strong individual, op-
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Dosed to the body of the clergy. The second is the
mode in which they conducted their efforts for refor-
Mation, This we can not better state, than in the
lanmage of a historian of those days. He says:—
 First, the whole business they were to consider, was
divided in+o so many heads, which were proposed as
queries, and these were given out to the Bishops and
divincs; and at a prefixed time, every one brought in
his opinion in writing, on all the questions.” *

In this manner all questions relating either to faith
Or practice, were examined. When these opinions
had been handed in, the authors met and conferred
upen their points of difference, until they were able
to agree upon sometking to be laid before the convo-
cation, to be approved. by that body.f One of the
first of these conferences was held in 1537 or 1533,
at which a number of papers were drawn up. . Two of
these papers have been preserved by Burnet.} One of
them is entitled, “ A Declaration made of the fanctions
and Divine Institution of Bishops and Priests.”” This
paper is signed by Cranmer and a large number of
Bishops and divines, and contains the followiug pas-
sage. “In the New Testament there is no mention
made of any degrees or distinctions in orders, but only
of Deacons or ministers, and of Priests or Bishops.'§

The Institution of a Christian Man was compiled

from these papers,| and published the same year, |

|

appointed divers orders of ministers ™ Tuy Crurcn.”
PI 4

TuE MINISTRY CONSISTS 6F THREE ORDERS, Litany,

—%That it may please Thee to illuminate all Bishops,

that by the same authority by which these three or-
ders e;;ist, power and authority to call and send men
to preach the word and administer the sacraments, is
vested in the Bishop alone.

But notwithstanding the certainty of this conclu-
sion, there are some who still persist in urging other
reasons, to prove the very things we have so clearly
disproved. The principal of these we shall mention.
Thus it is said :—

1. That “Dr. Bancroft, chaplain to Archbishop
Whitgift, [first] divided off the Bishops from the body
of the Presbyters, and advanced them into a superior
order by divine right, in a sermon at St. Paul's Cross,
January 1,1588.”  Those who know what the Book
of Common Prayer teaches, know this cannot be true;
but all may not know, that in the sermon referred lo,
there is not one word on the subject.*

2. That “those who had been ordained in foreign
‘Uhurehes, in the reign of Mary, were admitted in Eli-
zabeth’s reign to their ministerial offices and charges,
and to legalize this, an act of Parliament was passed
the 13th Elizabeth, allowing of ordination of Presby-
ters without a Bishop.” No such act was ever passed
by the British Parliament. The act referred to, is
entitled, An Act to reform CERTAIN DISORDERS fouch-
ing the ministers of the Church.t The first section
enacts, that every minister under the degree of Bishop,
who had received ordination or consecration by any
other form than that prescribed by the Ordinal of Ed-
ward VI. should, in a certain limited time, subscribe
to the articles of religion, confessions, &e. &c. pre-
scribed by law, and in default thereof, should be de-
prived. Cne of the things they were thus required
to sign, was the Preface to the Ordinal. 'The second
section of the same act declares, that any minister
who teaches or preaches any thing contrary to those
articles, shail be deprived, and there is not, in the
whole chapter, one word about, or one allusion to or-
dination by Fresbyters.

3. “That Archbishop Grindal commissioned a
Presbyterian minister to preach in his Diocese.” —
This case of itself proves, that the English Church
did not 2liow his orders, for if it had, there would have
been no need of a commission.  Further, for this very
act and other irregularities, the Archbishop was sus-
pended.}

4. “That ministers from abroad, who had received
only Presbyterian ordination, were received in their
ecclesiastical cliaracter by the Beformers, without re-
ordipation.””  These lists usually include the names
of “Calvin, EKnox, Fagius, Bucer, Tremellius, Peter
Martyr, John A Lasco,” &c.  Of each of these sepa-
rately.

Of Cauviv. And (1) he never visited England,
and, therefore, could net have been admitted to their
pulpits; and (2) ke never was in Priest's orders,§ and,
therefore, could not have been acknowledged as a mi-
nister of Christ.

Krox was Episcopally ordained in the Romish
Chureh, before becoming a reformer,|| and was, there-
fore, upon the same footing with the rest of the re-
formers.

Facrus. Of Fagius, little is known, as he died

Priests, end Deacons, with true knowledge and under-
laiatsg of 1ay word.,”  Lallect ai orawmng @ s/ea~
con—* And didst inspire thine Apostles to choose
into the order of Deacons, the first martyr, Saiat Ste-
phen, with others, mercifuily behold these Thy ser-
vants, now called to the lite office and administration.”
Coliect at orduining a Priest—* Mercifully behold
these Thy servants, now cailed to the office of the
Priesthood.’  Prayer at the consecraiion of a Bishop.
— Mercifully behold this Thy servant, now called o
the work and ministry of a Bishop.”  Litany at ine
ordination of Deacons or Priests—That it may
please Thee to bless these Thy servants, now to be
admitted to the order of Deacous,”’ [or Priests.] Li-
iany at the ordinetion of @ Bishop.—* That it may please
Thee to bless this, our brother elected, [to the office

5

| of Bishop,] and to send Thy grace upon him."” Pre;-
| face to the Ordinal — It is evident unto all men, dili-

gently reading holy Scripture and ancient authors, that
from the Apostles’ time there have been these orders
of ministers in Curist's Church—Bishops, Priests,
and Deacons.”

BisHOPS SUPERIOR TO THE OTHER CLERGY.— 1 his
follows from the above, for, if Gop has “appointed
divers orders of ministers in his Church,” the different
kinds of ministerssodivinely constitatedand appoimed,
of necessity belong to the “divers orders;"” and the
first order must be superior to the second, or any sub-
sequent order, so that Bishops must be superior to
every other order. This superiority is recognized
throughout the whole Liturgy.  Prayer for the clergy
and people, used both in the morning and evening

service.—** Send down upou our Bismors and other

This book contains the paragraph we have conied | clergy, and upon the c(xf)gregzzt‘ions comr:r:itte'q to their
from the foregoing “declaration,” and is one o{‘l the | charge, the healthful spirit of Ihy‘grace.. T'he same
authorities usually cited by Anti-Churchmen. Wi, | Superiority is recognized in the than‘y,'m the 'F(”"” of
how much fairness it can be thus quoted, our readers i consecration of a Bishop, and ordaining Priests and

can judge, when we tell them, that this book, compiled
from these documents, and signed by Cranmer and
thirty-six of the most learned of the clergy, established
the Romish doctrine of  Transubstantiation, commu-
Bion in one kind, celibacy of the clergy, auricular con-
fession, seven sacraments, and purgatory.** In all
?binp they proved thewselves siaunch Papists, save
in the single item of the Pope's supremacy,

] ) and per-
haps the su.bj.ect of monestic vows. This, therefore
was the opinion of these men as Romanists, not 241

Reformers, and the man who quotes them as such, is
either too ignorant to write, or too dishonest to be
trusted.

The next document in point of chronology, cited
to prove the Anti-Episcopal wotions of the English
Reformers, bears date in 1540. The history of that
paper is as follows. In 1539, the King proposed six
questions to the clergy relative to points of doctrine;
in answer to which, they asserted the doctrines of
“Transubstantiation, communion in one kind, celibacy
of the clergy, sacrifice of the mass, auricular confes-
sion,"” &c.tf Upon these answers the act of Parlia-
ment, called “the bloody bill,”” was passed, an act
which sent Protestants and Romanists to execution
upon the same hurdle. The complaints under this
act, caused a new commission to be issued the same
year, to re-examine the various points of disputed

* Bur. Hist. Reformation, vol. L. p. 372.

+ Bur. vol. L. Par. 1, pp. 372—374.

t Hist. Ref. vol. L. Par. 2, Add. No. 1 and 4.

§ The Papists, to avoid the charge of having created a new
order in the ministry, contend that Bishops and Priests are of
the same order, the Pope alone constituting the third order.
This point was hotly debated in the Council of Trent. On
the part of the Pope it was contended, that all ecclesiastical
authority was derived from St. Peter, who alone derived his
authority from CuristT. And those who, with the Archbi-
shops of Grenada and Paris, held that all the Apostles, and
consequently, all Bishops, derived their authority from Carisr,
were told, that they thus took away the authority of the Pope,
and that it was idle to pretend that the Pope was head of the

Church, and yet to lold that there was authority in the Church |

{ Deacons, in the Crder of confirmation, in the Rubric
‘ in the communion service, in the thirtieth article, and
in numerous other places. Indeed, this distinction of
order between Bishops and Priests, is uniformly kept
in sight, throughout the Liturgy and Articles.

Who “ LAWFULLY CALLED AND sunt P —“Art. 36,
The Book of consecration of Bishops, and ordaining
of Priests and Deacons, as set forih by the General
Convention of this Church, in 1792, [ia the English

ward the séxth, with which the American Book agrees
in every important particular, except in slight verbal
alterations,] doth contain ail things necessary to such
consecration and ordering. Whosoever are
consecrated or ordered according to said form, we de-
cree all such to be rightly, orderly, and lawfully con-
secrated and ordered.””  Preface tc the Ordinal, esta-
blished by the foregoing Article—* It is evident unto
all men, diligently reading holy Secripture and ancient
authors, that from the Apostles’ time there have been
these orders of ministers in Curist’s Church—Bi-
snops, Priests, and Dgacons. Which offices were
evermore had in such reverend estimation, that no man
might presume to execute any of them, except he were
first called, tried, examined, and known to have such
qualities as were requisite for the same; and also by
public prayer, with imposition of hands, were approved
and admitted thereto 2y lawful authority.””  The
“lawful authority” here meant, is, of course, the au-
thority prescribed by the Oydinal, that is, the Bishop.
We learn, therefore, from the foregoing, what were
the opinions of the framers of our Litirgy, that is, of
the Reformers of the English Church, AS REFORMERS,
concerning THE Cuurcw, and its ministry, and also
what is the opinion of the Church itself. They were
as follows:—

The visible Church of Curist is a congregation of
faithful men, in the which the pure word of Gop is
ipreac}wd, and the sacraments be duly ministered, ae-

| Prayer Book, lately set forth in the time of King FEd--

very soon after be arrived in Epgland.§[
Do 6d & FOUIEICALL Lrteny s Tpto. poasy

ordained, before joining the reformers.**
Treygrrivs, an Italian Monk, was Episco?ally or-
dained a Priest, before becoming a reformer.Tt i
Putgr Martye had been Episcopally ordained in
the Romish Church, before becoming a reformer. 11
Joux A Lasco had never received Episcopal orfii-
nation, and was never received into Episcopal pulplts.
But Eqward and Cranmer, desirous of patronizing
eminent reformers, though they did not adopt Episco-
pacy, issued a commission authorizing A Lasco and
four other “foreigners, to preach to their countrymen,
in certaip chapels erected for the purpose. :
Thus much for this charge, which cur readers will
see by this time, is wholly unfounded ~ The Episco-
pal Chyreh never has renounced the divine institution
of Episcopscy, nor has she ever acknowledged the
orders of any one who hagd not been Episcopally or-
dained

UNION OF SECTS.
(From The Engtish Churchman.)

“Tly en a plusieurs qui errent d'autant plus dan-
gereusement, qu'ils prennent une vérité pour le prin-
cipe de Jeur erreur. Leur faute n'est pas de suivre
une faugseté; wais de suivre une vérité & I'exclusion
d'une qutre. Il y a un grand nombre de vérités, et
de foi, et de morale, qui semblent répugnantes et
coniraires, et qui subsistent toutes dans un ordre
admirable, La source de toutes les hérésies, est
exclusion de quelques-unes de ces vérités; et la
source Qe toutes les objections que nous font les
hérétiques, est l'ignorance de quelques-unes de nos
vérités, Et d'ordinaire il arrive que, ne pouvant
concevoir le rapport de deux vérités opposées, et
croyant que I'aveu de I'une renferme 1'exclusion de
P'autre, ils s'attachent a I'une, et ils excluent I'autre.”
“ There are several of these (sects) which err the more
dangerously, because they take a truth for the prin-
ciple of their error. Their fault is not in following
a falsehood, but in following one truth to the exclu-
sion of another. There are a great number of truths,
both of faith and of morality, which appear repugnant
and contrary, and which subsist all in admirable order.
The source of all heresies is the exclusion of some
of these truths, and the source of all the objections
which the heretics make to us is the ignorance of
some of our truths. And usually it happens that,
not being able to conceive the meaning of two dis-
similar truths, and believing that the avowal of the
one strengthens the exclusion of the other, they at-
tach themselves to the one, and they exclude the
other.””—(Pascal, Pensées, art. xvii. 13.) And the
same deep thinker may well afford an application of
this principle: ¢« Unité, multitude.—La multitude
qui ne se réduit pas & I'unité est confusion. L'unité
qui n'est pas multitude est tyrannie.”” “ Unity, mul-
titude.—The multitude which does mot reduce itself
to unity is confusion. The unity which is not multi-
tude is tyranny,""—(Ibid. 101.)

A very remarkable instance of the truth of Pascal's
sentiments occurs to us at present.  During the last
few years, for reasons upon which it would be imperti-
nent in this place to enlarge, the great Christian duty,

- and, if duty, then privilege, of Unity has been brought

before thinking minds. But, to look at this single
doctrine out of its connexion with the great body of
Catholic truth, were, of course, to find it exhibited in

* Const. Higt, Eng. vol. L. p. 504.

t Stat. 13 Eliz. c. 12. pp- 546, 547.

1 Strype, Life Grind.

§ Beza, Life Cal. Spon, Hist. Geneva, L. iii. p. 243, cited

in Bayle, Hist, and Crit. Dict. vol. IL p. 264. Leti, Hist.
Gen. vol. IIL. p, 41, in Bayle, ubi. sup. Maimbourg, Hist.
Calvinism, p. 64, Ib.

| Rob. Scot. vol. I p. 238.  Biog. Univers. vol. XXIL p.
499. Encyc. Am. vol. V1L p. 341,

is one reflection suggested by certain very popular
and extended hankerings after this truth of Christian
unity.

And another thought arising from the same subject,
is, what a wonderful testimony to the doctrine itself,
as, indeed, to all other christian truths, are those blind
stumblings jn the dark which all bodies out of the
catholic fold are now making after unity. ~The simple
fact, that all men yearn and thirst after a thing, proves
its everlasting truth.  The human mind cannot for
ever be deprived of any essential part of itself, which

gospel truth, &e.—Ibid. pp. 30—32.

And the conclusion, if any reader of the Dew of
Hermon could by a happy though rare ingenuity, piece
out a conclusion from its disjointed rhapsodies, would
seem to follow, that the orthodox bond of union, the
‘“faith once delivered to the saints,”" issome, vet future,
edition of the Westminster Confession, which should
embrace in its loving folds all true professors of the
¢ Evangile,”” whether they called themselves © Preshy-
terians, Episcopalians, Congregationalists, Moravians,
Wesleyans, Welsh Methodists, Swiss Protestants,

all highest trythis. And thus, when left -alone, un-
contrmlled by the pervading and comprehensive life
of the whole body of the Church’s teaching, men take ‘
up with the catholic faith in detached fragments, |
labelled and catalogued specimens, as it were, of l
doctrine, laid byin cabinets, acquired singly, examined, :
and ther put aside. *“ All the denominations’’ cannot |
generalize, cither separately, or collectively, their
doctrines into any consistent scheme, because they

Anmerican churches, from Regent-square, Great Queen-
street, Bedford-row, Surrey or John-street Chapel;
Brainerd, Martyn, and Carey; Daiel Rowland and
George Whitefield ; John Livingstone and President
Edwards; Dr. Harris and the Hon and Rev. B. W,
Noel, m.4., author of the Unity of the Church, another
"I'ract for the times,"" (pp. 27, 28; 23—38), Dew of
In other words, the three eatholic creeds

are not partakers of that one life of the one spirit,
which animates and circulates throughout the whole
living body.  And thus, where they maintain this or
that truth, their adherence to it is but temporary ; it
is felt to oe only isolated,and formal, and partial ; its
light soor burns out, and some other expedient, some-

must give way to some yet fature embodiment of Lu-
theran justification, with not a word about the sacra-
ments, judgment according to works, the holy Catholic
Church—but with a great deal about faith, assurance,
and the like.

All this, of course, did not come out in words, bat

3. By thus excluding the Church of England as
such, the projected union of sects has pronounced its
judgment, that certain familiar doctrines, viz. 1. The
doctrine of justification; 2. Of regeneration; 3. Of
the sacraments; 4. Of the apostolical succession—
are the true and undoubted doctrines of our Chureh,
(whether they are “Popish or Tractarian,”" is beside
the question,) and are marked out as grounds of re-
Jection from the new covenant: and, therefore, that
they who in the Church, oppose, deny, or explain
away such doctrine, are unfaithful to their own avowed
principles : friends and foes alike being judges.

4. Which is obvious—That it ought to be a most
inspiring thought, that we have that unity, for which
all parties without the Church are pining and wasting;
that we have the “one body' as well as the “one
spirit,” the “one mouth,” as well as the * one mind:"’
and that it must be ours to preserve the “unity of
the Spirit in the bond of peace.” :

And, 5—which requires caution both to say and
to receive—That all these endeavours after a more
extended intercommunity on the part of a sectarian
body like the Scotch establishment, should realize to
us the great duty of endeavouring to restore true. uhity,
a practical living unity (not that theoretical paper.

thing else to rely upon, must be found.
all sectaran bodies is but a succession of convaulsions;
such vitaity as they have, is, for the most part, only
what they have from the one great body, and bave
retained from it during their separation. Dut such
life is very brief; an amputated limb quivers fora
time, even the muscles play, and the nerves may re-
tract—there is a ghastly mockery of life ; but this
only threugh a derived, not a self-inherent vitality.
Pluck a branch from a tree, to use St. Cyprian’s famous
figure, and it will look green, and healthy, and deceit-
ful, for a few days. Hence, as in Wesleyan Metho-
dism, the superior energy of a schism in the first days
of its existence ;—the old life has not yet altogether
died out ir it.  But hence, also, the unsatisfying way
in which schismatics take up shreds of truth; suc-
cessively, as separate detached truths; not simul-
taneously, as but varied developements and phases of
the one life of the one Church.

At present, however, we would take the fact of such
various, and sometimes conflicting views of unity, not
so much as destructive of sectariauism, as constructive
of the Catholic doctrine. That all men, of all par-
ties, cenverge, so to say, to the doctrine of unity, as
to a common centre ; that all men declare this to be
the unum necessarium ; that all men bear such impar-
tial testimony to its need, shows, at least, that christian
unity is a truth—a fact which some of us were in a
fair way of denying, Shadows, however differently
projected, prove the existence of a body somewhere ;
mock suns demonstrate that the true one is shining.
And thus it is, as has been often said, if the Church
be silent, men will counterfeit her voice; erroris sure
to substitute itself when truth is inactive. If we
decline to teach, be it but a single unit of christian
doctrine, heretics will take it up, appropriate it, and,
by living on it, succeed—for a while.

S'o. that, in every way, we must expect a subtle op-
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up another, and that its own, imitation of the truth
and call upop all men to bow down before the false
church.  Again, where we are unfaithful, the world
will appropyiate our neglect, and preach that one for-
gotten teuth—for it is truth still—and yet not saving

feel after it and find it.”

UNION OF SECTS—CHURCH OF SCOTLAND.
The movement in the Church of Scotland, so long
apparently internal, and confined within that Church as
to its immediate results, has begun to operate in a more .
influential manner, as being now about to affect divectly | t0 M€ more extraordinary than that the Madonna
the Christian community without the mere pale of her should have usurped in all Roman Catholic countries,
We cannot but regard with much at-
tention such an important phenomenon as the report of
the commission of the General Assembly on the subject Trini T
of an external union of the Presbyterian Churches with rnity. PR such respect to the imemory of the
! The bicentenary of the West~ mother of our Lord as we owe to a creature selected
Jnuulluyst;elr8 :gsserlntbl.y of Divin:stof 16l4%, v:;lltzc:nr l;(r)lc Il;e?; by the Spirit of God for the mysteries of the incars
y . is proposed to celebra at e nation, $¢-hi i :
London; and the proposition now is, that not only should R y C llghl._v proper; and by the be\.ter mforme.d
the Presbyterian Churches of America, Scotland, Ireland, | floman Lat rolics, perhaps such respect is all that is
and Epgland, join in such commemoration, but that a offered. . At the same time, none can be so blind as
:(l)lr:):’l:e?:;;)catilgn ajhonlt'si bgl?tterltlpted of dgleﬁatefegxi‘gl: not to perceive that the honours assigned to the Ma-
: EAAMRCUONLINEIS AR COTORT I MICK :| donna by the Italians i iffes
Some difficulty appears to have preliminarily suggested d ) e A gene'xal, are of a very diffe
This is attempted to | FE0L description; Are they in danger? Upon her
be g()tten over by the adopnon of a nega(ion of error, t,hey call for help. ]]l\ve they experienced any nignll
rather than an ‘assertion of truth.. We conceive the | deliverance ?
matter to be of such importance, that we shall give this
portion 9f the report in full, as to the three points eon-
sidered important in the view of this commission:— i ¢
“1. The parties whoare to convene:—1.. These should | commonly in her name—their first exclamation of
not be mere volunteers, or self-constituted representatives
of any section of the Christian Chureh, but individuals
duly named and commissioned by the respective bodies . .
in whose names they are to sit.—2. The bodies so naming for by the nature of the rehglor.n of ancient Rome =
commissioners should be either the supreme assemblies | It may be remarked, that Gentilism comprehended a

Pedtisaubliesacry,in yast variet}/uﬁf ‘{'3 ! eI:sq );J;SE:) some of which were noi

own communion.

other evangelical sects.

itself as to a creed to be adopted.

Srienahesey hishdweg &
association or society which is understood virtually to be
the bond of union, and the centre of action among any | £ "V
number of evangelical Christians.—3. By correspondence | divinity, than the greatest of the gods of the other

among the Churches having recognized organs, and by | sex. On the contrary, the superiority of females was
the appointment of a joint committee for this purpose,

consisting of members of different Churches, this pre-

truth, for iy excludes all other truths; it is but solitary. liminary point, as to the bodies which are to send com-
if we circylate good coin, Antichrist will counterfeit | missioners, and as to the number of commissioners to be
it, and pass off his mere base-metal forgeries. If we | $¢nt by each, might be arranged and settled.

bury the gooq coin, he will dig it up, and issue it him-
sell, putting his own image and superscription upon it.

“Il. The terms of meeting:—1. Great difficulty might
be felt in framing anything like a generul creed or con-
fession of faith, in which all the commissioners should

Some ingtances of this SP“fi"“S unity may be useful | concur. There are obvious objections to the statement
toourreaderg, Inthe Scotch Presbyterian establish- | of essential truth, in terms more wide and_compyehenmw
ment a very remarkable move in this direction is now than thegezsl'ﬂl ((Tlhurches have adop;ed in tl}elr}:'_espec-
. & . | tive standards, and ¢ i ifest danger of schism or
in progress. Of course the present miserable dis- 4 Here is mahife g

of latitudinarianism in such an attempt.—2. Butin entire

sensions in this body have been productive of very | aceordance with the spirit of Protestantism, as well as
singular ang opposite results: indeed, to apply our | with the exigency of the times, it "As conceived that such
previous refection, it seems as thoagh its first derived | @ body of commissioners from vanou;‘evgngle s dtenn(;
life were alyeady neerly exhausted. And thus minds minations, might harmoniously and effectively meet an

concur in a statement of errors renounced and opposed,

vx'uiously gifted and privileged draw off in diffcrent | rather than of truths held. And the errors which would
divections ; gome, like Mr. Marshall, retrace their | require to be specified are of such a nature, that tf!xe mere
steps, and geel for peace where alone it is to be found, | denial of them would be a sufficient guarantee for sub-
" 3 . i Patthics h

in commuypjon with Yhe' Cathdlic CHirch's thebe’ ‘of stantial soundness of faith—3. These errors are chiefly

course are characters of the higher and more obedient

of those kinds, and the terms might be §tate<_i in the form
of a protest against Socinianism, or Rationalism, Popery,

temper.  Some, again, seek for union, experience | and what is called_ Traetarianism. - The protest would
having proved the hollowness of their own sect, with | thus embody a denial and renunciation (1) Of Socinian
“ othier’ commanions.” And this s 6or fonnediate and Rationalist principles, as these affect:—1. The i~

point.

spiration and interpretation of Holy Scriptare. 2. The
doctrine of the Trinity, 3. The person of Christ. 4.

At first, this scheme of comprehension between the | The doctrine of ;?e Atonement. (2) Of P((i)pishlpr.in-
Scotch Pegpyterians and English Dissenters was very ciples, as these affect:—], The supreme and exclusive
remotely ang covertly hinted at; it is only very lately authority of Seripture. 2. The doctrines of the Mass,

that it has taken bodily shape. Ina sermon, * Chris-

"Pransubstantiation, Purgatory, &e. 3. The power of the
Priesthood, Auricular Confession, Supremaey over Civil

tian and Ecclesiastical Unity, preached at the Scots | Rulers, &e. (3) Of Popish and Tractarian principles,
Church, London-wall, on the 21st of April, 1841, at | s these affect:—1. The doctrine ,;i Jg“‘f?*‘“"“f' -
the opening of the 8ynod of the Presbyterian Church The doctrine of Regeneration. 3. ‘he coctrine of Bie

in England in connexion with the [so-styled] Church
of Scotland, by the Rev. James C. Burns, late Mode-
rator of S_ynod," some vague plan of union was
broached, but very obscurely. Throughout the chief

Sacraments. 4. The Aposmlicnl Succession, and the
Catholicity of the Church,

“IIL The objects to be sought by such 2 meeting: 1.

The exchange of mutual and brotherly affection among
various bodies of Protestants might be expected to

The life of thinking people saw that it must come to this, if these ‘f""y with which, in England, we have !)e?n long
08 dife 0L o estions had, oqleers InteRARE t& Haveithy it c?ntent_) among all true branches of Christ's Holy
It was gratifying, on the one hand, to dis- Catholic Church; and that we are all concerned to.
cover that warm-hearted men felt the need of unity, heal the breaches in the great communion of saints
and that they were groping for it, “if haply they might wheresoever or by whomsoever caused or continued.
On the other hand, it was :
sad, however natural, to find that such union was but projected schemes of compr chension, lately mooted
the veriest dream ; and yet some curiosity was felt to by the common English dissenters.
know how the new “league and covenant’ would be|
worded ; what would be the residuum of doctrine, after | HEATHEN ORIGIN OF THE WORSHIP OF
“all that was denominational” had been evaporated.
We are indebted to the Church Intelligencer for the | (From “ Vestiges of Ancient Manners and Customs dis~

On some future occasion, we will examine other

THE BLESSED VIRGIN.

coverable in' Modern Italy and Sicily,” by the
Rev. J. J. Blunt, B.D.)

—

Few phenomena in the Christian world have seemed

but particularly in Italy and Sicily, so much of that re~
verence which is only due to the three Persons of the

To her influence it is ascribed. The
most splendid of their processions are dedicated to
her glory——the oaths they utter in conversation are

wonder or of grief is, Santa Marial Whence does
all this proceed?  Perhaps it is only to be accounted

ess power ects of propitiation an
prayer, not placed in a lower rank in the scale of

established in Egypt as a civil and religious institus
tion, and the same order is observed in Plutarch's
treatise of Isis and Ositis. (Vide Gibbon, vol. v. p:
103, note.) A precedence thus given to the female
deities in Egypt, would probably have its operation
in Italy also; a proposition of which no person will
entertain much doubt who has cbserved the propors
tion which the gods of the Nile bear in every museum
of Italian antiquities to those of Greece aud Rome,
Indeed, when Isis and Serapis were united in one
temple in the capital of Italy, priority of place was
assumed by the queen. It is natural, therefore, to
suppose, that mankind, long retaining a propensity to
relapse into idolatry, would endeavour to find some
substitute for an important class of beings, which had
for so many years exercised undispuced empire over
the ifinds and passions of men; who, from climate
and temperament, were perhaps peculiarly disposed
to render the fair portion of the inhabitants of heaven
a chivalrous obedience. “I'he religion of Christianity,
however, a8 it was taught by our Saviour and his ime
mediate followers, afforded no stock on which this:
part of heathien mythology could be grafted. None
of the three Persons of the Trinity could, without'
much effort, be moulded into the form of a goddess;
and the circumstance, that some ancient heretics
actually did maintain the Holy Ghost to be a female,
only serves to show the reluctance with which man=
kind bade adien to that sex as objects of worship.—
On the other hand, the Virgin presented such an.
opportunity as could hardly escape the penetration of
any age, much less of one which could call * Bare
naba‘s Jupiter, and Paul Mercurius, because he was'
the chief speaker.”' And indeed we find that a sect

part  the sermon, the common topics of mere sub-
Jectiv: unity, in affection, practice, and good intentions
and sncerity, are urged in a tame, diffusive style;
but it the second part, p. 13, the application of
this daty to formal, objective, visible union, is very
singulir and contradictory. Churches in which are
reckond * Episcopal, Independent, Wesleyan Metho-:
dist, Fstablished, Veluntary, &c.” are said to have
more points on which they agree than * those in which
they dffer.”  We hear much of “minor denomina-
tionalpoints of difference ;" and at length it is settled
that tiey ali have “one Lord, one faith, one baptism,”
whict is @ most startling and unexpected discovery,
to say the least of it. However, no nuclens of union
was yet suggested, perhaps not contemplated ; any-
how things were not ready for developing the scheme.

Next, from the same quarter, comes a sermon, or
tract, (we believe the latter,) with a somewhat fan-
tasfic title, “ The Dew of Hermon; or, the true Source
of Christian Unity. By the Rev. James Hamilton,
Minister of the National Scotch Church, Regent-
square ;' and a very wild, dreamy, pseudo-poetical
composition it is, And, at the same time, self-con-
tradictory i the main principle, to dignify with such a
title phrases of the yery vaguest and most conven-
tional character, is Mr. Burns' subjective unity, the
“ yunity of believers, without reference to mere denomi-
national distinctions;”’ (delightful phrase that of
« depominational distinctions,”’ and so seriptural tool)

And we find, from a recent advertisement, which
we subjoin, that the scheme is taking bodily form
while we are writing.

Ux1oN or Cugistians.—A public meeting will be held
of ministers and Christians of different Evangelical de-
nominations at Craven Chapel, Marshall-street, Golden=
square, on Monday, the 2d of January, 1843, at eleven

Yet, even Mr. Hamilton at times (and this, perhaps,
because he is a far abler man, even bating the most
turgid n0nsensical diction that we ever read, than his
neighbeur of London-wall,) suspects that all his fine
words nean nothing. The following seems noticeable,
and, asfar as it sounds, true :—

The Rev. Dr. Cox, the

strengthen and encourage the several Churches in the | of persons, named Colyridians, arose amongst the
ood work of the Lord,” 2. While the meeting would, : " Cad b4 N
gf course, be Strictly precluded from all authoritative A{;:z‘lblsns,kbefore yheve~nd. of the fourth century, who
interference in the affairs of any of the bodies represented | OH¢TeC cakes to the Virgin Mary as a goddess, and
in it, and while controversial discussion on matters on the Queen of Heaven. (Vid, Jortin's Becles Rem.
which they differ must necessarily be avoided, a freein- | vol, i. 832.) When we consider, therefore, on _lh?
terchange of advice and consultation might be encour_ag‘ed. one side, the natural disposition of converts from Pa-
and, by prayer and the searching of the Word of God & file Rt Yii hily had
together, light might be expected to be cast on the prin- | S3MSM to mingle an confound the religion they
ciples of our common faith, and the duty and prospects | quitted with that they had espoused; and, on the
of the Church at large in the present critical state of the | other, the willingness which sincere but ill<judging
world. 3. The various missionary operations of the
several bodies or churches would furnish an interesting : dati &5 the'® i
theme. 4. The spectacle might be exhibited of Protes- | {0 come to an ‘accommodation Wi € L agans, i
tant unity, as distinguished from Popish uniformity and | hopes that time and improved knowledge might lead
latitudinarian compromise. 5. Out of such a meeting,
besides the immediate advantage, of a suitable comme=
moration of the Westminster Assembly, and a pleasing 4 P 3 P
opportunity of brotherly fellowship iryx' the Lorg, some | 80d much of th-e.revcrence which attached to the se-
plan for future fellowship and eo-operation might avise.” | veral female deities of old, B’hOUlq have been concen-
It will be observed by the terms of the above document, | trated in favour of the Madonna.  An error so likely
that no portion of the Church of England could be in-
cluded in this assembly. We do not know whether this
arose from necessity or design.

Christians, such as Gregory Thaumaturgus displayed

them to a purer faith; (Vid. Suicer. verb. ewwv.) we
shall not be surprised to find that many of the rites

to arise in the common course of things, was perhaps

Itis not indeed probable | confirmed by the title of Ocoroxoe and Mater Dei
that any, even of the least ecclesiastically wide-bound, | [Mother of God], which was assigned to the Virgin

and most spiritual [?] portion of the Church of England, | without seruple, till the famous Nestorian controversy
would feel inclined to take any part in the proceedings
of such a body in its present stage,— Irom * The Dublin

brought the subject into debate, and occasioned the
council of Ephesus in 428, which, after all, decided
that the term might be used with propriety.

As this epithet in Pagan times was applied to
Cybeley and as that goddess, from her primitive re-
gard for the ancestors of the Romans,

(Tlincas Mater amavit opes—
Tlium, the mighty Mother ever loved)

o'clock, as declarative of their fellowship in Christ on WIENER I8 pe;:ul}tar hot}our e ?apxtnl of thie woild,
the ground of their common faith in the fundamental| 304 celebrated there w"th a magnificence agreeable to
truths of the Christian religion. ‘The Rev. W. M. Bunting, | the importance of her character— :

the Rev. Dr. Harris, and the Rev. James Hamilton, of
the National Scotch Church, will deliver addresses in
reference to the above topic.
Rev. Dr. Steinkoptf, and the Rev. P. Latrobe, will con-
Itis i orthodox union. Any price is too little to pay | duct the devotional parts of the service. Those who are
for such @ blessing, except the faith once delivered to the | interested in the object of the meeting are hereby invited

Tlla Deos peperit...... cessere parenti,
Principiumque dati mater honoris habet—
Qv. Fast. iv. 360.
The gods she bore—to her the immortal race
Resign’d the honours of the foremost place—

T n——

{ % N a ; . gaints. If it be ag n what platform the Church is | to attend. The doors will be opened a o so does it seem almost inevitable that some ¢o! i
not derived from him. (Fra. Paolo. Hist. Coun. Tr., L. vii.) | 3,2 “,:s" ‘5;5 ‘1‘{],' " 132;(') 2, pp- 256—303. Strype, B. i p. 94 Bur. Hist. Ref. vol. 1L p. 116. likely at last to ul:;??é?owe answ‘:zr. On the platform osf o'clock. v i in the minds of half-enlightened erso?nl: :leozls{::mn
|| Strype, Ann. B. 1, c. 41, p. 315, and App. No. 88. e s W s ** Encyc. Am. vol. 1L p. 206. orthodexy. The latitudinarian unity which surrenders All this seems very significant ; and i sequence of e 1 Pd i s

** Strype, Ann. pp. 311,315, Bur. Ref. vol. I Par. 2, pp. | § Strype, . 577 ++ Bossuet, Hist. Prot. cit. in Trav, Trish Gent. p. 241, n. | truth fo peace, and purity for quiet, is not. the unity for : Sty Tery SbEAckak i 'whd we would e} LLRORIERNPIN 66 40, SinglST Sadeeiils. o S
375—398. | Bur. Ref. vol. 1.  Hallam, Cons, Hist. Eng. vol. T. pp. 79, | Strype, Ann. B. ii. c. 18, p. 387. which t1e Saviour prayed. Far from fancying that the from it the following brief reflections, which may fur-| A few independent facts which 1 can mention, may
h tend to give additional weight to this opinion.

tt Strype, Ann. B. 1, C. 47, pp. 361, 362. 110. 3 Encye. Am.vol. VIIL p.312. Bow. Lett. vol. L p. 204. | creed of the united Church will be that scantling of truth | nish us all with profitable and carnest thoughts:



