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. PELIX NEFF IO HIS FLOCK.
My friends— my Alpine flock! . On'you -
" My dying looks are cast ; ‘ =
:For soon the voice of him ye knew. - |
And lov’d; shall speak its lnst,

Ve

: But, though o shadow scarce remain
" Of this elastic forn, -
That otice could Urave the hurricane,

" And ineet the freezing storm—

[ am not weak! : Celestial strength
" Supports ine in my puin—, C
Upheld by Him, whose arm at leugth "
© - Shall 1aise me up ngain,
And though:beneath our snowy rock
My enrthly labours cease— :
: Another to my cherished flock,
Shall break the bread of peace,

Yes, though my flecting hours be told—
*'Though1, the watchman, slecp;
A bettor watch [ leave my fold.—
The Shepherd of the sheep!”
‘ Gansier Osszaven,

——

CIRCUL

Sero——

AR TO THE CLERGY OF THE
DIOCESE .OF QUEBKC. '

CONCLUDED,

Let us now examine some authorities.
The writers on* Ecclesiastical- Law, whom

I have had the means of consulling, such as
:Gibson, Burns, and Grey, although they all
Areat, of course; of Clerical habits, and .Burns
“gometimes descends to_ details, speaking, for
example of bands, as an irregularity in" his
‘judgment, to be referred for its origin o the
“times of puritanical swn{,"—aﬂ‘ord no light,
ithat T can find, upon the present question.
Their mention of the surplice does not- touch
“the point of preaching or not preaching in it.
The hislorians,. annalists and’ biographers
who treat of the affairs of the Church of
Lngland, such as Fuller, Collier, and Strype,
all of whom furnish a mass of information and
‘many minute particulars respecting the pu-
ritanical objections to' the preseribed habits,
.and the proceedings of aunthorily “in relation
Ao the di}ﬁcullics thence created, supply no-
thing,so far as I believe from having searched
:those portions of their works which scemed
most to my, purpose, which'-can help to dev
ermine the question, unless it be found - in
C«the Advertisements drawn up. by "Archbishop
"Parker;. given' by ‘the last. of - these three
“writers, and issued in1564; from “which: an

: t is here subjoir : e

munyon in Cathedral aud Collegiat
the. Execior, with Pisoler

16 coopes, hut surplesses. -
h diPrebenddri
1 Pr , cathedral
church, to'weare theire hoode. S
1 ¢ Ttemi=—That ;everie " Mynyster, . saying
' any publique prayers; or mynystrimge: the - sa-
e eyramentes, or other vites of the Churche, shall
apeare o comelye surples with: sleves; to be
provided at the chargis of the parishe.  And
that theye provide a decent table, standinge
on a fraime, for the communyon-table.’’f

- T think it is the plain and natural inference
from the direction that the Cathedral digni-
laries are to wear a surples with ahood in the

uier, and when they ‘preache {o- wear their
Zaorl, that the hood iu this latter case, is un-
derstood o be worn arithout the. snrplice,
And I farther think that when a direction
immediately. follows ' that’ ‘every minister
saying any public prayers or ministering the
sucraments or other riles of the. Church shall
wear a surplice, this' ministering of  rites
cannot be . understood - to "include “preaching,
which act-if it had been in contemplation
here, would have been mentioned nominatim,
as in‘the. articlé -immediately preceding.
Preaching, as is well known, was far from
being any - standing  concomitant in  those
daysyof the' public’ services, nor was: it an
net which the Clergy at large were qnalifiéd
fo perform, " 'The . Adyexiisements and’ the
58th Canon scem to me to throw light upon

each other, " - ", PR _
- I'am much confirmed’in. these impressions
by a document in'a'detachéd form which is
in my own possession,} to which | am unable
to affix" a precise date, bitt “which appears
evidently to belong to the time of the Stuarts,
--and which I-regard:as: curious -and’ valunble,
because, while it will*he-seen “to -contain a
POSLTIVE INJUNCTION from” the ‘ Royal ‘autho-
‘rity," (o 'be “carrieéd -into “effect’ through the
- Bishops, to prEACH 1N THR GOWN, it affords|
most convincing evidence; at the same time, |-
how'lit{le (25T Hiave above pointed out,): the

“ founded ;i withs; puritanical’ :leanings,—the |
.- whale ol the Insiructions..(for 'so they are
. cailed;) to-which Lhere refer; . which are. of
o a-stringent: character,. being: manifestly- - lex
- velled ;:against i those. wery . {endencies ;. anid
.. Whereas.wa:now. hzar.the gown,in. the pulpit,
i ' [ Geneva, it is here,
e Thig wne potnted o to i
-4 These ndvertisemonts’
1 spolling, in Neale"

[ the’ gown fofupre:ac_b‘ir’xg,'

hoodeiin The quicy'y .‘
‘ d

-perior dignity ¢
Ve . . . .

maintenaice of this practice ought to: be con-|:

pedient. -

. gown fo ot the . surplice,
which is set in opposilion o the Geneva cloak.
L have been unable, thus far, to find these in-
structions in any book.. They are' in’ black
letler and contain what here follows ¢ :

2. That every Bishop ordaine in his Di-
ocesse, that every Lecturér™doe read Divine
bervncg according to the Liturgie printed ‘by.
Authority, in his Surplis and Hood before the
Lectures. HERT S 3

3. That where a Lecture is set up in a
Market Towne, it may be read by & company
of grave and orthodox Divines neere adjoin-
ing, and in the same Diocessc, and that they
preach in gownes, and not in~ Clokes, as too
many doe vse.”? - ‘

Among the authors who have explained
and defended the whole system, ceremonies
and usages of the Church of England, the
great Hooker treats in his fifth book of Altire
belonging to the Service of God, and Nichols
has a chapter on the surplice and other ecclesi-
aslical habils ; but 1 can trace nothing which
indicates the garb used in preaching.

The same remark may be made upon . the
works on the English Ritual which I have con-
sulted namely, those of Sparrow, Wheatley,
Comber,* Mant, Shepherd, Palmer and Jebh,
wilh the exception of the last. This writer by
whose beautiful work on the Choral Service
of the Church of England, publishedin 1813,
I hope that this Diocese, as well as ‘others,
may derive profit, and whose recommenda-
tions I ‘have already in some instancés of a
slighter kind adopted in my “own practice,—
stands opposed to the use of the gown in

reaching. 1 am little desirous of breaking a
anco - with so accomplished a champion,
but aflter exhibiting his sentiments upon the
question, ! shail shew ‘also some reasons in
addition 1o those which' have been already
adduced, for inclining strongly to the opinion
that he is mistaken. v

Respecting the vestment and copet which
the ofliciating minister is directed to put on
when he passes to the administration of the
comtnunion, he speaks thus :—

1 must honestly confess that I can find no
argument to justify the disuse of these ancient
vestments, so-expressly enjoined by autho-
rities to which. all clergymen’ profess ‘obedi-
ence, except that rule of -charity: which, as
Bishop Beveridge expressed it; is' above  ru-
bricsy that loving regard for ‘the edification
of the peaple, to which every rite and cere<

mony should feni:?

Ky ‘c"u’sé'ofﬂ;ie”go\‘v:ﬁin, the pulpit, - k

ne o bielconsidered as
e service

Ty;distant Limey t g AR ;
asions, just as the. resident members "do’”
the Uriiversities, but, the use of which  has
-béen gradually more and more curtailed.’ At
least it'is 'now only the full dress of the
Clergy. " Itis;however, now commonly te-
garded as. the preaching robe: and thus,
while the change of dress, prescribed by the
Church when passing from {he Matins.or Li-
lurgy 'lo the Communion, is allogelher ne-
glected, this absurd practice is’ considered” as
regular aid legitimate. It has been alleged,
indeed, that while preaching, the minister is
teaching in his private. capacity, and there-
fore, that he.ought to wear ‘a less official
dress.  Bul i ought to be remembered -that
though permitied a discretion in the sermon
not allowed in the prayers, of using his own
words, this is a public official ‘act, just as
much prescribed as any . part of the - office,
and that (except in Colleges, where there is
a special exemption by the Act of Uniformity)
il i3 as gieat an irregularity to omit the Ser-
mon on the mornings of Sundays and Holi-
days, as any part of the Liturgy. 'Now, in
Cathedrals and Colleges- the surplice is al-
ways worh when preaching. \\-‘Ry should it
be different in Parish Churches? = '=°
Lot et ke Archdeacon Sharpe,
in one of his well-known'Charges, vindicates
the custom of preaching in the surplice, then
common within his jurisdiction, on the ground
that it is the privilege of ‘the’ Clergy; the
surplice heing, of course, a’ garment of su-
othe gown, ;' * - *o e
b ot 86 The use of the gown,
however, it is most likeély, had "its: origin in
a puritanical dislike to the surplice.”?

“-Now the. first .observation. which :it here
occurs to make in.the applicationof these ex-

* The work of Déan Comber is hardly of a na
ture to ufford information upon a point like this,

. 1 Wheatley treats the vestment and copeas the
same thing under different names. The differenoc
between - them, ‘however, is shewn' i Valmer's

only the cope, and; differing in this from the re-
gulutions preseribed by 2 Ed, VL, (which also

give' the  option between them, ) “limit the usu of
thi:copa: to’ Catliedral  and- Collegiate:: Churches.
1 should, forany own part, feel no sort ot objece
tion‘ia seo them ngain generally in- use; if-ever

the sibsidenta’of préjudices “shonld: muke- it - ox-
R E PR ERTTRIEE
he mistake of the: Prosbyter in supposing; that

‘the praetice in Cathedrals must be a: pattemn: for,

Parish Churebés, Wil ppear front”a - conmpniigon
of the 2dth and 23 Canons, * with* the. §8th, 1t

-And then there immediately follows this per-
‘mission thal'in all olher places every minister
'shall be'at liberty to use any surplice or no;
:and dlso a recommendation to such "as . are

Origines Liturgicie.” The Canons of 1603 mention |/ Graduates, ” that,“when they " predch, they

tracts to the remarks of'. the Presbyter, is, that
if the Clergy are bound.in conscience to. wear
the surplice in preaching upon ‘the . principle
of obedience to rubrical, wuthorily, the 'same
principle will more distinc!ly bind them to the
adoption of the alb and cope. in - administering
the holy Cominunion, the intention of the rubric
being much less questionable in this instance
thanin the other.* And if the salvo of Bishop

Beveridge can supply an exemption from the
use of those obsolete vestments,  the recent
occurrences in England, in relation to the use
of the surplice. in the pulpit, shew that it
would be equally available’in this case as a
dispensation, even’ if the .arguments were
much stronger than 1 consider them {o be in
{gwomj of the rubrical authority for the prac-

ice. o

[ would also observe that whercas a change
of dress made during the Service is' much
insisted upon in certain quarters, as an ob-
Jection to preaching in the gown,—it will be
seen here that upon the very principle of fol-
lowing, at all hazards, the letter of the rubric,
anolher change of dress is found to be imposed, f
and the omission of it is mentioned in the
foregoing extracts, as aneglect, Now if the
change be proper in passing from one portion
of what may more properly be called the
sacerdotal acts of the clergy, to. another (al-
though one indeed of a higher order) it would
seem, a fortiori, to be admissible in the trans-
ition toa performance which is the minister’s
own, interposed belween different. parts - of the
prescribed forms. I conceive, in opposition
to the view . taken by the Preshyter, that
preaching in itself, is very obyiously distin-
guishable from a rite, properly so called.t A
rite is described, ‘indeed, in one of the de-
finitions of Johnson, of which the correct-
ness, as far as it goes, cannot be disputed, as
a solemn _act of Religion.  But although
every rite is a solemn act of Religion; every
soleinnact of Religion is not arite. I'he Latin
ritus and the French rit, from whence the
word rife comes to us, would not, | think, le
accurately used in an” application simply to
the act of preaching, although they might be
applied toits prescribed circumstantials,

In the consceration of Bishiops, both accord-
ing to rubric ahd received: practice, a change
of dress is madé during the services.

* Lhave only | two' works il my -conumand
writlen exclusively wpon the - Rubric.  One of
these is the' collection of Charges by Arch-
deacon- Sharpe,§ ‘to, which the reference i
made by the Rev, Prebendary. Jebb 2 the other
is.a work published in 1841, njder the title of
(ppeal-lo.the Rulric by the Rev, S. Rowe,
of Crediton, and is designed practicall
nforce.a greater rubrica tnes
b, Lappr
y -from i‘r}:;collé

s

Vi

: v
be“seen, so [ his en~
deavours: for. -Feconciling  ‘theiclergy ‘to. the:
practice, wilhin' his particulor juvisdiction,
where it had,"at that time; prevailed from
having been formerly. introduced by o higher
anthorily ; ‘but” his own judgment, is. very
decidedly and strongly on ‘the other side. He
speaks as follows : EO

-1 .
vindicates it a8 to use.

1. cannot dismiss this article, withont
giving you another remarkable instance of the
prevalence of custom in these sort of usages,
under the approbation of the Ordinary ; and
the rather, because it is an instance that falls
within the subjact of the present Canon, [the
58th] and is also.of pecular consideration to
us of this diocese ;. in" which alone it is to be
mel with—1t is the constant use. of ‘the sur-
plice by all preachers in their pulpitsy and
it is said to have taken rise: from an- opinion
of Bishop Cosins, that as surplices were to be
worh at all times of the 'miaistration, and
preaching was properly. the ministration of
the ‘word -of God, -therefore surplices were
to be worn in- the pulpit as well;as in the
desk, or on other.occasions of the ministry.-
% One cannot speak. otherwise "than with
reverence.and due respect o the - authority
of so great a ritualist as Bishap Cosins was—
Yetit is-manifest there is nothing in our Ru-
brics, that doth directly authorize this. usage,
or in the:Canons- that  doth .counténance it;
nay there is something in both which would . dis-
courage, if not - forbid, such a practice.  The
Canons limit the use of the surplice - fo the
public’ prayers, ‘and “ministering -the "sacra-
ments, -and ‘othervites of the Chureh ; so
doth our Rubric concerning habits, if it be
strictly interpreted of King -Edward’s' order
inthe second: year of his’ reign’;:for there.
the surplice is only used.at maltens, evensong,
in baptising and burying .in parish: churches.

should use such hoods s vertained -to: their
several “degrees. - Here _then is sufficient
swarrant forusing a-hood without u’surplice,
as is done to this day at the "Universities, but
no appearance of authorily for: the use of - sur-
‘plices in the pulpit.. 1f it he sail that: a cus-
tom has prevailed “over:the  Kingdomy for
Bishops/to'wear™ their-habits ' of “ibinistiation
‘whensoever they preach; whether thicy offi- |
ciate in‘otherrespects” or not; and:that the
inferior Clergyi-canniot - follow’ a helter: e

H [

| our vergraled. Diccesan shoi

" 1% Laglly—1 now.come to a_subje

indeed closely

<[ and eyan

ample ; it may be answered, that' what the
‘Bishops do in this respect is founded “on an-
cient ~ Constitutions. ' By the - Canon ‘Law
they were obliged to wear-rochets, as their
distinguishing habit, whenever they appeared
in publick ; thouglh - since the Reformation
they have not-used- to wear them any ‘where
in_publick but in"the Charch and in the
House of Lords.. And it'is more proper they
should continue the use of their publick habit,
.whensoever they preach, for the . bhetter . dis-
tinction of their characters. on  that occasion
from those of the inferior pastors :  seeing
there is no suflicient distinction preserved in
their ordinary habits. : '

% Ally then, that | would ohservc:upon this.

custom of preaching in surplices, is, that none
of us are obliged to it ; though at the same
time I intend no censure of the practice—For
itis certainly decent, and- with -us without
exception, though it be nowhere authorized,
otherwise than by a prescription within this
diocese.> .

In the work of Mr. Rowe, the following
remark appears, in the form of a note :—

% There appears great . propriety in the
custom followed by some clergymen of wear-

ing the surplice on the three great festivals of

Easter, Whitsuntide and Christmas, in the
pulpit as well asin the reuding-pew and at th
Communion.?? '

Iam by no means prepared lo subscribe to
the opinion here expressed : but that is not
the question : what [ wish you to observe is
that this writer on the rubric, manifestly re-
gards the occasions to which he refers as’ ez-
ceplions, and therefore approves upon all other
orcasions of the use of the gown in the puipil.

And here I close my authorities, which
have been pressed forward more hurriedly,
and therefore with less advantage than |
conld have desired < but they may. be suf-
ficient 10 satisfy you, that in recommending
to vou a year ago, that you should not hastily,
and upon’ your individual responsibility, in-
troduce in the mafter here under consideration,
what was a marked novelty in this Dieccese,
I was notrecommending what was calculated
to do violence to your consciences, or pain-
{ully to place you between coullicting ¢laims
upon your obediénce, . Iwas not acling: in -a
manner to warrant the venting ‘up. and dewn
through the Province for discussion’in taverns
and steamboais, the’ statement ‘of a° Clergy-
‘man, that if he-and’ bis brethren dake ke
authorized direclions of the: Church: for. their
guide, they will be ueling contrary to’ the ie-
commenddtion. (farther on called thie unhappy
tecommendation) cof the:Bishop; although e
Lio is- bound by the same divéctions, and there=
Tore they must abey the orders of: the) Clurch;
howevermuch it may. pain’ them to neglect
imendalion:fronso - hiy quarte
u
ld fave::
himself.so fully-in. opposition lo the  plainest
divections that could be penned;; &e.y and lonce
more, that decply anid-even wilh tears [must il
be lamented that -our beloved  Chicf Shepherd
should -have -issued any recommendalion: like
this, &e. o

Itis very obvious that all these strictures,
whether just or otherwise, will apply to the
Letter of our Metropolitin, as well as to my
own Circular. To  bim, however, I doubt
not that the Presbyter would apply, with- all
the ‘heightened ' meaning which is due, the
terms of affection and respect serving to
qualify the censure which he has undertaken
to pass’ upon bLis Bishop. ~TFor these I am
ohligedto him.  Bnt coupled as they are with
that censure, conveyed in such. expressions
as are quoted above, I hope that'T shall not
be making an ungracious return, if 1 say’ that
he may find some cause for .weeping nearer
home than in the proceedings of the authority.
set over him ; some reason, but not kinc, that

yoagainyitha

ille lacryme should flow. Ispeak this in no

unfriendly ¢pirit towards my unknown’ as-
sailant. - His best friends, I believe, would
wish such a conviction to be wrought within
his mind. - IR . ‘

If the lot of the Presbyter had been cast in
a Diocese, where the, fences of order and
unity had been thrown open, observances de-
preciated, or solemnity -of effect in the minis-
trations of Religion disregarded by -its gov-
erning - authority,—there ‘might - have “been.

"more colourable plea for his proceeding. "But

I'may. appeal, I think, with some confidence
to my brethren, to shew that no sich plea: s
this can be advanced.  No example has ever
been:set by the :Bishops of this Diocese, of
laxity in Church principle or accommodation
in religious proceedings to latitudinarinn dnd
pseudo liberal views. And long beforé” any
movement was niade in:the Church 'to carry
us along with it.in the - correction” of ‘neglect
and:. irregularity:cin-the pouls. just . above
stated, your present:Bishop, being * then: your
Archdeacon, addressed you thus:. e

¢t which,
falls within my peculiar province—iwe must
be faithful.in the; correct and -reverent, pers
formance of the-ordinary and
ties of our { i

ast preceding observations ;
rms ‘and. offices ol the ; Chur arged

the'l
ol Of 1l | y purg
mthe gorgeous: pageantry of

superstition, yet. clothed “with,
solempiiy”of: extener, aind-s

l

committed | d;

form of prayer ‘and: benedictioni~consigning.
the dead back again. to the dust, from iwhich
they. sprang—or " administering; - in. cases -,
‘where it is right'to do so, the comfort:of . the
Lord’s. Supper tothe sick. and ‘dying—our
Teelings of seriousness . and. ‘devotion, instead
of prompting us.to treat- externals with .con-
‘tempt, should - teach us to prevent  all - offen-.
sive contrast between the “sacredness of ‘the
occasion, and the circumstantials of -the ,per-
formance. - Let'us -avoid; therefore,” every
appearance of haste, of irreverence, ‘of slo-
venliness,—every - tendency - towards “the
disuse of grave and decent formalities and
distinctions in dress or-otherwise, which were
prescribed by -the - Master-builders of . our
Zion; and not be-teo ready to construe ‘any
incommodious circumstances of’ a local. cha-
racter'as furnishing a dispensation -to - depart
from rule-; wor suffer precedents to creep -in
which may produce undesirable. alieration in
the received usages of the Church.. ‘
¢t 1 will take one example: only, to come
more closely to the point and distinetly .to
illustrate what I mean : I will suppose a bap-
tism to be performed—one of the infants
whom our Redeemer would have folded in
his arms,—to be presented to. his Minister
that it may be marked for his own:—Some
trifling inconvenience .is alleged, (I would
yield the point if it were severe,) as an ob-
Jection to bringing it to the Church: this sa-
crament is therefore administered perhepsina
tavern—some vessel is produced which is ‘in
daily use for household purposes—the clergy-
man is in a- burry, and he appears. without
any distinction to mark his office :—I ask
whether the associations which attach to the
ordinance are likely :to be -as serious, as if
the rite were administered within the couse-
crated walls of the House of God, the water
received in a decent font, the clergyman
marked to the eye of the ‘lcholder, as one
who is appointed to minister in holy things 17
—TVisitation Scrmon preached before the lale
Bishop, 1832, :
Again, quite independently of any action
of a purty or echo of a strain raised in other
quarters, but simply and-purely as the result
of reflections of very long standing in my
own mind and of my own sense of duty, -
spoke thus to you:in my primary. ‘Episcopal
Charges T wieaild e s
% In secking “to. recommend -the. Church, -
according to our bounden duty, in the eyes of :

‘pressive by the manner ‘of ‘performing them;:
and by ‘the exterior Teverence and’: decorum:

to the Common * Prayer-Book," the * Canons.
and ‘the” Rubrics; more particularly - in -the -
Communion-oflicey afford  sufficient. evidence
of the care which was - wisely taken- by our
holy Reformers, while they purged away
from eur worship the cumbrous-. pageantry. of
superstition, 1o preserve the uimost gravity,
solemnity, and order in the public ministra-
tious of the Church j and to shed over them
a venerable air fitted to remind men of .the
awe with” which they should approach. the
things of God.  The forms and ceremonies of
the Church, the prescribed postures of wor-
ship, the habits of those who officiale, the
vessels of the Sanctuary, the séveral appen-
dages and . - distinctions: of . our National
Churches, - are "all designed to: aid in this
eflfect ; and, as servants of . the Church, we
ought to act'in the spirit and, whenever we
‘can, according to the letter of her reyulations.
The" disuse "upon. the 'ordinary occasions of
life, of a distinguishing ccclesiastical -dress,
is u departure from wise and venerable  rules,
from which'our Clergy ought never totake
licence to depart farther than; according to
the now received usage, they are -obliged to .
.do.: " They should never-betray a . disj.osition -
to sccularize the character and ‘office ‘which
they hold. "And in-the  actual. performance
of any -ecclesiastical . function; no deviation™
can be justified Tor which the plea.of neces-
sity cannot be advenced.. - No. needless irre-.
gularily should be suffered to creep into our .
performance of official duly, which .may
settle by degrees into'a precedent.’’— Charge, ™
- T'might refer to passagesin an O
sermoi preached last year andpublished’h
desite; in the Church Newspaper of the 13th
Sept., (Vol.. «VIII; = No:s10,) . But 1. have ..
already brought forward . more’ than" enough,
perhaps, to ‘appease uneasy. i
of s;jpiscorﬁl‘rpli:is‘sn'e -t this - Di
amatters of ‘exterior ‘or: distinctive
and usages of - the " Church.:,’And 1 _
byier, il hé:is one who held a;charge .in.
Diocese.in 1843, can’ hardly -have: fot
.the Qitestions, in a numb

 thee: Clergy: individuall;
art of which

J-questions.u

llu, Tl

and woman as one flesh in‘the Lord with " the

our own'people or;of othiers, and to “give ‘the, "

with'which they. are ‘clothed.’ The jreface ©




