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give. | have intimated these things alter a
private. fiicadly, brother-like manner, both to
deliver my own soul and to put you in remem-
branee of these duties  After this you will not
take itall nor wonder. it ] ask you questions upon
these heads, and enquire how  they are observed.
I am sure tney wre taatters ot consequence, or |
should not have wiven you or myselt the ttouble
of writing tois letter. Tam, with daly prayers
1r you,

é Your affectionate brother, and servaut in
Christ Josus, ‘

“Tomas Sopor axn M

Bishop Welson®s biogradiier (the Rev. 1L Stowell)
adds : —

« Bishop Wilson was particulurly solicited to

excite his Clergy to the unportant duty of visiting
their parishonets rom house 1o house, and ine
strurting them mdividually, as well as collectively
Thete was no part of the pastoral ofli-e which he
appeats to have regunled as more essentially ne-
cessary than this.  There are several memoranda
in his private papets. with regard to letters written
to his Clevgy, ueging and intreating themn to visit
their pevishoners xar owov, and enturcing  his

adiwonitions by the example of St. Panl, i bis |

adiress o the elders of Ephesus. *Ye know
after wial manner § have been with you at all
“geasons serving the Lotd with all huwmility of

wind, and with nnny tears and temptations, and
how 1 kept back nothing that was protitable unto -

you, but have shewn you and have taught you
i.ublivly. and from house to house, testilying both
to the Jews and also the Geeeks, 1epentance
oward God, and faith toward our Lord Jesus
Christ,"— Acts xx. 15—21.

«‘This noble example ot ministerial fidelity well
deserves the imitation of every Chiistian Pastor,
throughout the world. The Apostle was not
satisfied with his public labmws, fiequent and
abundant as they were, but he tanght the people
from housge to house, instincting each individual
in bis pasticular duties, and thus giving every man
a postion of meat in due season.  There are no
varts of his ministry which the Pastor will recol-
lcc! with greater comfort on his death-bed, than
the hours which he has spent in pastoral visits,
and no omissiwns of duty of which the remem-
brance will be more grievous to him at that awful
period, than the omission of this momeutous duty.,
It was with ¢ eat reason, therefore, that Bishop
Wilson pressed the observance of pastoral visits
with such earnestuess. He required the Clergy
to take an exact acconut of the spiriritual state of
their respective flocks, their prevailing sins, wants
infirmities, &e., and to insert these in a book to be
kept for the purpose, and entitled Puarochiulia,
By this arrangement, they would acquire a distinet
knowledge ol all within their seyveral parishes and
be enabled as the spiritual physicians of their
people, to prescribe a suitable remedy for the
discase of every individual. No human under-
standing can duly estimate the probable utility of
such a plan in titne awd in eternity.

“ Bishop Wilson’s repeated admonitions and
instructions to lis Clergy were not without eflect.
Several of tire persous to whotn they were addres.
sed, implicitly followed the plans recommended,
and were exemplary in their whole life and con-
versation.  ‘Tie ascendency which the Bishop
possessed over his Clergy, arose. not so much
from his rank and station in the Church, as from
his superior piety, and the hold which he had on
their affections.  Their attachment to him was
strong and permanent. It was a mixture of love
and veneration.  They regarded him as their
father and their- friend. Some of them, whose
conduct constrained him to exercise a degree of
necessary sevetity towards them, were so fully
persuaded of the purity of his wotives and the
kindaess of his intentions, that they felt no sensa-
tion of resentinent, but through life retained un-
bounded respect tor his mewory, and ever spoke
of him with the lnghest gratitude and esteem. At
the expiration of aearly half a century ufter his
deccase, aged Ministers have been hicard to recount
the virtues of Bishop Wilsan with tears of affec-
tion trembling in their eyes, The memories of
the descendants of the last race of Clergymen in
the Isle of Man are ‘deeply impressed with the
good report which they have heard trom their
fathers of this revered Prelate ; and to the latest
posterity, his deeds ot charity ¢ shall be told for a
memorial’ of him.”

TUINKERS ON CONVOCATION.

We confessed ourselveg last week indebted to
the Zimes for a go d representation of that pub-
lic opinicen, which, with-wt any special informa-
tion or lotical (esining, grows out of the feelings
or prejudices, the go.d se~se or ill temper, of the
Euoglish character, ‘e prowivent ecclesiastie
cal topic has this week received ilustration from
a different quarter,  We may take cur philoso-
phical contemp -rary, the Spectator, foran ¢xpo-
pent of the deas which thoughiful persons of the
Liberal schaol. regsoning in their hours of leisure,
furmm on the Chareh quistivens «f the day. The
premises from which these thivkers start are
different from our own ; but they are often made

the found sti-n of a fair and csndid argoment, .

from which our feicnds may rake @ useful bint,

To ourscives. ut least, it is pleasint to turn from |
the heated wtmosph re f popatar intalerance

and undiscernng pr jadice te the gurer air of
philososhical discussion  There may be, indeed,
a sensanon of chilliness in thst lo‘ty region,
which w« sire in no dung -r of expericucing in
the crowd b low ; but we can tolerate for a e
oven a fre ging stoicicm f p the suke of the
glearness with which its vYeice comes bowe to
our ears and «ur apy rehensions,

The writer in the Spectator. then, noticing, a8
others have done, the tate runrkable change in
the aspect of the movement for reviving Convo-
oation, procecds to lay 4 .wn the conditions -.n
whick alouc thac body wi!l be allowed to sesume

its active functions. 8t wust ve made clear. he
sayvs, to the conntry at large what is the want to
be satisfi-d, and in what respect Convaeation 1s
qualiticd t» give the sausfuction required, It
must be shown also that o sueh theol gical con .
troversy will betarrduc d 1o the revived synad
as wenid endanger the prosent social statug of
the Church of Englind with its compreliensive
terms of suhseription and 1'6 valuably wachinery
of eniization. If the purpose of the Tevival
could be wade out, the prohabiliy of dffeeting it
manifested, and the likelibood of dang-r dispr. ve
ed-—the clergy might have their ancient council,
iu fact us well s in name, with the cousent of all
wise men snd all moderate p lLticiaus,

are qute prepared to deny—that the position ot
the Church of England as an clement of sl
order and civilizaton will provab y be eudanger-

ed by the acrinomons discussion and higoed
Y.rl i

decwion of certain thealog cal guesins.
even in view of this lamentable conscquence we
mu-t rewind our wise theorists that there 18 an
already existiog danger, qutte u8 s rions and
more closely inioent,  There ts the vivk lest,
.o axe of resived enthusiasm und awakened

rebigious sympathies, the National Chaech, for
, want of a free organizan o, sh -uld fail to corres-
pond with those fechngs, and should so dry up
the resources of its awn natural vigeur us to il
a prey from inherent weakness to the atrack of its
cnemis. A lifeless body, unable 1o act in
aceordance with the aspiraiious of its own most
| z-alous reformers and most self-denying mem-

bers, would s0n cease to possess that weizht in

tke country by which alone it gound perform the
| social or political functions whose cessation is se
{ much dreaded. To be triends of the poar, pros
| meters of educativog, and a 1voeates of autelhigent

social improvements, are indeed voble attributes
of the clerical office ; hut they would ne more
supply the want of s religivus characteristics
than the credit of patronising the aris w--uil
cowpensaty for the absence « f s:atvsmanship io a
great political functionary. [t therefore, s want
f cin he shown, which is crippling the cuergies of
I'the Church, driviug out of her wany of her
l brightest «ruaments and weukening the allepi-
{ ance of all whase fidelity is best worth having,
!
!

we are entided to clam the power of redressing
that defect, even though dasger £1r contusion
and discord should be discernd. o the remedial
process,

But we have already denied the implied as-
sertion that such contusion and disecnd wust of
necessity amise from the revival of Convoestion,
¢ Sowe stupid commentators on its former history,
whose lucubeations have appeared in the ¢ lumus
of the daily jonrnals, assuine the exact identny
of its future trausactions with the past. What
happened in the beginning of tne eighteenth
eentury, according to the Duily News und sin-i
lar wiscacres, must of course cccar in the nine-
teenth. To apply the argument in a @ tFerent
case j—hecause King Charles and bis sdvisers
found it essential to cheir polhicy that Parliaments
should not be assembled, and did actunlly dus-
pense for many years with their uitendance,
therefore Queen Victoria could not with.ut great
danger and loss meet ber faithful Comwmons at
Westminster.  Because the latitudinarign Min-
isters of 8 German Prince, a-hundred and thrty
years ago, provoked Couvocation to resist s -me-
what intemperately the worldiness and infide iy
of 1ts Episcopal numinees, thervtore Lord sserny
is sure to give the same provocation, and the
Clergy certaiv to reply with exact'y the sane
asperity.  Really, we may be pardined it we
decline to argue with persons who judge of the
wisdom sod temper of var leading Clergy with.
out admittiog any other consideration than the
precedent 0 be fuund in the days of George §.

Buat the question remaing to be answered,—
What is the want which Convoeuti b is to sup-
ply? We do nut believe that a settlement of
doctrinal differences is uppermost an the minds
of th..se who are striving to m ke the elect.ons
of proctors a reality. ‘They bhave regard far
more (0 that large class of practical watiers
coming under the gencral term of discipline,
which call urgently for some aathoritutive ar-
rangement. Doctrine cannut ebange ; what was
true ouce is true for ever.  But diciphne may,
and must, chaluz«. with the Arying £ quiremcnts
of times and countries. Nothing can be m re

and its conditi-n when the csunous were piasned,
Active Clergymen Gind every day diflicaltien 10
their dealing with Dissenters, in the ac numo-
dation of their pastoral 1abonry to the neceasiines
of overgrown popntati-ns, in the arranzenent
of their ritual, in their etfors Lo proamote uis -
sionary work at homwe or abroud, snd m a 1hou-
sand other practical mwatters, which there is no
present anthoruy to decide, B s'vops cann o, 0 r
, Will mot, alway s interfere, 8 metimen their tni-
dity or their luhewaram. s., s anetines ther

dioceses, makes them useless i 1he rmerzency
of the Chureli.  Shall oot the body corp cate
; he permitted 10 Teform s own Fepress . tanve
b dy, und try the virtue of it8 wwn reroarces 10
temuedy its defeets ?

Bat Parliament—the objectors rep'y —Parlia-
ment can do all y 3 want,  When we bear that
answer we ceanmtder cur cause trismiph.ne {f
any one who makes the snsge-tion »wil) take the
irou'le 10 examine the pr. a:ti.ns 0° cur par
fintnentars lahe urers iu any 0 1 beanch ot reCrese
siastics) leistation, and to tess therr work by s
pracucal effect. he will u der-tand what we
. mesn. ‘Tre chatic uvocerieinty intr which
; many of our most imp-rtant insitutions  ave
i been thenan, the repeated foitares on se- 2
' subject, for loitavce, as the Clergy Diecipl.ne

To these dicta a twofuld reply muy be made.
Let us admit for a mement—what, howeser, we

differcnt than the state of wur populstion wow .

physical incapacity to manage such vX1 nave

Rill, the most disastrous resolt of parliamentary
successes Tush_to our recoltection.  We conid

desire 0O wore convine ng argument fur the ro- -

vival' of a competert consultative body to act
for the Church in her vwn uame, and winh her
own powers, then the mass of ¢ of] cting and
irrational statates by which Parliament has ham-
pered the ac'i v ofthe Church, even when most
favourably disposed wwards it, sinee the time
wheo the Convacanon, becanse it hud begun to
wrangle, ceased to dehiberate at all,

luexese oF Tue Dean or Cantrrovav.—:

Our late wuch respeeted Anchdeacon, the Righit

Rev. Walliawe Rowe Lyall, DD, Dean of Cans
“terbury. and Roclor of Great Chat, has been
seized with patalysis — FEsser Gazetle

confirmation tour m the Coventry archdeacom y
on Naturday last, having i twelve davs admanns-
tered the right to 3446 tetnales, and 2333 males ;
toral, BT,
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i POPULAR  BAPFIST  ARGUMENTS
REVIEWED, °
Continued from No. 5, Puge 30.

“ When those who were pricked to the heart
enquired, What shuid we do 2 eter (:uxu‘en'll'
Repent and be buptized —Actn 2, 37 —3 1.
Here Peter made disciples by preaching the
Gospel, and such disciples were baptized.  On
this  occasion, abont  three thousand were
baptized.  1But there is not the least intimation
chat one of these was an infunt’’  Nor need
we fecl surprised st this. At the very st
dRort to wake converts, both St. Peter and
his historian, St. Luke, were naturally more
conccrned about adulis,  “The great point to
be gained was to reason the Jews into a
a belief of the Messishship.— We ought not,
therefore, to expoct that exprens wention
| should be made of the infunts of those three
thousand ; but, alier all, there dues scem to
be some intimation that infants were includ-
ed.  ‘There ia some intimation of this in the
words “every one of you'  In the next
verse, too, there in sone iotimntion to the
-ame ¢fect—" For the promise is unto you,
and to your children.’””  “Truly, the intimntion

great (if not greater) than that they were ex-
cluded, ‘l'rue, it in said, * They who gludly
received his word were baptiz-d *° buat it is
not said that none others wire.  lowever,
as the Baptists are 80 hasty in arriving at
conclusions from omissions, it may be sllowed
us to arrive at—(not indeed conclanion)
but—intimations gnthered Jikewise fron
omissions.  Now in it not extraoedinary that
there in no mention made in Scriptute of the
Apostles deferring the baptiam of sny believ-
er's child, on sccount of youth, till it came to
senrn of discretion.P and yet many such
cnsen, no doubt, must have occurred.  We
do not rend, Scripture is silenr, concerning
noy instances where the convert was too
young for baptisin,  Again, is it not steange,
supposing the Apostles to bave limited their
bapti=m 1o sdults, that we do not sead of the
Jows finding fault with them on that score.
Yet had the Apostles rojected infouts from
e Church, the Jews, who were so st1ict in
admitting their men children into covenant
with God by circomcision, would certuinly
have upbraided the Chrintiana with this un-
wntural conduct,  But, in all the disjutes
between Jews and Christians, detailed in the
Acts, or referred 1o in the Epistles, thie
taunt is never theawn out agninst Christianity.
e e, then, nre two omissions, pregnant with
tntimations, which we wny set ugninst the
Buprist onjectim quoted nbhove,

“ Philip went down to Sumaria, and preach-
cd Christ unto them; and - hen they helivved
Phé ip preacking the thimgs concerning the
hivggelonn of Cenl. and the name of Jesun Christ,
tiey were baptized, both men and women.—
“Acts 8. The uarratioe suys nothiug abunul
infants.  Had Philip baptized infants, no doubt
they would hune been mentivued here.”

Oun the conteary, we should have esteemed
it much e surprising had infants been
Cenumernted here,  The Apontles, no donbt,
P were engaged msot particularly in persu-ding
“adu'tey 1o thewm alone they could presct,
cthey  alome could believe, thorefore they
aboorie mentioned  us having  received
How strnnge it would sppens had
the txt tun thus: “ When they beliveed,
they were baptised, wen, women and o’
Yet, tecanse it does aof ton thus, [Baprists
contend thut nfunis were excluded. The
Crratty i, ¢ The nurratice suys mothivg about
infunts,” cons guently nothing can be infer-
e, because the allusion to them would have
been unweaving, as St. Luke was weiting

nre
bapsisoe,
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The Lowd Bshop of L ebficld completed his

that infants were included seemw quite F

el e ———— e

“of believers.  We wiay add that this rewnrk of
the Baptista—" that when men and women
are i ntioned, it was a good time for the
writer to have included infants, —may be
retorted.  We may as well say that when the
Apostles sre represented an baprizing whole
housceholds or families, it was a good time
for the writer to have excepted intanty, had
the Apoatles not baptiged them,

* The Eunvch evuquired, What doth Ainder
me (o be lm',»li:rd r 1 ’l.l"/ip answered, 11 thou
believeth with all  thy  heart, thou mayest,
_ T'hen he was baptised.”’

We are quite ataloss to kaow to what
purpose this instance is adduced. It obe
vivusly has nothing to do with infant bapiism,
What would be thought of an stiempt to
"prove that Herod did not put jofants to

death, b-cause another Herod put James, an
Vadult, to death ; or to convince us that
infants were not circumcised, bocause Abra.
, ham was ninety-and-nine years old when he
was circumcised.  Nevertheless, we are told,
in the pamphlet under review, ' that these
instances are referred to, to show that o the
Scriptures there in not the slightest intimae
tion that infauts were baptised.  Susely, it
were strange to expect it in this instunce,
At Cesarea the Holy Ghost fell «n all
them that heard the word; then answered
Peter, can any man forbid water that these
should wot be baptized who have received the
Hely Ghost as well as we'? and ke commanded
them to be baptized in the name of the Lind.—
(At 10 Thrae heard the word, and receips
ed the Huly Ghost, before they were baptised,
“and, therfore, they were not infunts, hut
- belierers.’” '
Such a circuitous method of proving that
; these persons were not infants is quite un.
| negaasnry, as we know from Acts 10, 24 and
“Acla 11, 12, exactly who were present, viz:
: Coruelius, bhis kinsmen, and near friends,

1 1ogether with 8t. Peter and his six friende,

‘ Surely no argument can be drawn from the
fuct that these persons who were baptised
were not infauts, unless we had reason to
suppose that there were infants present ;. but
it in almost certain that all present wers
i adults, and that they were baptized, proves
uothing sgainst the propricty of iufant
bap:ism. In other words, unless it were
probable that infants were present, while, at
the enme time, we are informed that they
only who heard the word were baptized, no
argument cen  be ruised agninet infant
baptism,  But it {s not only probable but
absolutely certain that infents were not pres.
ent ; therefore, nothing e¢an be inferred
regarding them,

* The Lord opeued the heart of Lydia thut
she attended wido the things which were spoken
of Puul; and she was buptized and her house-
hld.— Avtn 16.  There is no evidence that
Lydia had uny chilifven, or wus or had been
marvied ; therefore, thisexample con affiord no
argument to infant baptism.  There are proba-
bly more howseholds without irfunts than witk
them; consequently, the buptism of « houschild
can be no praof of infunt buptism.”

To assive ot the true torce of the argu-
ment, let ue tuke 8 parallel cane :—Suppose
an lListorisn  of the Church  Missionary
Suciety, in giving sn sccount of the fir-t in-
stance of the success of some of its wission-
arien in [ndia, were to any, * severnl funniilics
or households were buptized,”” how would the
susertion be understond by the Eoglish
public?  Certainly, thar infants, if such
there were i0 these familics, participated iu
the sacrament,  The swme rale of interpretas
tinn holde here.  St. Luke, the bisworian of
the Chutct's earlient snccess, spenks of fami-
liew being bapriged, and unless he had n;u"ci-
uily excepted them, the mans of the Jewish
peaple would have supponed that infants wero
incloded.  Now, there in quite ss moch proe
bubitity of there being infants in Lydin‘s
hounehold a8 the feviree : but aiill we build
e srgument on A single jostnnce.  Our
argument o eimply thine-otsamn the froguent
mension of whole famliow being baptized, mid
from the casusl way in which the meution ie
wnde, we conclude that it wus quite s wnod
thing with the Apostlen te bujor-ze bosnsr-he-ldn,
amnd, therefure to bmprize dotur t-, be Crmre,
though the provabiling that owe honse hot d
contained infants is slipght, 3ot the prabatility
that among maay hoverliolds thege wese rone
infants is ver) great; indeed, sinvuutes 10

cortainty.

(7% be continued.)



