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THAMPTONSHIRE POET.

Clare, “the peasant poet,” whose genius obtained for him at one
riod a large share of publie notice, has long been forgotten, and it
Dot generally known that he has been for some years an inmate of

¢ Northamptonshire Lunatic Asylum.
b A writer in the Worc ster Journal gives an account of a visit which
€ paid a few days since_to the unfortunate poet. On arriving at the
Asyluin, he was informed that poor Clare, being perfectly harmless,
Was permitted to absent himself daily from the Asylum, and that his
favourite spot was a niche under the colonnade of All Saints’ Church:
Here, on my arrival, I'found him. He was habited in a fustian
Tess, and there was nothing in his appearance which would distin-
Buish him from the ordinary race of peasauts, except that on closer
sp his still exhibited traces of that intellectual
;l’iﬂt which erewhile had lurked within. The pioneers of age had
j"i'l‘owed his cheek, but he appeared healthy and cheerful, and readily
oined in the conversation I had commenced. This I had in some
Theasure propitiated by a small present of tobacco, of which he makes
constant use; and while daily sitting in this niche, en an eminence
‘;"Zymmandmg the principal thoroughfare of the town, poor John Clare,
n the aid of the ““fragrant weed,” in a measure beguiles his loneli-
58, s0othes the disquietude within, and revisits the regions of poesy.
obacco and a pipe are seemingly the only objec:s of his ambition,
and these he is never without, the townspeople supplying him with
% ndance, in return for his verses. I endeavoured to elicit the na-
e of his mental delusions, but, as 1 had been informed, I found
MM 1o be protean, and constantly varying. In common with the
majority of lunatics, he has objections to the present Royal succession,
Kin likewise recently fancied himself to be the best pugilist in the
S Om. As to treatment, he is permitted to do just as he pleases;
He ‘:"‘.! sleeps in the Asylum, and returns there to take his meals

pocket

20 unlimited supply of books, and is never without one in his
+t0gether with paper and pencils.

gives Poet is still solaced by the visits of his muse; and his visitor
“‘M'"eml of his recent productions. The two following (it is
ot ml)l Were written a few weeks ago, and will be read with intevest,

Y from the circumstances of their author, but from their own
beauty:—

SLEEP AND SPRING.

Oh! for that sweet, untroubled rest,
That poets oft haye sung—

Like babe’s upon its mother’s breast,
Or bird’s upon its young;

The heart asleep without a pain,

‘When shall I sleep that sleep again ?

When shall I be as I have been
Upon my mother’s breast,

Sweet Nature’s garb of emerald green,
To woo my form to rest ;

Lone in the meadow field and glen,

And in my native wilds again ?

The sheep within the fallow field,
The herd upon the green,

The larks that in the thistles shield,
And pipe from morn to e’en;

Oh! for the pasture field and fen!

When shall I feel such rest again ?

X love the weeds along the fen
More sweet than garden flowers,
For freedom haunts the humble glen
That blest my bappy hours;
ere prisons injure health and me—
1 love sweet freedom and the free!
The crows upon the swelling hills,
The cows upon the lea,
Sheep feeding by the pasture rills,
Are ever dear to me,
ause sweet freedom is their mate—
‘Whilst I am lorn and desolate.

T loved the winds when I was young,
When life was dear to me;

Tloved the song which Nature sung—
Enduring liberty ;

I loved the woods, the gales, the stream,

For there my boyhood used to dream.

There toil itself was ever play,
: “T'was pleasure e’en to weep;
Twas joy to think of dreams by day—
The beautiful of sleep.
When shall I see the wood, the plain,
And dream those happy dreams again ?
THE NIGHTINGALE.

This is the month* the nightingale, clod-brown,
l_ﬂ !lea.rd among the woodland’s shading boughs ;
us is the month, when in the vale, grass grown,

The maiden hears, at eve, her lover’s vows.

Wha_z time the blue mist round her patient cows

im rises from the grass, and half conceals
eir dappled hides, I hear the nightingale,
That from the little blackthorn, springing steals

To the old hazel hedge that skirts the vale,

Th:nd still unseen, sings sweet.  The ploughman feels

thrilling music as he goes along,
Lo‘:"d imitates and listens, while the fields
E_all their paths in dusk ;—to lead him wrong,
Still sings the nightingale her sweet melodious song.
-
%ﬂe last.
——

JOAB, THE SCOURGE OF DAVID'S SIN.
(From ¢ Rev. J. J. Blunt's Hulsean Lectures.)

beThll I perceive, or think I perceive, that David
Came thoroughly encumbered by his connexion with
299, the captain of his armies; that he was too sus-
clo“s.to,trust him, and tob weak to dismiss him;
li:th this officer, by some chance or other, had esta-
i ed a despotic control over the king; ?nd that it
inc‘gt unreasonable to believe (and here lies the co-
'0ence) that when David made him the partner and
Tet egent of his guilty purpose touching Uriah, he
aeale’:ime!f infu Ifis hands ; that in that fa.tal letter he
s away his liberty, and surrendered it up to this
= fIscrupulons accomplice. Certain it is, that du-
g all the latter years of his reign, David was little
Ore thau a nominal king.
andc:;b’ no doubt, was by nature a man that could do
Are—a bold captain in bad times. The faction
Qauatu was so strong, that David could at first scarcely
i e t'hrone his own, or choose bis servants accor-
somg to his pleasure; and Joab, an able warrior, though
exp:umes avenging his own private quarrels at the
ey Bse of his sovereign's honour, and thereby vexing
o at the heart, was not to be displaced; he was
Blkte too hard for David, as the king hil?self com-
o S (2 Sam. iii. 39). But as yet, David was not
repg‘::-tled at least. He openly, and without reserve,
= hated the conduct of Joab in slaying Abn.er,
iy gh he .had the excuse, such as it was, of taking
A!a{; ;he life of a man by whose hand his brothtfl
Ywe ¢l had fallen. Moreover, he so far asserted his
3uthority, as to make him rend his clothes, and
‘ llerlm with sack-cloth, and mourn before this very
dougyy, Whon_l he had thus vindictively laid low ;
the ‘ess a bitter and mortifying penance to a man of
Whe Ut heart of Joab, and such as argued David,
Bigng . ted upon it, to be as yet in his own 'domi-
Stil] 4, Upreme. Circumstances might constrain him
leagy (yemploy this famous captain, but he had not at
self |, °“ng. as his authority then was) yielded him-
axinp to his imperious subject. On the contrary,
ant og :’0“,8"1 as he did, every day, and the rem-
Tirag) i aul’s party dispersed, he became the king of
¢ Onln fact, as well as in name, his throne established
that « >, "Po0 law, but upon public opinion too, so
all tbew ﬂlevef the king did,” we are told, p]ea.sed
c"nditiopeople ' (2 Sam. iii. 36). He was now in a
rule (whn to rule for himself, and for himself he did
sony.; g atever had become of Joab in the mean sea-
t ; c°' We presently find him appointing that officer
Simply bomm»a“d of his army by his own act and deed,
Tank €cause he happened to be the man to win that
ttle toen 1t was proposed by David as the prize of
a0y individual of his whole host, who should
t up the gutter and smite the Jebusites at the
wng of Zi(fn (2 Sam. v. 8. 1 Chron. xi. 6).
ters of :):ver will peruse the eighth and t'enth chap-
Cordeq the second Book of Samuel, in whxch- are re-
Periog ofe EIOb.Ie achievements of David at this I-)rlght
Ome, ¢ his life, his power abroad and his policy at
l'a::g € energy which he threw into the national
it 'hroue;; and the respect which he commanded for
"i'-houtg out all the East, will perceive that he reigned
a restraint and without a rival. Now comes
Yact; the fatal stumbling-block against which
¢d his foot, and fell so pernicious a height.
Uspp: enceforwards I see, or imagine I see, Joab

befoxl: "8 by degrees an authority which he had not

t ge
Stormj

L
b gmlt

_and finally conspiring against his throne
rightful succession of his line. Again; I
hig elve, If' I mistake not, the hands of David tied;

Orts to disembarrass himself of his oppressor

-

feeble and ineffectual : his resentment set at nought ;
his punishments, though just, resisted by his own sub-
ject, and successfully resisted. For I find him sug-

gesting to David the recall of Absalom after his ban-

ishment, through the widow of Tekoah, in a manner
to excite the suspicion of the king (2 Sam. xiv. 19).
“Ts not the hand of Joab with thee in all this ?” were
words in which probably more was meant than met
the ear. It is not unlikely (ghough the passage is al-
together mysterious and obscure) that there was then
some secret understanding between the soldier and the
future rebel, which was only interrupted by the im-
petuosity of Absalom, who resented Joab's delay, and
set fire to his barley (2 Sam. xiv. 30); an injury which
he must have had some reason to feel Joab durst not
resent, and which, in fact, even in spite of the fury of
his natural character, he did not resent. Howbeit,
he remembered it in the rebellion which now broke
out, and took his personal revenge whilst he was pro-
fessedly fighting the battle of David, to whom his in-
terest or his passion decided him for this time to be
true. “Deal gently for my sake with the young man,

even with Absalom,” was the parting charge which the |
king gave to this dangerous champion as he went forth | |
| penalty of his crime, though it was still granted him

with the host ; in the hearing of all the people he gave
it, and to all the captains who were with him. It was
the thing nearest his heart. For here it may be ob-
served, that David's strong parental feelings, of which
we have many occasional glimpses, give au identity to
his character, which, in itself, marks it to be a real one.
The fear of the servants to tell him that his infant was
dead (2 Sam. xii. 18); the advice of Jonadab, “a
subtle man,” who had read David's disposition right,
to Amnon, to feign himself sick, that “ when his father
came to see him,”" he might prefer to him his request ;
(2 Sam. xiii. §)—his * weeping so sore” for the death
of this son, and then again, his anguish subsided, * his
soul longing to go forth"” to the other son who had
slain him (2 Sam. xiii. 36); the little trait which es-
capes in the history of Adonijah’s rebellion, another
of his children, that “his father bad not displeased
him at any time, in saying, why hast thou done so?"
(1 Kings, i. 6)—are all evidently features of one and
the same individual. So these last instructions to his
officers touching the safety of Absalom, even when he
was in arms against him, are still uttered in the same
spirit; a spirit which seems, even at this moment, far
more engrossed with the care of his child, than with
the event of his battle. *“Deal gently for my sake
with Absalom.” Joab heard, indeed, but heeded not;
he had lost all reverence for the king's commands;
nothing could be more deliberate than his infraction
of this one, probably the most imperative which had
ever been laid upon him: it was not in the fury of the
fight that he forgot the commission of mercy, and cut
down the young man with whom he was importuned
to deal tenderly, but as he was hanging in a tree, help-
less and hopeless; himself directed to the spot by the
steps of another; in cold blood; but remembering
perhaps his barley, and more of which we know not,
and caring nothing for a king whose guilty secret he
had shared, he thrust him through the heart with his
three darts, and then made his way, with countenance
unabashed, into the chamber of his royal master, where
he was weeping and mourning for Absalom. The
bitterness of death must have been nothing to David,
compared with the feelings of that hour when his con-
science smote him (as it doubtless did) with the com-
plicated trouble and humiliation into which his deed
of lust and blood had thus sunk him down. The re-
bellion itself,” the fruit of it (as I hold); the auda-
cious disobedience of Joab to the moving intreaties
of the parent, that his favourite son’s life might be
spared, rebel as he was, felt to be the fruit of that sin
too; for by that sin it was that he had delivered him-~
self and his character bound hand and foot, to the
tender mercies of Joab, who had no touch of pity in
him. The sequel is of a piece with the opening;
Joab imperious, and David, the once high-minded
David, abject in spirit and tame to the lash. “Thou
hast shamed this day the face of all thy servants.
Arise, go forth, and speak comfortably to thy ser-
vants; for, I swear by the Lord, if thou go not forth,
there will not tarry one with thee this night, and that
will be worse unto thee than all the evil that befel
thee from thy youth up until now.” (2 Sam, xix 7).
The passive king yields to the menace, for what
can he do? And with a cheerful countenance and
a broken heart, obeys the commands of his subject,
and sits in the gate. But this is not all. David
now sends a message to Amasa, a kinsman whom Ab-
salom had set over his rebel army; it is a proposal,
perhaps a secret proposal, to make him captain over
his host in the room of Joab. The measure might
be dictated at once by policy, Amasa being now the
leader of a powerful party whom David bad to win,
and by disgust at the recent perfidy of Joab, and a
determination to break away from him at whatever
cost. Amasa accepts the offer; but in the very first
military enterprise on which he is despatched, Joab
accosts him with the friendly salutation of the East,
and taking advantage of the ungarded moment, draws
a sword from under his garment, smites him under
the fifth rib, and leaves him a bloody corpse in the
highway. Then does he calmly take upon himself to
execute the commission with which Amasa had been
charged, and this done, “he returns to Jerusalem,”
we read, “ unto the king,”’ and once more he is “over
all the host of Israel.”

It is needless to point out how extreme a helpless-
ness on the part of David this whole transaction in-
dicates. Here is the general of his own choice as-
sassinated in an act of duty by his own subject, his
commission usurped by the murderer, and David,
once the most popular and powerful of sovereigns,
saying not a word. The dishonour, indeed, he felt
keenly; felt it to his dying day, and in his very latest
breath gave utterance to it; (1 Kings ii. 5); but
Joab has him in the toils, and extricate himself he
cannot. The want of cordiality between them was
vow manifest enough, however the original cause
might be conjectured, rather than known, and when
Adonijah prepares his revolt,—for another enemy
now sprang up in David’s own house,—to Joab he
makes his overtures, (1 Kings i. 7); having observed
him, no doubt, to be a thorn in the king’s side; mnor
are the overtures rejected; and amongst other facts
developed in this second conspiracy, it incidentally
appears, that the ordinary dwelling-place of Joab was
‘“in the wilderness;”" (1 Kings ii. 34); as if suspici-
ous and suspected, a house within the walls of Jerusa-
lem was not the one in which he would venture to lay
his head. It is remarkable that this formidable trai-
tor, from whose thraldom David in the flower of his
age, and the splendour of his military renown, could
never, we have seen, disengage himself, fell at once,
and whilst whatever popularity he might have with
the army must have been fresh as ever, before the
arm of Solomon, a stripling, if not a beardless boy ;
who, taking advantage of a fresh instance of treachery
in this hardened adventurer, fearlessly gave command
to *“fall upon him and bury him, that he might thus
take away,”” as he said, *“the innocent blood which
Joab shed, from him, and from the house of his father;
when he fell upon two men more righteous and better
than himself, and slew them with the sword, his father
David not knowing thereof; to wit, Abner, the son of
Ner, captain of the host of Israel, and Amasa, the son
of Jether, captain of the host of Judah” (1 Kings ii.
32). But Solomon had as yet a clear conscience,

which David had forfeited with respect to Joab; this

it was that armed the youth with a moral courage
which his father had once known what it was to hz'we,
when he went forth as a shepherd-boy against Goliah,

-his people; bereaved of his children; and to feel all,

and which he afterwards knew what it was to want,
when he crouched before Joab, as a king. So true it
is, that the “wicked flee when no man pursueth, but
the righteous is bold as a lion."

And now can any say that God winked at this
wickedness of his servant?  That the man after his

own heart, for such in the main he was, frail as he |

proved himself, sinned grieviously, and sinned with
impunity?
upon which David's fortunes turned ; that done, and
he was undone; then did God raise up enemies against
him for it, out of his own house, for “the thing,”" as
we are expressly told, “displeased the Lord” (2 Sam.
ii. 27; xii. 11); thenceforward the days of his years
became full of evil, and if he lived, (for the Lord
caused death to pass/from himself to the child, by a
vicarious dispensation), (2 Sam. xii. 13), it was to be
a king, with more than kingly sorrows, but with little
of kingly power; to be banished by his son; bearded
by his servant; betrayed by his friends; deserted by

all these bitter griefs, bound, as it were, by a chain of
complicated cause and effect, to this one great, origi-
nal transgression;—this was surely no escape from the

to live and breathe—God would not slay even Cain,
nor suffer others to slay him, whose punishment,
nevertheless, was greater than he could bear—but
rather it was a lesson to him and to us, how dreadful
a thing it is to tempt the Almighty to let loose his
plagues upon us, end how true is he to his word,
“Vengeance is mine, I will repay,” saith the Lord.

Meanwhile, by means of the fall of David, however
it may have caused some to blaspheme, God may have
also provided in his mercy, that many since David
should stand upright; the frailty of one may bave pre-
vented the miscarriage of thousands; saints, with his
example before their eyes, may have learned to walk
hambly, and so to walk surely, when they might other-
wise have presumed and perished; and sinners, even
the men of the darkest and most deadly sins, may
have been saved from uvtter desperation and self-
abandonment, by remembering David and all his
trouble; and that, deep as he was in guilt, he was not
so deep but that his bitter cries for mercy, under the
remorse and anguish of his spirit, could even yet pierce
the ear of an offended God, and move him to put away
his sin.

THE BIBLE ENGLAND'S PALLADIUM.
(By the Rev. R. Taylor.)

The first step of a nation downwards from the
zenith of glory is the enactment of such laws as give
more liberty to that depraved will of man which is
in direct rebellion against God. The first act of the
wicked, when they are in authority, is to relax the
bonds of the ancient integrity, and by so doing they |
immediately sap the foundation of the national
strength. Now it might be a difficult matter to say
in what the excellence of our nation, so as to exalt
England above other nations, consists, were we un-
certain as to what the will of God is; for it is only
in proportion to a nation’s greater approach to accord-
ance with this divine will, or its departure from it,
that it is happy or miserable. But, by the blessing
of God, we are in possession of a record of the divine
will. In God's own word—in the holy scriptures, in
that blessed book emphatically called the Bible, or |
the book of books—we possess a divine document |
which sets forth the divive will; and so long as we
possess this, and take it as our rule and guide, we

:hood, in accordance with human depravity, will be
On the contrary, this deed was the pivot |

{

shall have, as it were, a light to enlighten our paths
through the intricate mazes of human depravity.
Yes, while other nations who do not possess this
record of the divine will, or have rejected it as their |
guide, and quenched its light in human inventions as |
substitutes, and are therefore groping their way in |
the dark, we have comparatively the light of the noon- ‘,
day. To establish this point I need only remark that
England, as a nation, not only values her bible more
than any other nation, but that more than any other
nation, government or people, she takes its precepts |
as the foundation of her laws. And for this reason I

am bold enough to say,—and I challenge and defy

any one to gainsay it,—that Ingland is the happiest

nation on the face of the earth. She, more than any

other nation, fashions her laws by the divine laws, and

administers justice by the rule of divine righteous-

ness; and hence it is that she, more than any other

nation, enjoys the divine blessing.

But England, as compared to all other nations,
whether ancient or modern, is now at the most exalted
degree of glory; and at this conjuncture it is that
wickedness comes in like an overwhelming deluge;
and now, even in England, is the tug of war between
that “righteousness which exalteth a nation,” and
that unwillingness to serve God through his church
which causes nations and kingdoms to perish and be
utterly wasted (Isaiah Ix. 12.) And is not this our
present condition? Is not the battle at this time
raging which shall decide whether all these institu-
tions upon which our national exaltation is erected
shall be swept away; and, as the counsels of the one
party or the other prevail, does not the divine blessing
abound, or is it not withheld? And who does not
see that in late years there have been legislative enact-
ments whose tendency is to depreciate reverence for
the divine law, that the bible may gradually fall into
disrepute, and eventually be either forgotten or be-
come a thing of no authority? And did not the
Almighty so signify his displeasure that even the
inclement seasons bore witness to it, and our fields,
by their scanty crops, set forth their testimony ?  But
no sooner has the nation manifested an inelination to
retrace its steps, and has made a vigorous effort to
arrest itself in its downward progress, than the mer-
ciful Dispenser of every good and perfect gift crowns
the year with his goodness ; the hills rejoice on every
side, and the valleys stand so thick with corn that
they seem to laugh and sing.

It is often urged that, since the Allwise Disposer

"of the universe is the origin of all government, and

the Sovereign Ordainer of *“the powers that be,”” and
as he wills the good of mankind, he must, it is said,
always ordain righteous rulers, since they will act the
most in accordance with his will; and since this is
not borne out by experience, therefore they, who
argue thus, impugn the truth and authenticity of this
doctrine. But who are they that argue thus? and
what is the ground of their argument? We are as-
sured that a majority of this world’s population are
such as never find the strait gate of everlasting life.
They flee far from that rugged, steep, and narrow
way which leads to it. And such—and our Saviour
declares them to be a vast majority—(Matt.vii.13,14)
repudiate the doctrine of their own sinful corrupt
nature : they abhor those divine precepts which urge
the necessity of a renewal of the heart, a thorough
repentance, and a change of life. And such are those
who so indignantly spurn the doctrine which maintains
that “there is no power but of God, and that the
powers that be are ordained of God; that whosoever
therefore resisteth the power resisteth the ordinance
of God” (Rom. siii, 1,2). They tell us that the
people, or the will of the people, is the source of all
power; but, in doing so, they take good care to call
those the people, and in reality they are the majority,
who despise the belief in such a state of probation
for another stage of existence as demands an utter
change of life proceeding from & renewal of the heart.
When such, therefore, either ordain laws, or choose their
legislators, we may be sure that their regulating prin-
ciple will not be the will of God as read in the bible.
It will be expediency; yielding to popular clamour;

and the giving of latitude to this depraved will of

man, which runs counter to the divine will. The | nefit his own soul, or that of others, he begins to lose
| sight of the atonement, and to seek for a uew means
enemy : their aim will be to malign it as a human | of 1econciliation. ‘T'here is perhaps no reason why
imposition : their whole conduct will be in opposition | an individual holding wrong opinions of this sort may

bible, which condemns this, will be looked upon as an

to its precepts; and since the need of some form of
religion is an ingredient in the nature of man, a priest-

exalted in favour, and elevated to authority and power,
whose cry will be “ Burn the bible!”

And how is all this borne out by the history of our
own nation? Look back to the days when England
first began, under such saintly impostors as Dunstan,
to bury the word of God and his ordinances beneath
a heap of rubbish of their own invention. A foreign
bloodthirsty tyrant, in the Norman conqueror, rushed
in, subdued the nation, and extirpated nearly all who
possessed property. But at the same time, as the
price of the Romish hierarchy giving their sanction to
his usurpation and murder, he promoted the very evil
which caused this divine indignation to be poured out.
And has not the hand of the Almighty ever since
marked with no equivocal signs of displeasure the
predominance of this power, whose war-cry is “Down
with the bible to eternal oblivion?’’ Without minute-
ly tracing its progress of iniquity and hostility to the
revealed will of God, from the days of the notorious
rebel, Becket, and the enslaved votaries which crowded
to his shrine, look how the civil wars between the
houses of York and Lancaster destroyed nearly all
the nobility, and crushed thousands upon thousands
of the people beneath the weight of their descending
rain.  Behold the-attempt to quench the light of
divine truth as # beamed forth from the bible in the
reign of that misguided woman who earned, as her
memorable distinguishing epithet, the surname Bloody.
Look at the direful machinations of these enemies of
the bible, when the first Charles allied himself with
them by his unfortunate marriage with a daughter of
France ; and civil war again raged through the land,
and steeped it with the people’s blood. And, not to
weary by particularizing all the contentions between
the will of God and this depravity of man since that
day to the present, see how long we have lately been,
and perhaps still are, upon the very verge of civil
strife, occasioned by the more righteous few having
wavered in listening to the clamours of the many in
their proposing with so much confidence to remodel
our laws and institutions in such a manner as would
finally exalt the will of man above the will of God,
as made known to us in the bible.

England has, for the last three centuries—wherein
she has been gradually progressing to the head of the
nations—been the stronghold of Protestantism. She
has been “the witness and the keeper of holy writ:"
she has kept and defended the bible in its purity : she

| theny let us earn that eternal life with God, through

when he believes that the providing of masses can be-

not trust in the same Rock on which our faith is built,
but the tendency of such opinions is to lead those
who entertain them from relying on God, who is the
Giver, to relying on the means which God has ap-
pointed whereby we partake of his gifts.

And this probably we shall find to have been the
case among the Anglo-Saxons; for a very inadequate
view of the atonement seems to pervade many of the
documents of their faith which have come down to us:
When the great features of Christianity are directly
brought forward, they.are perfectly correct; some of
the prayers, for instance, given by Turner,* mark
great plety and most correct views of the Trinity, the
atonement, and sanctification. © So in the homily on
the Catholic faith it is said,j ** The holy Father crea-
ted and made mankind through his Son, and he
desires through the same to redeem us from hell
punishment; when we were atterly undone;” but
then the same howily adds, towards the end,i “ Come
this belief, and through good deservings;"’ expres-
sions-which a believer in the eleventh article would
never have used. In another, the writer speuks of
redeeming transgressions by almsgiving:§ upon the
death of a bishop, alms are directed to be given out
of his property, and his slaves to be set free, “that by
this means he may deserve to receive the fruit of
retribution for his labours, and also forgiveness of
sins.”||  Alwyn, founder of Ramsay, desired the
monks to pray for him,[ “and to place their merits
in balance against his defects;” and a monk prays
for Edgar,** “that his good deeds may overbalance
his evil deeds, and shield his soul at the last day.”"—
More examples of the same sort might be found, if
the Penitential Canons were consulted; but these are
quite sufficient to prove that the fruit of unorthodox
doctrines had grown up with the admission of those
opinions; and though we may bring forward the An-
glo-Saxon church as not having admitted all the er-
rors of Rome, yet when we would defend ourselves

Church, that no one can take the office of a minister
upon himself, unless he is lawfully called and ordained,
—that none but a lawfully ordaiued ministef can dis=
pense the Sacraments,—and that ordivation is an act
which belongs to & presbytery. But it deeply con=
cerns every many~—inasmuch as;, aceording to their
own showing, the validity of their sacraments depends
upon the validity of their claims,—to consider what
are the facts of the case; Ordination; they maintain,
is so necessary, that no man can perform any of the
ministerial funetions without it. In this we are at one
with them and their “Form;" but we add; without
hesitation, that they possess no orders of any deserip+
tion, and we ground ofir opinion on the evidence of
historieal fact. It is of no use inquiring in this case
what is the primitive platform,—whether Episcopalian
or Presbyterian,—nor which has the sanction of anti=
quity. The argument, in Scotland at least, is confined
within much narrower limits. It is a well-known; and
a fully established fact, that a great proportion ot the
leading Reformers were laymen, and did not possess
the shadow of an ordination. Imposition of hands
| was then looked upon as an unneeessary ccremony.~—
Kunox, while he acknowledged it to be an apustolical
usage, still judged it to be “ nof NEcEssary;" and
for twenty or thirty years after the Reformation re-
ceived the sanction of the Legislatute; to laying on of
hdnds appears to have been ever practised: This is
acknowledged by Dr. Bryce, a leading Presbyterian
at the present day,—who says; that it was then only
introduced to gratify a whim of James the Sixth, and
at his special request. Most of the preachers were
then laymen, who entered upon their office, and were
appointed to their parishes, on the invitation of the
people ; and, as the arrangements progressed, were;
by the Superintendent,~—who, in several instances, was
a layman also,—*admitted’’ to the possession of the
benefice.  Again, they maintain. that ordinatioun is the
act of a presbytery. But we know for certain, that no
presbytery had existence till the year 1580, when &
commission was appointed by the assembly, to “devise
a plot of the presbyreries, and constitution of the same;
as secmeth best in their judgments.” This device
was not made till twenty years after the Reformation
settlement, which took place in 1560. The first

from the attacks of our enemies, we must at once fall
back upon the Bible, and profess ourselves ready to |
amend whatever part of our faith or practice does not |
correspond with the lively oracles of God. They |
possessed the Bible in their native language, yet they
admitted the traditions of men, and were perverted
so far as not to place their faith and confidence en-
tirely in their Redeemer’s blood. They buried their
faith under a mass of unauthorised observances, and
partially lost sight of that which is chiefly valuable in
the Gospel. There were many errors which had not

has preserved it from Romish tradition on the oue |
hand, and, on the other, she has discountenanced all |
the Germanic innovations, and new, unseriptural expo- l
sitions of its sacred truths: and, having done so, the |
Almighty has blessed her; and, so long as she con-
tinues to do so, he will still heap his blessings upon her,
1 may likewise argue from this, that England con- |
tains a greater proportion of real Christians than any
other nation ; because, from their being chiefly instru-
mental in preserving the bible, and the bible being
England’s palladium, they are the real *“salt of the |
earth” —the strength of the nation, and those who |
conciliate so large a portion of the divine favour—
that England is thé glory of all nations. !
But, to make each individual take good heed to |
himself, I may observe that there may possibly be a
national righteousness, which has its share in exalting
the nation, but which may extend no farther to many |

yet been introduced, but the way was fully prepared
for their admission.

ENGLISH BENEFICES IN THE HANDS OF
FOREIGNERS.
(From Fuller's Church Hustory. )

In the next parliament called at -Westminster,
(A.D. 1879) oue of the greatest grievances of the
land was redressed,—namely, foreiguers holding of
ecclesiastical beuefices, For at this time the Church
of England might say with Israel, * Our inheritance
is turned to strangers, our houses to aliens,” Lam.v.2.
Many Italians; who knew no more English than the
difference between a teston and a shilling, a golden
noble and an angel, in receiving their rents,—had the
fattest livings in England by the Pope collated upon
them. Yea, many great cardinals, resident at Rome,

prcsb.ytery was the following year held in Edinburgh,
and it was not till five of six years afterwards, that
they received a legal sauction. This novelty in the
Christian Church arose out of a previous arrangement,
which required the country ministers and readers,
within a certain district, to meet together *to exercise
themselves in the interpretations of Scripture.” These
meetings were, from their object, called * exercises ;"
and these exercises were subsequently converted into
presbyteries,

There, then, we have established two points,—1st,
that the practice of laying on of hauds entirely ceased
for twenty or thirty years; 2d, that no presbytery
bad existence till the year 1581, twenty years after
the Reformation; and yet this is the body which, in
the “Form of Church Government,” is said to possess
the power of ordination. But the question will natur=
ally occur to every candid inquirer after the truthi—
Where, and from whom, did they obtain this “pows=
er?”  No presbytery had existence for tweuty-one
years after the Reformation, and no laying on of hands
was practised for upwards of thirty years. From
whom, then, did those first presbyteries, who assumed
the power of ordination, derive it? This is a deeply
important question, and one to which it greatly con«
cerus Presbyterians to find a satisfactory answef.—s
For, according to the ‘acknowledged laws of nature,
like can only produce like, and no man can give to
another that which he has not to give,—no man can

than mere morality; and of such we may say— | (those hinges of the church must be greased with | transmit that which was never transmitted to himselfi—

“Verily they have their reward."”

man may receive the full recompense of his good con-
duct in his share of the national prosperity ; but, great |
as this blessing in a worldly point of view may be, it

|
 falls infinitely short of a real christian’s reward. Nor |

would mere morality—whether national righteousness
or individual virtue—long maintain its ground, were |
it not for the salutary influence of real bible christians,
and the divine blessing upon the nation for their sakes.
The mere moral man may be said to worship the
world ; the real Christian ‘worships God. The one
aims at national and worldly prosperity; the other
aspires to eternal glory. The hope of the one is
transient and fleeting as that upon which it is founded ;
that which is the basis of the other’s hopes is as last-
ing as the Almighty Jehovah himself, perfect as God
is perfect, and infinite as the eternal Majesty of
heaven.

THE ANGLO-SAXON CHURCH.
(From Bishop Short's Church History.)

If it be asked, whether the doctrines of the Anglo-
Saxon church corresponded more nearly to those of
the church of Rome or of England, it will be impos-
sible to return an answer, without inquiring how far
the tenets of the Roman Catholic of that period
agreed with the decisions of the council of Trent:
and in all probability it would be found that the dif-
ference between the doctrines of the church of Rome
at different periods was much greater, than that which
existed between the Anglo-Saxon church and the
church of Rome of the same date. The progress of
error can never be very rapid, and the conclusions of
the council of Trent must have required a growth of
many years. Fancies are first converted into opinions
by the authority of those who have entertained them,
and interest adopts opinions which have been once
admitted, to sanction unwarrantable demands. It
was thus that a belief in purgatory was first received,
and then became the origin of many ecclesiastical
foundations; it was thus that the priesthood first per-
suaded men to believe in transubstantiation, and then
converted it into a means of augmenting their own
personal dignity, as conferring a distinctive pre-emi-
nence on those to whom this power of working a per-
petual miracle was committed. With this view of
the subject, it is probable that we should find the
church of Rome of that day nearer to the present
doctrines of the church of England than the decrees
of the council of T'rent are. And as the Anglo-Sax-
on church was, from its situation and distance from
Rome, not likely to receive every new invention as it
was framed, we might expect that her tenets would
be nearer our own, not only than those entertained
by Rome now, but than those which were then main-
tained in Italy.’ And this is precisely the conclusion
to which the previous examination has arrived as far
it has gone.

But if it be asked, how far these erroneous views
had drawn our forefathers from the vital principles of
Christianity, the question must require the greatest
caution, even in one who was thoroughly versed in the
subject; must be answered as a matter of opinion ra-
ther than as a point of history; and ought only to be
discussed, because the great use of history is to teach
us, through the example of others, the .dangers to
which we are ourselves exposed. And first it may be
premised, that it is not the abstract belief in errone-
ous doctrines which perverts the faith of the Christian
but the tendency which such errors have to undermine
the essentials of our religion. Ile-who believes in
the existence of a purgatory, may still seek for salva-
tion, and an escape from every future punishment,
through his Saviour's blood; it is only when he learns
to confide in some other means of safety, that the idea
of purgatory will practically destroy his faith in
Christ. The Christian may believe in transubstan-
tiation, and still receive the elements with humble

reliance on the great sacrifice made once for all; but

and parsonages in the land, whence many wischiefs |
did ensue. First: They never preached in their pare
ishes: of such shepherds it could not properly be
said that “he leaveth the sheep and fleeth,” John x.12.
who, though taking the title of “shepherd’”’ upon
them, never saw their flock, nor set foot upon English
ground. Secondly: no hospitality was kept for the
relief of the poor; except they could fill their bellies
on the hard names of their pastors, which they could
not pronounce,—Ilord eardinal of Agrifolio, lord car«
dinal of St. Angelo, lord cardinal Veverino, &c. Yea,
the Italians generally farmed out their places to proc-
tors, their own countrymen, who, instead of filling the
bellies, grinded the faces, of poor people; so that,
what betwixt the Italian hospitality, which none eould
ever see, and the latin service, which none could un-
derstand, the poor Euglish were ill fed, and worse
taught, Thirdly: the wealth of the land leaked out
into foreign countries, to the much impoverishing of
the commonwealth. It was high time, therefore, for
the king and parliament to take notice thereof, who
now enacted, that no aliens should hereafter hold any
such preferments, nor ;my send over unto them the
revenues of such benefices ¢ as in the printed statutes
more largely doth appear.

A merely moral | English revenues) were possessed of the best prebends | If Christ only, the Divine Hend of the Church, had

power to give authority to men, to inister between
God and man in things sacred, that authority must be
derived from Him, either immediately by miraculous
interposition,—or mediately, by succession. For the
former, few but enthusiasts will contend,~—and the
latter cannot avail, in any case, where the connecting
link ‘is dissevered. For 1500 yeats the chain was
carried on without intermission; but then, unhappilyy

there comes a blank; the chain is broken, the sucs

cession is lost, and by and by a new chuin is coms

menced, which has no connexion with the first; and

which cannot, therefore, reach up uuto the Great Head
whence the first was derived. And now, that which
ouce conveyed the grace of ordination, is no more
than a vain and unmeaning ceremony ; and will con=
tinue so till the unbroken succession is regained, by
application for it in the way of divine appointment.—=
It serves, however, one important purpose,—it setves
to lead many excellent and well disposed, but not very
inquiring Presbyterians, into the belief that the im=
position of the hands of the presbytery does that which
it professes to do—-conveys the ministerial character §
and hetice that they may with safety and conffller.ce
apply to & minister who has received such imposition
of hands for the means of grace. '

THE PRESBYTERIAN SUCCESSION.
(From the Edinburgh Observer.)

The Presbyterians generally have long adopted the
practice of laying on of hands, and claim for their
preachers a succession from apostolic times. Mr.
Cumming of London, not many years ago, published
a work on the apostolical succession of Presbytérian
orders, in which he professed his belief in the neces-
sity of such a succession ; and declared that if he did
not firmly believe it to be possessed by the I'resbyte-
rian body, he could not conscientiously remain in
their communion. The Non-Intrusionists, who lately
seceded from the Establishment, take a similar view
of this subject. This, indeed, is the foundation of
their claim of extraordinary privileges as the rulers of
the Church. They look upon themselves as Christ's
ambassadors, endowed with authority from him to rule
in His Church. Iundeed, if we did not allow that they
truly, however vainly, believe that authority has been
communicated to them from the Divine Head of the
Church, we should be obliged to regard their lofty
pretensions as nothing less than a hypocritical assump-
tion, as little short of a blasphemous presumption.
No matter how little ground they may bave for
their belief, we should be loath to doubt that, in
the majority of cases, it is real. Many Presbyterians,
however, adopt the sentiment of the early Reformers,
and avow their opinion, that the laying ‘on of hands is
not necessary. With them, therefore, the ceremony,
still used, is no more than an act of consent to a eivil
appointment previously made by the presentation of
the lay patron,—a ceremony, utterly useless in every
religious point of view. T'he sentiment of such per-
sons cannot be widely different from that of the Inde-
pendents. They must believe the whole congregation
to be equally holy, and to partake alike of the Chris-
tian priesthood. Their principle st be, that the
body generally, by their “eall,”’ give up their rights
to one of themselves, for the sake of order, that he
may give his attention more entirely to the work of
ministering to them. He becomes in reality *their
minister,” as they justly call him. It inust be con-
fessed, however, that thisis not in accordance with
their “Form of Church Government,’ which was
drawn up in the time of the grand rebellion by the West-
minster Divines, and has ever since been the standard
of the Scottish Presbyterians on this point.

In the “Form of Church Government,'’ then, it is
affirmed, that Christ instituted a Government in His
*iii. 490, 491.

§ Turner, iii. 476.

+ Soames, Bamp. Lect. 63. {ﬁid 65.
|| Johnson’s Can. 816, 10.
** 1bid. 278.

9 Lingard, 251.
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RELIGION.
(From a Sermon by Archbishop Tillotson.)

Religion is a thing to which men ate not only
formed by education and eustom, but, as Tully says,
Que omnes duce natura vehimur, it is that to which we
are all carried by a natural inelination; which is the
true reasad why some religion or other hath so uni«
versally prevailed in all ages and places of the world,

Religion is the strongest band of human sogiety §
and God so necessary to the welfare and happiuess of
mankind, as it could not have been more, if we could
suppose the being of God himself to have been pur=
posely designed and coutrived for the henefit and ad«
vantage of men. 3

The pure Christian religion, as it was delivered by
our Savicur, hath hardly any thing in it that is posi=
tive, except the two Sacraments, which are not very
troublesome neither, but very much for our comfort
and advantage, because they convey and confirm to
us the great blessings and privileges of our religion,
In other things, christianity hath hardly imposed any
other Laws apon us but what are enacted in our na«
tures, or are agreeable to the prime and fundamental
laws of it; nothing but what every man's reason ei~
ther dictates to him to be necessary, or approves ag
highly fit and reasonable.

A Religious and virtuous life is not only upon all
accounts the most prudent, but after we are entered
upon it, and aceustomed to it, the most pleasant
course that any man can take; and however inconsid«
erate men may complain of the restraints of religion,
it is not one jot more our duty, than it is our privilege
and our happiness.

Taking all things into consideration, the interest of
our Bodies and our Souls, of the present and the fu-
ture, of this world and the other, religion is the most
reasonable and wise, the most comfortable and com-~
pendious course that any man ean take in order to
his own happiness.

If safety, or pleasure, or liberty, or wisdom, or vir«
tue, or even happiness itself have any temptation in
them, religion hath all these baits and allurements.—
Whoever lives according to the rules of it may pass
the whole age of his life (I may add his whole dura-
tion, this life and the other) without trouble, so that
it is absolutely necessary, both to our present peace
and our futare felicity.

This is the advantage of the ekristian religion sin=
cerely believed and practised, that it gives perfect rest
and tranquillity to the mind of man: It frees us from
the guilt of an evil conscience, and from the power of
our lusts, and from the slavish fear of death, and of
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