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=" THE ROYAL MARTYR.

Cubspps Cbarles! Ohb, might we blot the page,
hicb tells opr Fathers’ worse than civil rage;
Purge off the blovd and shame of hiudred strife,
And the foul trutlic foe thy barter'd life!

Ol tutor'd esrly iu that erring school

Where cvery art was kuown, save how to rule:
Taughs by the frockd aud pedant Monarch’s plan,
All bat the scieuce of Thyself, aud Man;

Bora with affections for a Crowo too kind,

Free, gentle, courteous, gallant, ‘uul r}-ﬁu'll ;
Hapless in temper, foctune, station, time,

And curv'd with gouduess which in Thee was crime!
A miod which cbequer'd by distinction nice

Made all its private virtue public vice;

Alike irresvlute fur guod or ill,

In action nerveless, only strony in will;

Betray'd, rejected, injur’d, on the throne,

Lov'd, mourn'd aud envied, in thy tall slone!

For mark, when Royalty®s rief tale is told,
Agd the worn robe of Empire waxes old;
How soaring upward after each new blow,
The Martyr leaves his destiny below !
Then ro unprivecly doubts his boson tear,
No thoughts but those & Monarch may declare;
No wish was his, which Kiugs should shrink to frame,
No luok but such as Majesty became.
Mov'd but as some gpectator of his woes,
He sces the drama hasteniug to its close;
Scorns the brute foree which secks in vain to hide
Tt bastard growth beneath unmsuner'd pride;
Unshaken bears Sedition’s foul deceit,
Religion's muckery, and Law’s solemn cheat;
The cold reproach, the contumely keen,
The rude, harsh taunt, and insult of the wean;
The luw-born gibe, with which the rabble pay
Their debt of vengeance when the great decay,
Titl at the last, secare of death, he views
The goal Rebellion’s bloody foot pursues:
*I'is theu he throws all worldly state apart,
And binds the Christian’s buckler round bis heart;
Faith, Hope, and Meckuess, surer arms supply,
And teach the King ta fall, the Saint to die.
2en when in studied bitterness of hate,
flis palace-court receives the mournful state ;
Yeaven hias bis thaoks which, chastening hitn, has shown,
How near the scaffold riees to the throne,
There sorrow ing crowids their Prince’s wrongs confess,
Artd rugged lipa, unus'd to blessing, bless;
Scarce think the dreadful pageant can be true,
Nor dare believe what Guilt has dar’d to do.
There not the womau tears of passion flow,
But all is frozen to one blank of woe ;
Silence of grief, or Learts which speak in sighs,
Aud sad Astonishment with doubling eyes;
Uatimely throes, whose midwife is Despair,
And Horror, stiffening with uplifted bair.
Enovgh of Earth! now Heaven alone remains,
Auad but ane stage of sorrow more detains:
Prayers till the spuce between, and when they cease,
His Jast “ Remember!® stamps the pledge of Peace!
Rev, E. Suevtey.

THE MARTYRDOM OF KING CHARLES I,
(Dy the Rev. I, Giresley).

At length the nation was astounded by the announce-
ment that the King wus to be brought to trial for his life.
The trial of an anointed sovercign for treason, by his
subjects, was a thing before unheard of in the annals of
theworld. Kings have in different ages been slain by the
band of the assassin, or fallen in battle with their subjects;
but never hefore was there imagined so presumptuous an
infraction of human and divine law, as for. subjects to
arraign their Sovereign before them, and sit in judgment
on his life. It remained for England,—LEngland, the
boasted birth-place of liberty,—to set an example to the
world of a crime subversive of the very foundation of
socinl order, the results of which, terrible as they have
already been, have, it is to be feared, as yet arrived at but
a small part of their full development.

To regard the trial of Charles, however, as a solemn
spectacle of a great nation sitting in judgment on their
Sovereigm, is altogether a false view of the circumstinces
of the case. The crime was perpetrated by a small knot
of republican oflicers, against the will and in oppesition
to the feeling of the large body of the nation. Yet was
the nation justly responsible for the crime before God and
man, who had joined in the sin of rebellion, and now
found themselves unable to restrain its dreadful issues.

The moustrous project was concocted by a few of the
leading rebels assembled at Windsor, at which mecting it
is said that Cromwell offered up a long prayerto God that
He would assist in their deliberation. - The question was,
whether the King should be simply deposed, and kept a
prisoner for life, or whether he should be * presently
dispatched ™ by private assassination, or brought to pub-
lic trial.  The latter step was agreed on, as being, on the
whole, most advisable. Accordingly, the House of Com-
mong, or rather the small body of Cromwell's partisans,
about eighty in number, who were still suffered to assem-
ble, passed a vote whereby a high court of justice was
appoiated for the trial of the King,—a measure which, it
15 just to say, was rejected by the Lords without a dissen-
tient voice.  The high court was formed of oune hundred
and thirty-five members,—men selected from the House
of Cowmans, the ariny, or the people genernlly,—all,
more or less, the creatures of Cromwell The twelve
Judges of the 18nd refused to sit, declaring unanimously
that the whole proceeding wus illegal; but law and justice
bad long since ceased to govern.

Thus was this excellent Manarch, in the full vigour of
tmanhood, his hair blanched with sorrow, majestic even in
his misfortunes, brought to trial for his life before men
already determined to condemn him. I'he demeanour of
Charles on this most dreadful occasion was such as to
elicit the adwiration even of his enemies. When he was
first brought before the so-called high court of justice
siting in Westminster Hall, he looked upon them with a
Slern air, yet without any manifestation of trouble, and
took the seat assigned to him in full front of his judges.
When the indictment was read, and the King was desired
by the President (o plead, le at once refused to do 60.—

ithout any alteration of countenance, or hesitation of
Danner, he desired to know by what authority they pre-
samed by force to bring him before them? and who gave
them power to judge of his actions? He told them that
he was their lawful King, and they his subjects, who
owed him duty avd obedience; and that he would not so
wuch betray himself. and his roynl dignity as to answer
ay thing they objected against him, which were to
acknowledge their authority ; though he believed thatevery
oue of themselves, as well as the spectators, did, in their
¢onscience, absolve bim from all the material things which
¥ere objected against him. )

D irrepressible murmur of approval ran through the
assembly; and the soldiers and officers were scarcely able
o keep order in the court: indeed, .several incidents
occurred on that memorable day, which thowed how
barshly the whale pruceeding grated on the feelings even
“’{_,‘hose who bad befure been enemics to the King.—

nen the name of Lord Fairfax was called over amongst
the Jist of judges, a Joud voice was heard 10 answer, “he

more wit than to be here.” In fact, Fairfax had
Tefused 1o take any partin the trial, and used the small
“{Wer which was feft to him to prevent its fatal issue.—
ben the impeachment was read, in which it was said
that the suit was instituted “in behalf of the good people
;)f En‘gla_nd." the same voice exclaimed in a still louder
(‘.’“c- A\O.‘nor the bundredth part of them! It is fa)se!
romwell s a traitor!” upon which one of the officers
¢ the soldiers fire into the box whence those presump-
1W0es words were ultered; bat it was quickly discerned
102t it was the general’s wife, the Lady 1-‘airfnx, who had
Bliered hoth those sharp sayings; and she was presently
.li‘?h‘uaded of furced to leave the place, to prevent any new
e'5°“ier. But the words which she dared to utter
n‘P“‘sN the geocral sense.  The spectators in the galle-
""’, &ve vent by their murmurs and exclamations to their
by cited !:..:ellt_ngs: even the people offered up their prayers
e " the Kinz's prescrvation, and by their gencrous tears
Ipressed their returning love for gixn. ut their sym-
Y came 100 late, Cromwell's brutal and fanatical

! soldiers, armed with partisans aod balberts, repressed the
f feeling of the multitude; aud, being instigated by bribes,
or urgud to madess by their fanatical preachers, cried

to the vilest uses of treason and delusion?

_Three times was the Kiug brought before this mock-
tribunal, and as often declined their jurisdiction. On the
fourth day, after 3 few witnesses had been examined, who
proved that they had seen bim at the head of his army at
Edgebill, Naseby, and other places,—for this was the
amount of the charge brought against bim,—sentence of
death was passed, During the whole of thexe trying
scenes, his behavioue was such as does houour to his
memory as a King and as a Christian.  Firin and fearless,
be waintsined in each reply the utmost perspicuity of
thought and expression;—uwild and equable, be ruse into
no passion or over-excitement: his soul, without effort or
affectation, maiutained a perfect self-possession, and
seemed to look down with pity on all the attempts of
buman malice and iviquity; nay, when suljected to the
vilest indignities, as he was led through the rauks of the
spldicrs, he calinly submitted to insult without one pas-
sionate word or munuur,

On the sad particulars of his exceation we will pot
dwell at large ; suffice it to say, that his soul being pre-

| pared, not merely by the religious exercises of a few days,

but by the devotion of many years spent in self-denial and
obedience to God’s Jaws, he met his death with the holy
fortitude which became a Christian, but not without
haviog first prayed to God for the forgiveness of his
cnenies, and having addressed 10 thew many words most
suitable to the times, and worthy of the remembrance of
after ages:—* Now, sirs,” said he, *“believe it, you will
never go right, nor God will never prosper vou, until you
give God his due, the King his due,—that is, my succes-
sor,—and the people their due.  § am as much for them
as any of you. You must give God his due, by regu-
lating rightly his Church, accordiug to the Scripure,
which is now out of order: to set you ina way particularly
now 1 cannot; but ouly this,—a national syuod freely
called, freely debated among themselves, must settle this,
when every opinion is frecly heard.  For the King,”
[here he seews 1o bave been interrupted, or overcome by
kis feclings, and did not express himself fully], “the laws
of the Jand,” he suid, “will clearly instruct you for that.
<eeersesnss For the people, truly 1 desire their Jiberty and
freedom as much as any body whatsoever; but 1maust tell
you that their liberty and freedom cousist in Auaving
government,—in having those laws by whick their lives and
their goods may be most their own,  Itis not their having a
share in the government,—that is nothing appertaining to
them”  He then declared that he died a Christian, ac-
cording to the profession of the Church of England ; and,
after a brief conversation with the excellent Bishop Juxon,
who attended bim with pious fidelity during his last hours,
he calmly laid his head on the block ; and a single stroke
of the axe seviced it from his body!

At the instant when the blow was given, a dismal uni-
versal groun was uttered by the people, as if by one con-
sent, such as was never before heard; and, had they not
been dispersed by the soldiers, it is likely that their indig-
nation would not then have ended.  The same feeling of
grief and dismay pervaded the whole eity.  Many persons
closed their houses,—passed the day intasting and prayer
within their secret chambers, in bope to avert the wrath
of God for this tremendous crime.  Women ave said to
have falien into untimely partorition,—others were scized
with convulsions, or sunk iwto such a meluncholy as
attended them to their graves. A like sensation pervaded
the whole land, as soon as the report was spread of this
fatal execution.  Lvery one lovked on his neighbour with
silent astonishment.  Scotland itself repudiated, with
indignation, all consent or participation in a deed to which
she had but too much contributed.  Even forcign natious,
under whatever form of government, exclaimed, with one
voice, against the enormous crime, and rejected the
example with horror, as a most heinous insult on Jaw and
Justice. :

It may truly be said, that all Europe shuddered at the
fearful omen, and that the world itself will probably not
outlive the woral consequences of that dreadful deed.

The murder of Charles has been rightly called a mar-
tyrdom. A martyr is onc who dies for religion’s sake;
and such was unquestionably the cause of Charles's death.
It was a sincere attachment to God’s true Apostolic or
Episcopal Church which brought him to the scaffold.—
Charles believed the visible Apostolic Church to be, as it
is, the institution of God; and no power on earth could
wove him to desertit.  Hisattachment was no blind party
zeal ;—that would have sunk beneath the sufferings which
he endured ;—but it was a fixed and firm auachment 10
the cause of God’s true religion, shewn forth, not only in
his public acts as regarded religion, but in the nost
virtuous and exemplary life.  If the nation had not for its
sins been subject to God's just wrath, Charles was a
monarch whose benign influence might have brought the
Church to a higher state of excellence than has been
witbessed  before or since. ' What might bave been the
condition of Lngland during the two centuries which
have since elapsed 7—what nught it be now, if the plans
which he devised for the good of the Church had not been
impeded by the violence of sectarianism?—nay, what
might have been the present state of the world 1tself, if
the English Church, established on a firm foundation, and
continually enlarged, so as to meet the wants of a growing
population, had retained the love of her childeen, and
spread her arms into distant regions, making cach colony a
new branch of God's pure kingdon, instead of itself sinkng
under the assault of a wild sectarianisim, and spreading, as
it has done, in every quarter of the globe its pernicious
schisms and divisions?

Under the circumstances of unparalicled difficulty in
which Charles was placed, it would have been next to
inpossible for him not to have committed some errors.—
We know that there were passages in his life for which
he pever ceased to ask God’s pardon with fasting and
prayer until bis dying day. It were absurd, however, of
persons in the present tines o pass judgment on bis ac-
tions upon mere modern principles. They who would
rightly judge of Charles’s conduct must place themselves
in the age in which he lived, before they can be compe-
tent to decide.

For instance, it has often been alleged against him,asa
want of true policy as well as justice, that he attempted
to force the English Liturgy upon the people of Scotland.
It is false to say that he endeavoured to force upon them
Episcopacy. because Episcopacy was the law of the land
when he cawe to the throne. But they who thus accuse
Charles of intolerance furget that, when the Presbyterians
of Scotlund, aided by the English rebels, gained the ascen-
dant, they did actually force the Preshyterian form of

overnment on the people of England,—they drove out
ﬁer ministers—proseribed ber liwrgy and services. It
wasrendered pepal to use iteven in private houses. The
truth is, that the right view of toleration was entirely un-
koown io those times. It was not til} Jater days that the
true principle was acknowledged, that, whilé it is the duty
of government to proride instruction in the true form of
worship for sall the people, yet it is contrary to true
religion o force any one 1o accept it. It is remarkable
that one of the principal causes of complaint made by the
Parliament against the King, was bis unwillingness 1o
enforce the penal statutes against the papists; and yet this
very Parliament stirred up the people to rebellion by the
wild cry of freedom of conscience, and civil aod religious
Jiberty!

As’ the troubles of Charles I. commenced from bis
attachment to the Church, so it was his resolute mainte-
pauce of bis principles which eventually brought him to
his death. Afier his imprisonment, when wen’s minds
began to turn in his favour, aad there was a general dis-
position to rise for his rescue, the Scots could not obtsin
from him, as the price of their assistance, any promise to
support Presbytery io Eogland. He consented, indeed,
to its establisbment in Scotland.  Stggng political preja-
dices capspiring with the interests of Ggany of the leading
men of that nation, who, in troublous times, bad seized
on the bishops'fands, and were unwilling to restore them,
had infused into a great portiun of the Scottish people a
spirit, which, according to their respective bias, somne
would call religious zeal, others a dogged fanaticism,—
But the same principle which induced Charles to forbear
to enforce on the Scottish people, against their will, that
which he in bis beart believed to be the true Apostolic
form of Church-government, still more obliged bim to

Scots, that be should enforce Presbyteriasism on the
Engl“'hb,-—a form of discipline which be believed to be as
repugnant to the feelings of the nation itself as it was

contrary to Apostolic usage.  And so, afterwards, when

out *“justice! justice!™——a pame, alas? how often perverted |

refuse his concurrence in the unressonzble wish of the

! the Presbhyterian party in Eagland offervd him bis liberty
' sad life, it he would accede to their conditions, he per-
! sisted 10 the last in his refusal.

* He was well pleased,™ he said to the commissioners,
} “with their expression, that they Jid vat iutvnd to foree
1 bis conscivoce: yet the manner of their pressing him
+ looked very like it, after he had so soleminly dectared that
Vit was spaiust his cousvivnee.  That he did concur with
; them in their distinction of bisheps; and if they wonld
- preserve the Scripture-bishop, he wonld tuke away tise
{ bishop by law. He confessed that necessity might justity
- and excuse many things: but it sosld meoer sarrant him
i to deprive the Church of Gud of an order instituted  for
{ comtinuni wse, and for establishing a succession of lawtul
{ ministers in the Church: he would with more comfort
! cast hiwmself on God's goodaess to support him in and
fdefend him from all afiliction, how great soever, that

P might befall him, than deprive himselt of the inwani ;

: tranquillity of wind, for any politic consideration that
{ might seem to be a1 means to restore him,”

! Thux, with the alternative before him of liberty and
¢ restoration to his throne, on the one hand, or continued
; imprisomeut and sutlering, and probhable death, on the
: other, he deliberately chose to abide by the dictates of his
conscience, and died & MARTYR 10 God’s true religion.

The infidel and the latitudinarian of the present day
will of course join in condemning Charles as a fanatic or
a bigot; but the Christian Churchanan will revere him as
a martyr aud o ssint.

Dark was the day for Eugland which saw the death of
her most holy King.  Deep were the sufferings which she
thenceforth endured; nor is the staip of guilt yet washed
out from her rebellions hands.

Much cause have we with fear and trembling * to
implore the merey of God, that neither the gailt of that
sacred and innocent Wood, nor those other sins by which
Gud was provoked to deliver both us and our King into
the hands of cruel and unreasonable men, may at any
time bereafler be visited on us or our posterity.”™*

LORD CHANCELLOR KING AXND HIS WRITINGS
ON CHURCIH GOVERNMENT,
(Lrom the New York Clurchman.)

The recent publication, in Philadelphia, under the pa-
tronage, and in pursuance of a vote of the Preshyterinn
* Pastoral Assocution” of that city, of Sir Peter King's
* Inyuiry into the Constitution, Discipline, Unity, and Wor-
ship of" the Drimitive Church, within the first thrce hundred
years after Christ,"—one hundred and twenty -seven yeurs
after the fast previons edition, scews to render expedivnt
some inguiry into the pretensions of the author, the cha-
racter of his writings, and their effect upon the age in
which he lived.  Witha view to promote such an inquiry,
1 wish to Iny before your readers some few facts which |
have met with in the course of my veading.

Sir Peter King was born at Excter, England, in 1669,
His fumily were dissenters, and he was educated in the
principles of dissent from the Chureh of Englund.  His
father was a grocer, and endeavoured 1o bring him up to
his own business. The employment was, however, disa-
greeable to the son, who was inclined to studious habits,
and in them employed his leisure hours,  Iis principles
as u dissenter not allowing his admission to the Euglish
Universities, he was advised by his maternal uncle, the
celebrated John Locke, 1o pursue his studies at Leyden;
aud, ot his return from that university, he entered the
Tuner Temple.  When he came to the bar, his taleats and
industry soon procured him distinetion.  His taste lead-
iug him to the study of aucient writers, he early turned
his attention to ceclesinstical history 3 and in 1692, when
but twenty-two years of age, he publishied his best known
work, that above alluded to. 1t was a work of some in-
dustry, but produced by an immature judgment. 1 con-
clusions were demwan rather from terms than facts; and
occasionally from the modern ideas attached 1o these
terms, rather than theif aucient and proper sense.  Dr,
Calamy, a dissenting minlstér, in his Abridgement of Bax-
ter's History of iz Life and Timeg, (1692,) says of this
work—* At this time cume out o ok of pn ccc{csinslicnl
nature, written by a young gentlegan, but drawn up-with
such strict care and exuctoess, that » wan who bad spent
all his days in conversing with the Fathers and primitive
writers of the Christian Church, would have no need to
be ashamed of the performance.” The dissenting divines
of that period, however, have not left such evidence of
their acquuintance with Christian antiquities, as to induce
us to rate this commendation very high. DA, Calamy's
approbation is easily accounted for, on the ground of the
support which such s work as the Jnquiry was caleulated
to give to dissent.  The Jeading object of the writer was
to show, that, in the primitive Church, a hishop hud the
charge of only one congregation, or parish, and therefore
was not a diocesan, but a purochial bishop—ithe mere
pastor of a single parish. ‘The work, however, though
published cursently with his uncle Locke's Letters on To-
leration, and ghortly after the Revolution, which gave to
Englaud a Preshyterian king, (a circumstance which had
much eclevated the hopes of the dissenters,) does not seemn
to have attracted much attention.  Indeed, such was the
silence with which it was regarded, at a time when there
was abundant excitement concerning its principal topics
throughout England, that Scluter retnorked, more than
twenty yesrs subsequently, that “the less learned, and
more prejudiced adversanies, of the Church of England,
have made their boasts of it, and from its not being an-
swered yet, have proclaimed it an unanswerable vindica-
tion of their separution from her.”

In 1699, Sic Peter King obtained a seat in parliament,
which he continued to biold for many years, and was one
of the committee of the House of Commons, for the im-
peachmeant and prosecution of Dr. Sucheverell.

In 1702, he published a * History of the Apostles’ Creed,
with critical observations on its several articles,” This
work also exhibits proof of industrious research; but
“guch as read this valuable work,” says Mosheim, * would
do well to consider thut its learned suthor, upon seversl
occasions, has given us conjectures instend of proofs, and
slso that his conjectures are not always so huppy us to
justly command our assent.”

But the work which attracted the most potoriety in the
author's life-time, was one entitled, The Rights vf the
Cluistian Church Asserted, published in 1706, Of this
work Dr. Calamy says, *there has not been a book pub-
lished in many years that made more noise. Some were
much taken with the manner of this book, snd by that
tempted to think better of the matier and srgument.
pretend not here to act the part of a censor, or an advo-
cate ; and could not be either, without several distinctions,
Far be it from me to pretend to justify the matter in ofl

ints, and much less the wanner of tresting some divine
institutions. The warm invectives of this book have kin-
dled much indignation in same sgainst the auathor or su-
thors.” Tlis, et it be remembered, is the opinion of one
who appears 10 have held the autbor previously in con-
siderable estimation,

In this work Sir Peter advocated the Erastian principle
that the church was simnply and exclusively the creature
of the state—whatever apy community might be pleased
to make it—tbat there was not and could not be any suc-
cession either of the Church or its ministry—that reli-
gious offices were appropristed to particular men for the
sake of order unly—that ecclesiastical officers were as
much subject to deprivation by the magistrate, as civil
officers—that the king was the head of the Church in the
fullest sense—that not only su independent power of ex-
communication, but even of ordination in the clergy, is
inconsistent with the magistrate’s right to protect the
commonwealth—that the consecration of the elements at
the Lord’s Supper might be called conjuration, rather than
any thing else, &c., &c.

br. George Hickes, one of the non-juring bishops, in
the Preface to The Christian Priesthood Asserted, pud-
lished in 1707, mentions some circumstances strongly im-
plying doubts of Sir Peter's belief in Christianity, sarcas-
tically places him in_dhe aynugogue c;f the libertines, and
expresses the hope that when Bir Feter sbould publish
{ again, he would do—-what for some reason be had gever
{ done—put his name to the work, and thereby show the
i world that he was peither asbamed nor afraid 10 own what

he had written.
A singular proof of the great sensation produced in
{ England by the publication of this work, is in the fact,
; that the House of Cominons, upon the cowpletion of the
{ tria} of Dr. Sacheverell, for bis famous High Church Ser-
| mons, in 1709, and oo the very day afier they bad or-
dered these sermons to be burnt by the common hang-

* Seevice for the Thirtimh of Jannary, Leing the day of the
Martyrdom of the blessed King Charles L

man, passed the tullowivg resolutivu in Aclation to le’l

!
1 Nickts of the Christian Chwrck, and somne other baoks
‘ ** Noxend, That the said books are scandalous, seditious,
and biasphemous libels, highly rvtlecting on the Christian
{ religion, and tend 0 prowote iwmorality and atheis,
aud to create divisions, schisms, and factions among her
wajesty’s subjects; and ordervd that the said bowks bde
this day burnt by the common hangman.” Sir Peter
King was then 2 member of the Rouse, had been vne of
the managers for the impeachuent and teial of Sacheve-
rell, had acted in it with mwueh coergy, and had reccived,
with the other managers, * the thanks of the house for the
faithful managewent of the trast reposed i them™ Tt is
not easy to concvive a more awkwand prodicavent in
which a parliamentary author conld be placed.

Mre. Witham Law, in the second of those Letters o Fii-
shop Hoadley, which have so Jong been juatly celebrated
for fine reasoning and beantiful diction, calls the author
of the Rights of’ the Christiaa Chureh “a acandatous de-
claimer aguinst the onlinances of Christ,” and saps that
he *has been treated by the greatest part of the nation as
u frve-thinking intidel; boecause he has Nrmm‘lml every
particular Chureh, as such, and denied all obligation to
communion; because he had exposed henedictions, atso-
Jutions, and excommunications; denied the divine vight
of the clergy, and ridicalud the pretended sacnsdness und
necessity of their ndministratioas, a8 mere niceties and
trifles; in a word, because he has made all churebies, all

priests, all sacraments, hawever administered, equally va-
i, and denicd any particular wethod uccessary to salva-
tion.”

Jones, of Nugland, speaking of this work, says: *in
the last century (17th) great dunger arnse to society frow
enthusiastia notious of religion.  Of later yoars, a graud
Jevelling hath been adopted, which tends to confound all
right and property among wankind, and strikes at the
autharity of God himaelf in Church and state,  One of
the first books in which this was openly doue, was called
The Rights of the Christian Church, 1t wndertook to
prove that the Chureh is the ereature of the state, and the
state the creature of the people, and that God bimself, as
the governor of lsenel, became such in virtwe of a con-
tract between himself and the people at Horeb,”

In 1713, Sir Peter, who had been huighted "by Qucen
Anne, while he held the office of Recorder of Vondon,
published a second editton of bis Inquiry inte the Cunstic
tution, Discipline, Unity, and Worship of the Primitive
Church, \\'Iwn the first edition was published, the wue
thor was young and otweure; but in the intervening time,
by bis writings, and activity in the House of Commons,
he had attracted no little distinetion.  Still the work does |
not appear to have reeeived much attention from the
writers of that period.  Sclufer says that he was a siranger
it till some comsidernblae time ufter the secoud edition
appearad, yet finding that men of letters expressed an car-
nest expeetation of on answer, by determitied to use his
best endeavoues to vindicate the cmlf' apostolical consti-
tution of the charch, nnd to plend the cause of injurad
antiquity, and to correet those palpable mistakes, and un-
fair representations of the venerable fathers of the Chiurch,
80 obvious in almost every page of thove plausible colice-
tions, His answer, with the title of An Original Draught
of the Primitive Church, is generally admitied to have sae
tistied Sie Peter himself, of the Incompetency of his In-
quiry; and he now, from o dissenter, or ocensionnl cone
formist, beeame u member of the Chureh of England.

Hut Scluter's, though the most effective and bost known
answer to the Jaguiry, wis nat the n'nl{' one,  Mixhop
Smalridge wrote another, which is comprised in the folie
edition of his Sermons.  An cditinn of Scluter’s Original
Druught was printed at Columbus, Ohio, a few years
siuce, and probably may yet be found at the bookatores.
‘T'he modesty, caution, and respectful manner of the suthor,
are in the highest degreo commendable,  3is work isn
very thorough refutation of the Jequiry.

Yet Mr. Wealey, when he undertonk to set up n new
scct in this country, [United States] failing of other weans
to cffect his purpose, (for be had uscevtained by octna)
application that the Lnglish bishops would net ordain
ministers to bo under his jurisdiction aud beyond theirs;
und, it is said, mude a similar application tu Greck bi.
shop who had visited Lasilon, to ordain preachers, and
even conseerate him to the Eplecopal oflled,) declared in
his letter to Dr, Coke, &¢., of September 10,1784, that
*Jord King's aceount of the Primitive Church convineed
me, many years ago, that bishops and priests ure the sauie
order, nud consequently have the vight to ordsin.”  Lord
Mansfichd had, however, on the other hand, told him that
“ordination was separation.”  Following Lord King, ke
effected the separation, and Dr..Coke tells us thut he was
sfterwards sorry for it.  1f ho bad read Sclater's work, be
wight probably have becn spared this sorrow, .

Vhen Dr. Coke came to this country to bring sbont
this separation, while on his pussagy he reud Sie I King's
book, 1 think, (for it is some years since § remd his jour-
nal, awd I quote from memory,) for the first time, aud hie
expresses himself very cnuleously in regurd w0 mny fa-
vourable convictions produced on his mind by Sir Peter’s
reasoning, N

But the truth is, that Sir Peter’s Jaquiry cannot be re-
ferred to by either Wesley or Coke for the course which
he porsued, Mr. Wesley tells us in his journal, (Jan, 20,
1746,) that he hud then /:.m vrend over Lord Ring's Ae-
count of the Primitive Church. 1n spite of the vehement
prejudices of my cducation, I'was ready to believe that it
wos a fair and impariial draught.  But if so, it would fol-
low, that bixhops and presbyters ure essentially of one order;
and that originally every Christian congregution was a
Church independent of all others” Now, it Mr, Wesley
was really convinced by the Jaguiry, his convictions were
in favour, not of the Episcopal, or even the Preshyterion,
but of the Congregutional mode of Church govermmnens,
viz., that all Cbristian congregujions were independent of
each other, with but one order of the ministey; yet Dr,
Coke was already n Presbyter when Mr. Wulc{ professed
to raise him to  higher order; and Dr. Coke himwelf pro-
fessed to orduin Mr, Ashury to three scveral orders on as
many different days! The American Conference of 1784,
morcover, declared that they “ were satisfled of the vali-
dity of Dr. Coke’s and- Mr, Asbury’s Episcopal ordinu-
tion," The American. Methodist. Church, as constituted
under Mr. Wasley's instructions, is nearly as far as possi-
ble removed from the theory of Bir Peter King's Jnquiry;
and is, literally, in its formw, & high-toned Episcopacy.

Dr. Baugs, a distinguished - Methodist minister of this
country, (in the most singuler. work, of modern times,
which I recollect to have met with, for confused and illo-
gical reasoning, and perversion of facts,) in sn stieipt to
prove, in opposition 1o the actual policy of his own church,
~which makes bishops s distinct order by consecration,
from presbyters or elders—that the terius bishops sud
presbyters, signify the same order, relics for his testimony
chiefly on the Inquiry. Tle says, *that the reader may
rely upon every quotation as correct, 1 will remark, that
the suthor has fulily verificd all his quotations by fnscrt.
ing the originsls in the margin of his Look.” But if Dr,
Bangs hod read Sclater’s Drawught, as we shall sce subse-
quently that ke professes to have done, he would have
known that Sclater hos proved conclusively, that many of
these quotations of Sir Peter, professedly made from the
originals, and given 28 such in the margin, are wutilated
in various ways, so as not to be relied on, and are often
construed more sccording 1o modern idens and notions,
than the practice, sufficiently sttested by others, of primi-
tiveantiquity, lut Dr. Hangsaddsin s note, [ am aware
that Sclater hus atteingted a refutation of Lord Clancel-
lor King's Account of the Primitive Church; and ina few
particulurs he may bave suceceded ; nor am | pledged
for al} the conelusions which his lordship adduces from the
early writers of the Chureh. The quotations spenk for
themselves, and every one is st liberty 1o make bis own
inferences.” 1 must still, however, claim the benefit of
the previous question, are the quotations sdmitted 1o be
correct? Till Sclater's proofs to the contrary be setaside,
the inferences drawn from them are inadmissible in any
srgument. Perhaps I am wrong in saying sbove, that
Dr. Bangs professcs to bave sead Sclater, yet the manner
in which he speaks of Sclater’s book implies as mnuch.

Inthe Lectureson Ecclesiastical History by Dr, Campbell,
of the Scottish church, [Kirk] Sir Peter King's /nyuiry
seeins 10 have been vaed s 4 basis for the Lecturer's theory,
Bishop Shinner, in bis Vindication of Primitive Truth amd

Order, dircetly charges Dr, Camnpbell with plagiariso, in
copying large portious of the Inquiry. FProbably Dr.
Campbell supposed himself in possession of a rare copy
of & forgotten book, nearly & cenwsry having passed since
it bad been reprinted, and shat he might therefore save
bimself much trouble Ly absorbing its mnatter, so impor-
tant to bis cause, in 8 work whose publication was in-
l tended to be posthamoas.” Dr. Daubeny makes the samne
charge in his Liscourses on the Conncsion between the O/d

and New Testument, where he says that, © having attended
to the progress of this contreversy, and particalarly
marked the ground on which, thma time to time, it Lae
been placed, 1 can have no diticulty in tracing the road
aver which the profeaser has travellad ; and theee is Biutle
doubt in wmy wind, that Sie Peter Ring's laguiry was the
one which the protessue had before him whea he pat to-
sether that part of his lectures: hecause the smne are
nugement of argument and proof, the sann mutilation of
extrant, the same want of appest to that ¢vidence which
the Reriptures are competent tv furnish, together with the
same turn of expression, ave to be wet with in the publi-
cations of both weiters, a civcumstance not to be ne-
counted for but on the suppusition of one baving copied
fom the other.”  The «hitoms of the CArsnian (Raerrer,
speaking of” De. Danbeny s confutation of the matn prin.
ciples of Dro Campbell’s Lectures, say, * We anticipated
an easy victory, both from the Anown ability of Drv. Daye
beny in this field of theological controversy, and from the
woeakness of the argnments with which he had 10 contend,
Without any dispeaition to withtiold from Dr. Camphelt
the general eateoiin whick be has so justly meritad, we it
oursclves compelled to agree with U, Daubeny in the
oplnion, that no addition of eredit will be derived to Dy,
Camapbell’s name by the publication of his Leviurnes”

The Inguiry also appears ta have been of much use to
Ve, Midler in his Letters on the Christion Ministry, Ue
even chases Sie Peter King's opinions us the conceasions
of au Episcopaliun? A fiet which ix no trifling additionnl

roal af the generat want of accuracy with which b,
Liller bas been sa often chargal.

It was not Al 1223, twelve years after the publication
of the Iuguiry, in fts second edition, that Riz Peter was
appointel Lard Chancellor, 1t is sald that the public oxs
pectation was disappointed by his conduet in this office,
s 8 greater number of his decrves were reversed by the
House of Lanlds, than in any previous ease.  He resignald
this oflice in 17:19, and after haviag sutlensd wuch from a
raralylie affction, died in the fllowing year.  White

ont Clancellor, he prefeveed Mr. Sclater, the author of
the reply to the fnguiry, in the church, thus provieg bis
favouralle apinion o Mr, Xelater’s work ; o work which
3o one hus ever atiempted 10 conflte,

While Nir Peter waw Lond Chanecllor, he was, ane day,
diniug i company with the famous Willian Whiston,
when Siv Peter teproved those whoe dissented from the
English church, werely becnuse it was uot in all h-.\rwu
what they wisked it to be, saying that * thelr usefiluess
was hindend by their scraplea = Bat, my Lord,” swid
Whiston, *would this priveiple [i o their seruples] bo
vdinltted in your court of Chatcery ™ Sie Peter allowed
that it would net.  *Then, wy Lond,” sejoined Whiston,
“how can you sappose 3t wonld be received in the chuas
cety of heaven?”

1t is wurth o paming remark to obaceve the mpuner in
which the Iuguiry ix vefeered to by these writers who
winh to use [t av authurity for tholr own viewn,  The wns:
thor himself modeatly Myles hin work, an Iuquiry uto
the contitution, disciplive, unity, and worship of the pri.
mitive church- caprosses i hin prefiace, o hnmble dih-
denee of bis performance ) and destees that another acnse
way be glven of his severnl quotations, I wecessary, for:
the better information of himself sud others.  But My,
Wesley and Dr. Bangs cotvtuntly call it an decowst of
the Contitution, Ke, as i the anthor thought Wis investi-
gatlon fiual, and his opintons conclusive, ‘I'his changy
could bardly be accideninl, if those writers were familiue
with the book; and s, it scets W we, ealculatt o0 mise
lewd. S0 in the Bateer writor and sowe othery, we find
biv official tlile parnded ot leagih, with the view, mont
prabably, of increasing the fuflucner of the work,  * Lawd
Chancellor King's Accwunt of the Conmtitutlon, K., of the -
Primisive church,” is a desiguntion which ennniot b with-
out its attractivnn, Vet the-bouk w0 which atwntion ie
thus called, wis the work of u young mnn of twenty-two
yeure, o 1693, aud way ecpublistied, whether with his -
sunation iy uncertain, iu 3713, whereas he did not sitalu
the Chaneellorship 111l 1723, when ho bad -resched the .
rips age of ftiy-five, and had become a wember of that
very chuieh, 1o dispute whose  prefenslons the work” wus
written!  Mr, Petur King wis, hils houk heing evidence,
Cungregativanlist, o, as some muy think, & Presbytorian, -
snd 8 dissenter from the Church of Bugland.  Loyd
‘Chancellor Klng was nelthor a- Congregutionatist nor ';\_,
dissenter, but 8 member of the Chureh of Englwd. 1o
even reproved those who dissented from that church, ba-
cause it was not in ull respects whint they wished, and be-
lieved that thelr usefulness was hindered by their scruples:

Further, if Lord King's namie 18 of sulclent nimthority
to glve currency to the opinfous contained in the Juquiry,
cun its authority be less ln mnctioniug“:hu opinions of the
Rights of the Chrivtian Church? Opinlony, which are lite-
rally purallel with thoso fnculcated n the Iadepeadent

Whig, und other deistical publications of the saine period,

which were intended 10 root Chivlstianity out of ugland.
Bishop Mickes gives us an account of somy table wlk of

Sir Peter and his associates, on a certain ocension, which.
implics, that, ut that time, be bismself could sot have been

contemplating sny hulf-way measures to thot enid § * they

plentifully vented thelr blasphemics u!xm the Holy Wri.

tings,” says the Nishop, and he furnishes some, shinost

atrocious, speclinens. The sdwirers of the Jaguiry would,
be nmong the Brat indigonntly to ropudiate and oppose

such principles.  Let them be cautious, then, that they

do not wouud religion Ju the bouso of its friends. M

. W, V.
LS
ON BEING MOVED BY THE HOLY GHONT TO

UNDERTAKE THE MINISTRY, ‘
(From Dishop Fleetiwod).

i

Tle that hath seriously, and In good carnest, purposed
in Wis heart to take upon him the offico and minlstration
of & Deacon, or the order of Fricathowd, with full intention
of serving éod, for the promoting of his glory, and the
edifying of his people; and In order to it huth Jived, and
hurposes (o five, a godly and o sober life, and to improve
ln reuding and understonding the Moly Scriptures, snd'
other leurned books to fit him more and more for the
discharge of his duty, he who bringa this dispogition slong
with him, snd this prepuration and good purpose of ad-
vancing in virtue and knowledge, may very honestly and
truly say, that he trusts he is fnwardly moved by the lloty
Chaat o take the office ho is scching for upon him, as well
because thut, In gencrsl, enery youd and perfect gifi cometh
Srom ahore; and that it is God who worketh in ws both o/
will und to dog snd that without him we can do nothing;
and that he it is, wha by his special grace preventing us,
docs put into our minds good desires: as also, in particu-
lur, because he is moved to undertake this office, by argu-
mentr, suthorities and motives, derived from the Moly
Scriptures, which are the word of God, snd dictates of the
Holy Ghoat; wo that he who is moved by thesn, i certainly
moved by the Holy Ghosts vs be whw i moved by what
1 say, eitber by word of mouth, or writing, is cerluinly
moved by me, - We have indeed no other wsy (ordinary,
1 mesn, nnd common to us all) of knowing thut we ure
influenced and scted at sny tine by the Spirit of God, but
by ﬂnding thut whut we desire, and what we do, is what
we sre willed snd commanded o desire and do, by the
Bpirit of God in the /oty Seriptures, The Apostles in-
deed, and first Christion Ministers, had another sort of
cull, and were moved by the Holy Ghost, In much another
way and manner, to undertake the Mioistry, than we, or
any since those early days, can pretend to: they biad divine
impulses, warnings, admonitions, invitations and calls to
the ministry, such as they could not resist, and such as
they themnselves were sure camne, and iust bave enme from
God; and they were, most of them, able to convinceathers
also of their heavenly mission, by some extraordinary

wers and sbilities they were endned withal, either of

nguages, or prophecy, or curing sickness or diseases, or
such Jike, But as we are sure that these extraordinary
calls asd graces of the Haly Spirit were not promised to
continue for coer, and sure that in foct thtg did not con-
tinae long, in the Church; so we arc sure that this is pot
the inward call, snd movemnent of the Moly Ghost, that
the Church enquires ofter, in the question she puts to such
s are candidutes for Holy Orders; for that tnust be some-
thing that is promised, and something that is to cuntinue
as long as the Church is W continue, and that will be
slways necessry to its well-being: and that, | thisk, is
ouly such a general influence of God's Bpirit, as shall
incline a man's heast to undertake the office of the inistry,
and §1 him with good purposes and resolutions o execute
it fuithfully, 1o the glory of God, and the grod of man-
kind. ‘This is what is necessary, this is what is promised,
this is what we may expect: and he that is not thus far
called, be that dues vot find bimself inwardly xnoved“b‘v
the Holy Ghiost, in this degree and measure, i3 very aofiy

indeed to enter into floly Orders.



