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Canapa.—The Lord Bishop of Toronto has
intimated his intention of holding Confirmativns
in the western portions of his Diocese during
the ensuing summer. From the fact that this
will almost cerlainly be the last time that this
aged and venerated servant of God will visit the
parishes included in the future Dioceso of Lon-
don, the occasion will be onc of even more than
usual interest and solemnity. We cannot doubt
that the youthful mewbers of the Church will
be eager to avail themselves of the privilege of
having Iaid upon their heads, with solemn prayer
and benediction, those hands, which the Al-
mighty hath so blessed and prospered in their
work.

Upor the motion of the Hon. J. H. Cameron,
the correspondence between the Home and Co-
lunial Governments respecting the Chuxch Synod
Bill has been laid before the country. The Im-
perial Governinent acknowledges that “it is
their duty to advise Her Majesty to give her
assent, to the bill; but,” in fact the thing has
got into the ¥ Circumlocution Office.”

Excranp.—The Convoceation of the Province
of Canterbury met on Wednesday, February 4,
st Westmiaster. )

The first subject which engaged the attention
of the Tpper House was one of vast importance;

and of especial interest to the clergy in all parts
of the Anglican Church. The Bishop of Chi-
chester presented a petition from a large num-
ber of thé clergy, setting furth the difficulties
thoy felt in teference to the burk” service with
thoso who died in impenitence and sin, and
praying that Convocation wouid take some mea-
sures for their relicf. A discussion ensued in
which the Archibishop of Canterbury, and the
Bishops of Winchester, Oxford, Excter, St. Da-
vid’s, and Liandaff took pert. Tt is most grati-
fying to find that theso distinguished prelates
were entirely unanimous in their opinions on
this most important question. We have made
it the subject of a separate article, and shall not
therefore dwell any longer upon it here.
Aunother most interesting debato aross in the
House of Bishops upon the reception of a mes-
sage from the Lower Ilonse, requesting their
Lordships to consider the expediency of making
fresh exertions for sustaining and extending the
missionary efforts of the Clhurch both at home
and in foreign parts. The Bishop of Oxford
spoke with his accustomed cloquence and power,
and the Bishop of St. David’s with that practi-
cal good sense for which he is distinguished.
But the true solution of the difficulty seems to
have Leen suggested by the Bishop of Lincoln,
the experienced and laborious Jackson. « It has
been,” he said, *a growing conviction in my
mind, that the only way by which the Church
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can moot that want (of money), is by recurring
to the use of the weekly offertory—na modo
most sgreeablo to the practice of tha ecarly
" Church — 2 mode adopted by almost overy
- Church in tho world, except cur own—a mode
fitted for tho various conditions of our parishes
—well adapted to congrogations of manufactur-
ing parishes, whers large gains are made in
short periods, and where each one who feels
disposed to return to God: in proportion to the
way in which ho has been blessed, has the op-
portunity weckly of doing so—well adapted,
also, to agricultural parishes, where the farmers”
gains aro made by the aggregate of small sav-
ings, and where they may Lave the opportunity
of giving their weekly mite—well adapted to the
poor,. who have the right to bo presented with
such an opportunity of giving. It is the only
means, in short, that I know of by which a largo
resuli can bo produced.- without those constantly
rocurring oxcitements which eannot bo kept up
without a great effort.” The Bishop of Salis-
bury (Hamilton) followed with practicalinstances
of thesuccess of the Offertory in his diocese, and
we cannot forbear quoting emo strikiag passage
in his speech:—<“I have been told that parishes
were so small that it was semcely possible to
make & collection wworth sending to a society.
My answer has always been—it is not the
amount of the gift, but the giviog to the poor
of- our flocks an opportunity of contributing
their mites that is the great object; and that, if
a parish could only send half-a-crown, I would
rathor receive that half-crown, through the loye
of Clrist animating the clergyman and Lis peo-
ple, than thal the name of the parish should not
appear in the list of the contiibutors” Even
the Archbishop could not refrain from adding
his testimony in favour of this true mode. of
Cluistian almsgiving, although he added a cau-
tion, which is, we balieve, entirely needless:
“With regard to the Offertory, I think it should
be strongly insisted on, though the clergy should
be left to judge, whether in their own parishes
it is likely to succeed ;.for we know that in many
instances great unpopularity has attended that
mesasure.”

In the Lower House tha-most inportant topic
brought forward was the admission of the laity
into the Convocation. The Rev. Mr. Seymour
proposed: ““Chat an address-be respectfully pre-
sented o his Grace the President and to their

lordships of the Upper Ilouse of Convocation;

‘requesting their Jordships to take into considera~

tion the following propositions -—T'itst, that the
law of God, as rovealed in Holy Beriptures for
the government of His Church, and witnessed

to by primitive antiguity, while it vests tho au- |

thority and power lo govern, primarily, ifi the
spivituality, does not forbid, rather does it en-
courage thiem, to call and admit. faithful laymen

also to their councils in Synod, at suclt times and’ |

in such manner as they shall judge best for the
welfare of tlie Church. Secondly, that the cit-
cuimstances of the present times present certain

urgent reasons why the Church of England, in |

taking steps for the renewal of her synodal func- -

tione, should take advantage of the liberty, and |

should provide some more formal and regular

opportunities than at present, exist, whereat the

counsel and co-operation of the faithful laity may
bo seeured to the proceedings of Convocation:”
Tho discussion was long and smimated, but

the motion was finally negatived. But the ac-
tive interest now taken by laymen in all ques-
tions affecting the inferests of the Ghurch, and
the steady growth of the synedal-movement are
a guarantee that the question will not be allowed
to rest here, It must not however be supposed

_that the opponents. of Mr. Seymour’s motion.

were actuated by any jealousy or féar of lay in-
terference. The opposition was based upon the
ground that the laity, through thei ropresenta-
tives in Parliament, have already & preponde-
rating influenco in the decision of all matters
conneeted with legislation for the Chureh, in the

appointment of bishops and other dignitaries, |

and even, through the Committee of the Privy
Coundi), in docirinal decisions. Whenever the
Church becomes independent of State control,
the question will assume- a totally different. as-_
pect; and the whole body of the clergy will
gladly avail themselves of the co-operation of
the faithful laity.

The papers announce the death of Robert
Tsaac Wilberforce, formerly Archdeacon of the
East Riding of Yorkshire, who about two years
ago unhappily seceded to the Church of Rome.
Ho was known in the Church of England as one
of her most earest and. devoted ministers, and
one of the ablest of her controversial writers.
Sinco his secession he (like Newman) has pro-
duced nothing worthy of his former reputation.
“He lived,” says the Morning Post, “to ‘fall into

———.
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orrors against which ho had warned so many, to
forsike the communion whose baltles he had so
ably fought, and to ‘dio in that faith whose
claims ho had so forcibly shown to be un-
founded.”

Unitep Srates.—Tho Ifon. Mr. Dix, a highly

* esteerued Churclunan, has published an ablo de-

fence of Trinity Church Corporation. But still,
placing all their acts in tho most favorablu light
possible, it is but too apparent, even from Lis
statoment, that they have commitled one great
and capital error, They have employed their
vast resources in providing luxuiious churel ac-
commodation for those who could and should
liave helped themselves; and have thus disabled
“themselves from fulBlling what was their true
mission, the relisf of the spiritual necessities of
the vast dissolute population swarmivg in the
lower parts of the city.

The New York papers contain a very inte-
resling account of the oponing of a “ Church
School” fur boys. ‘The wretched insufficiency of
the godless School System is forcing itself moro
and more upon the attention of all thougltful
men. .

-Galumny Rofuted.

Oxe of the most common weapons employed by

the enemies of the Church against hei ministers
is misrepresentation and falsehood. It is of
course easy to refute these; but unfortunately
the refutation docs not-often reach those to
whom the calumny has been repeated, and fre-
quently the persons aggrieved by tho calumny
remain iguorant of the charges made against
them. We have before us a case in point. The
Rev. Dr. O'Meara, Missionary to the Indians on
Lake Huron, atcidentally saw, while travelling,
two numbegs of the Methodist paper, the Chris-
tian Guardian, which contained a communica-
tion from a_preacker of that denomination at the
same place, . Dr. O’'Moara has addressed a letter
to the editor in reply, of which the following is
an extract: - t

4 The part of your correspondent’s first letter
to which I would confine my strictures, com-
mences with a falsehood. It states that four
young Indians whom he saw drunk and disor-
derly at Garden River, had béen reclaimed from
Heathenism by Mr. McDougal, and enticed
from him by the exertions of rhe missionary of
the Church of England; unow, though your cor-

respondent does not name the young men of
whom he reports so unfavorably, still 1 have no
hesitation in saying that no persons answering
tho description exist at Garden River,  Ifad
your corrosponlent given the names of the
young men in question, 1 have no doubt those
names would be found in my baptismal 1oegister;
but what is, doubtiess, the history of these eases?
they were baptized and brought up members of
the Churel of Buglaud; tive years ago the de-
mot of prosedytiong rearad Lis heald at Garden
River, aud these youniy men, offen ted, doubt-
less, by some reproofs of their missionary, in
order to show their independence of control,
and their contempt of wholesoe spintual ro-

§ straind, wout over tu the new cuner; by him

they were made wudh of) ashed to pray in pub-
lie, their vanity jleased, their love of novelty
gratifiod ; but Lefore long somse thing ur other
had occurred to make them repent of their rash
¢hange, and then they yielded to the remon-
strances of their law ful witsionany, which never
liave been, aud I trust, as long us the syctem of
proselytism adopted by your body at Garden
River continues, never will bo spared towards
thesd who have been so drawn away. I make
the above statement, not beeauss 1 Lavo the
slightest, idea who the fouy individaals e, Lut
as coverifig every case to which refercnce emn
be made in the statement published by you. If
it bo otherwise, it remains for your correspond-
cut or his iuformants to descend to pasticulars,
stating names of individuals, date of conversion
from heathenism, &e. . . . It is always
unpleasant to have to meet assertions by counter
assertions, beeause you feel that for a time at
least, your readers cannot know which assertion
to believe; but far more pleasant is it when
your adversary himself furaishes jou with the
materidls with which to overthirow himj such is
the case with the remaining part of the letter in
question. Your correspondeut, brings the sweep-
ing charge against the Episcopal teaching at
Garden River, that ils tendency is to produce
drinkenness and immorality, and what is the
ground on which he builds this? that he saw
four young men, who, he was told, belonged to
the Ipiscopal Church, drunk and disorderly,
(for as to his informant’s assertion that all bug
two of the members of the Episcopal Church
had been known to bo subjects of mtoxicativn
during the pest winter, it is, I hesitate not to
say, & malicious falsehood ; the burden of proving
it Lo be otherwige, will by all right-thinking per-
sous be allowed to lie with the assertor and pro-
pagator of it). Lot us seo how Methodist mis-
sions will Lear the application of your corres-
pondent’s principle. I think it was about tho
time of your correspondent’s visit to Garden
River, and if I wistake not, while he was still
there, that I was one evening on my way up-the
river, in. company with the Rev. Mr. Chance, our
missionary there, when 2 young man in a de-
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plorable state of intoxication came running along
tha Dank on the Awmerican shore, demanding
admittance into: Mr. Chauce’s boat, and showing
by his language that he kad somaewhere ov other
learned: Engliskr enough to swear. T was grieved
to find that he was & young man who, having
been baptized by miyself, had been known to
meo as a nice quiet lad till his parents, led astray
by the wonders they heard wounld be done to
theiv children by their admission to' Alnwick
Endustria} School, commenced attendanco at the
Methodist chapel, soon after which the boy was
sent to tho anbove-named school, from which he
had just returned at the time that hoe appeared
before us in his deplorably altered character.
Again, I was present tlis summer at a coun-
¢il Ireld by Captain Amderson, Indian Suporin-
tendent, at Nawaush, Owen’s Sound, when a
young man was called out by the suporintendent
from the crowd of Indians present, and in-
formed that for his incorrigible wickedness he
was to bo deprived of the chicftainship which
ho had inherited from his father; he too had
been at Alnwick school, which is entirely in the
hands of the Methodists, If your correspond-
ent’s principle be correet, I am more than wayr-
ranted in arguing from these fnstances, that the
tendency of Alnwick schoot is to produce drunk-
avds, swearers, and incorrigibly bal characters,
 But again happening to be visiting some In-
dians of our chiurch in the neighborhood of your
wission at Saugeen, 1 was present at another
council held in the Indian village there, at
which the superintendent considered it to bhe
his duty to reprove the person holding the situa-
tion of schoolmaster in connection with your
mission there, for habitwal drunkenness, and for
being in a semi-intoxicated state while acting as
writer o the Indians at the council; and soon
after my return to this place a Roman Catholic
Indian trom Weguamekoong, tho Jesnit settle-
ment, camo to me to beg that I would interpret
for him a letter that lie had just taken from the
post-oftice. It was addressed to his wife and
written in English; and what, sir, was the cha-
racter of 1t? it was the letter of an adulterer to
bis paramonr, and the writer was the same
schoolmaster appointed by the Conferenca to
teach reading, writing, veligion and morality to
the Indian children at Saugeon, and the most
powerful motive that he made uso of in that
{etter to entice the unfortunate woman from her
injured husband was the comfortable salary that
he enjoyed from the Missionary Society for
teaching the children the above-mentioned
branches of education! For the sake of our
common Christianity, sir, I amn deeply grieved
to be forced to drag such circumstances to the
light, but your corrcspondent has compelled me,
for surely if the principlo on which he comes ts
the conclusion thal Episcopal missionary teach-
ing tends to produce drunkenness and disorder,
becorrect, I am again far more than authorized

to counclude that tho missiondry sysfom of Me-
thodism tends to produce drunkenness afd adul-
tery. 1 need scarcely say that I draw no stich
conclusion from the above facts, but only use
them to shew the utter absurdity of your cor-
respondent’s reasoning on the fact of which he
states that Lie was cognizant.”

Roasons for Roturning to tho Catholio Church of
England ;|

IN A @ONVERSATION BETWEEN MR. SECKER, A CHIURCH-
MAN; AND MR, BROWN, A METIIODIST.

DIALOGUE VII.

My. Brown—Since I last bad the pleasure of
secing you, Mr. Seccker, I bave beon looking
over some notes I have made of our conversa-
tions, and I find that there is scarcely one objsc-
tion to an entire and humble return to the bo-
som of our holy Church which you bhave not
most satisfactorily answered; but yet do not
think me captious if I advance a few arguments
which Dissenters in general, and cspeeially Me-
thodists, are in the habit of adducing in defence
of their conduct. Yor instance, the Methodists
say that they do not break the unity of the
Church, inasmuch as they ave still willing, when.
opportunity serves, to worship in the Chureb,
and even to receive the sacraments at the hands
of its ministers; and that therefore it js the
Church itself that breaks the unity, by refusing -
in return thus to associate with them in terms of
Christinn fellowship,

Mr. Secker——You are quite right, Mr. Brown,
in secking to be fully persuaded in your own
mind. I know how to sympathize with you; I
have myself felt all theso doubts and anxicties in
no little degree, and have not got clear of them
without, I trust, sincere and careful examination;
and if I have gone far from Methodism, it is not,
as T fear some of my friends think, from any
feeling of unkindness, but from a sorrowful con-
viction of its dangerous departures from Church
unity and seriptural order. Indeed, I believe, I
shall carry down to iy grave sentiments of high
esteem and deep affection for many persons and
many things connected with British Methodism ;
nevertheless, personal excellence or collateral
good can never justify our remaining in a com-
munion, the distinctive fundamental principles of
which are radically wrong.

1 think that our second conversation, in which
it was proved that Afethodism is schismaticdd,
gave a satisfactory answer to the Methodistic
objection that Methodism does not break the
unity of the Church; for what is schism but a
“yending of the Chureh, the body of Christ?”
That their schism is accompanied by remains of
reverential rogard for the Church, does not heal
the breach which they have made; but, ou the
contrary, while it may excite in us lively hopes
concerning their personal rectitude, it does but
show more clearly, when viewed i its true light,

e
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the inexcusable nature of their conduct, What-
ever miay he thoe fair professions, or even actual
good feelings of Methodists, it is absurd for them
to deny that they destroy the unity of Christ's
Church, so long as they send forth a ministry
commissioned by themselves in & manner unac-
knowledged by the Clurch in every age of its
history, and in direct opposition to that true and
living branch of it founded in their own land,
and to which they formeily belonged; and so
long as they erect altar against altar, and temple
agninst temple.  Equally, or even more, absurd
18 it to charge the Church with being the cause
of this breach of unity by -its eyclusiveness.
Nay, but lot every one in this case bear their
own burden. Who was it that withdrew from
the Catholic Churché Who sent forth a now
ministry, and set up rival altars? Now, because
the Church cannot, in her conscience, acknow-
ledge this Methodistic ministry, nor reverence its
altars, nor lightly esteem that sin of schism, of
which she believes those who have separated
from her to have been guilty, shall she Ltherefore
be blamed as though ske destroyed Christian
unity? But really, Mr, Brown, I am sure that
you will agrea with me that such a pretence is
all too shallow to admit of beiug rebulted by
grave argument. That this “exclusiveness,” as

the Dissenters arve pleased to term it, should sub- |

jeect the Church to many false and unkind
charges of haughtiness and pride is to be ex-
pected; but surcly if she were to sct otherwise,
she would be unfaithful to the trust comwitted
to her. Even dissenters must acknowledge that
it is the duty of the Church to maintain both
doctrine and discipline of Chrisc in their utmost
purity; henee its ministers cannot do otherwise,
as men of principle and piety, than refuse to
hold religious intercourss with those whom they
believe to be cither corrupting the truo faith, or
violating the scriptural order of Christ’s church.
Yon know, with Dissenters, it is not so; because,
as they profess to believe almost any form of
Church government lawful, and to hold many
points even of faith itself as indifferent, they can,
of course, readily associate with those.of other
religious denominations; and as such conduct is
quite in accordance with the very reprehensible
liberalism of the day, it will meet with the ap-
plause of the multilude.

Mr. Brown—Your views are most certainly
correct; and being so, they satisfactorily disprove
the slander so frequently brought against the
Church that its clergy and mgmbers are
bigots.

Mz, Secker—VYes, indeed, never was there 2
more groundless slander than the charge of bi-
gotry against the Church of England. For,
while she steadily refuses her sanction or con-
nivance to error, she does not attempt to inter-
fere with the personal rights and privileges of
any one; and, indeed, in the sound and high-
principled churchman, how little do you see of

that bitter and intolerant spirit for which Dis-
sent is so remarkable!

M. Brown—In truth, Mr. Secker, I think
that the vavious parties within the Church itself
are more severe towards each other than they
are towards Dissenters themselves. This, indeed,
is one of the matters respecting which I wished
to converse with you. "Lhe evil course of Dis-
sent, in separating from the Church, you know,
I now fully admit, as being in direct opposition
both to the Word of God and to the authorita-
tive teachings of Christ's Primitive and Catholic
Chureh; but still even the Chureh itself scems
to be no remedy against schism and strife; for
you know it is full of parties,—High Church
and Low Church, Orthodox and Calvinistic,
Puseyite and Ultra-Protestant,—surely all this
is not consislent with that unity which ought
to oxist in the Church as tho Body of Chuist.
These internal divisions, as they form one of the
strongest arguments of the Dissenters against
«the Chureh, so they greatly contributed to pre-
vent my seeing the evil of Dissent, inasmuel.as
it appeared that cven the Church itself was not
one.

M. Secker—The divisions to which you have
-alluded are, with sorrow I confess it, a most se-
rious evil in owr Church; and it is not to bo
denied that many of them at léast in the extent
to which they are carried, are cherished by the
very same errors which give hirth to dissent,
namely, & want of due submission, in matters
cither of discipline or doctrine, to the teachings
and injunctions of the Church. If members of
the Church, cither clergy or laity, will set up
their own private opinions in opposition to her
toachings, or by forced and uncandid construc-
tions endeavour to explain them away, they fall
into the grand error of dissent, and we cannat,
therefore, wonder that they should share in its
evils. And, if I might presume tc venluro a
remark respecting the doings of our clergy, T
should say that into this evil I think both the
Divines of the Oxford or Newman school and
those of the ultra-Protestant school have falien;
they are, I fear, buth of them disposed to bend
the Church to their opinions, instead of humbly
and seripturally submitting their judgments to
her teachings.

Mr. Brown—7Your remark strikes me as being
exceedingly just; but yet the question presents
itself, Where shall we look for the pure and dis-
tinctive voice of the Catholic Church ?

Mr. Secker — Unquestionably in our own
Prayer-book, Aurticles, and Howilies, To us they
aye the voice of the Churcly; and she refers us
for her authority to the Bible and to the Cathe-
lic Church in its first 2nd pure ages; and, unless
we can prove that she contradicts these, we are
bound to sulmit to her in all things, as to the
injunctions of Christ and his Catholic Church;
and that she is seriptural in her doctrines and
primitive in her discipline her bittorest enemies




102 TIHE CIURCIIMAN'S FRIEND,

have never yet been ablo to disprove. It fol-
lows therefore from what has Leen said, that
even it dissenters could show that unhappily
there existed n measure of division within tho
bounds of the Church itself, yet this would not
afford any justificntion whatever of their separa-
tion' from it, any moro than iy being & whig
would justify your becoming a positive rebel.
But yet, Mr. Brown, while 1 eandidly admit that
very unjustifiablo diyisiuns do exist amongst ours
selves, I think it would bo very unjust to sup-
rose that they are equally sinful with pesitive
dissent or with schismatieal soparation; 1 speak
now in the general, because it is very possible
that thero arc individual clergymen who do so
decidedly set themselves against the inten'ions
of our Chureh, fairly interpreted, that in them
it would be more honest aliogether to withdraw
from her communion; but these are only the
exceptions,  Some one, T forget who, has made
a homoly but striking remark respecting our
internal divisions as contrasted with dissent,
namely, ¢ that they are splits which do not go®

down to the bottom ;" if i» exnctly spy we are yet -

cssentially one; these fissures aro to be efceed-
ingly deplored, because they are both nnsightly
and dangerous, and tend, in no small degree, Lo
keep dissenters, and especially the Romish dis-
senter, from returning to tho losom -of the
Catho'ic Church, iuasmach as their teachers
carefully point out to them these our imperfec-
tions, while at the same time they as cautiously
hide from their view the far more violent in-
ternal animosities and divisions existing amongst
themselves; bat yet, Mr. Brown, I again repeat
we are “essentially one”  Qur worship, in its
distinetive features, is one, tho authoritative
doctrines of our Chwich are .every where the
same, and the supremo ecclesiastical authority
is vested in the same hands.

Mr. Brown.—Aud yet you cannot deny that
not oniy do the private opinions of the ditferent
clergy vary, but even their public teachings are
by no means all of one character,  Tor fustance,
to give you a caso in point: A few weeks ago,
Laving reached Windown on Saturday evening,
and not of cowrse wishing to travel on-the Sun-
day, 1 heard their very highly respeeted Rector,
Mr. Wilberford, preach on the subject of bap-
tismy and I must say 1 was startled to hear
how very distinctively he set. forth the doctrine
of Baptismal Regeneration, openly declaring
that “our Lord Jesus Christ doth nat deny his
arace awd merey mto baptized infants;® but
this is a doctrine which, you inow, the clergy-
man of our own township does not at all preach;
indeed T do not think Lie believes it. Now it
appears to me that it is of great importance
whethersuch a doctrine as this be true or false;
and yet even here yon sec our clergy do not
agree. °

Mr. Secker—Mark, I do not defend this-dis-
similarity of teaching, for assuredly it ought to

bo most cautiously avoided: yet the circum-
slance itgelf to which you have alluded, shows
how much less is the gvil which resulls from

such divisions in the Churcl, than-that which -

is consequent upon abgolute-dissent from it} as
oven thuse clergymen who might have no ob-
jection to oxplain away some of the doetritios of
tho Bibie as taught in the Chureh, aro yot
olliged to use those very forms in which they
are set forth; and thus there is much less dan-
ger of the Church ultimately straying far from
the truth, Indeed, I have personally provcd
thig in the very case you have mentioned. It
appeared to me that the teaching of owr worthy
pastor on the subject of Baptism, scarcely
agreed with the Baptismal Service. And here
you may see the difterent effect of paitial divi-:
sion within the Church, and total separation
from it. While a Methodist, my views of this
sacrament were never distinet, though I always
esteomed 1% move important than many of those
around mo did; but having nothing more dis-
tinetive to fall back upon than what our préach-
ers taught, I remained satisfied in unsound
views of the matier: but I had not been long
in attendance upon the Church Services before
I became aware, ns I bave just stated, of a
diserepancy between the views of our clergyman
and the Prayer Book on Baptism; and, not-

. withstanding that hie taught exactly the doctrine

to which I had been accustomed, stiil I could
not rest without knowing what was the doctrine
of the Bible and the Church on this important
matter. Thus as a separatist I had nothing to
prevent my resting in unsound doctring, while
in the Church even imper” t teaching did not
prevent my arriving at a knowledge of the
truth. So important to the maintenance of
sound doctrine is even.outward unity of wor-
ship, especially when accompanied with the
anthoritative use, as in our own Church, of a
sound liturgical service!

So also the visible union of the Church in
its formnlarics, sacraments, and authoritative
doctrines greatly tends to peace and concord
amongst the people, even when their teachers
are not in all things agreed.

And then, as1 befure observed, the unity in
the government of the Church places its divi~
sions on altogether another footing to those of
dissent.  So long as this is aintained, the
Church must remain vitally one. The impor-
tance of this principle lras been strikingly evi-
denced in the suppression of the Oxford “Tracts
for the Times” by Ecclesiastical authorit¥, when
their views were considered io have become
dangerous. This-fact appears to me one of the
noblest evidences of the seriptural unity of the
Church which its bistory exhibits: here was no
positiva heresy, no personal misconduct, no
professéy teaching of anti-church principles, and
yet, in submission to the proper authorities,
these writings are at once stopped.
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In faet, view the matter in any way you like,
and thero is the most marked difterenco botween
gome division in the Church, and open separa-
tion from it: the-former, to a cerlain extent,
may be only an infirmity incident 'to human
nature; the latter, I fonr is sin, and partakes of
the nalurs of-spiritual rebellion.

¥ir. Brown.—I could feel half ashamed, Mr.
Secker, of saying so-frequently that I cutirely
agree with what you advance,‘and with:profess-
ing myself so fully satisfied” with -the answers
you make.to my objections; it almoss appears
as if I had no settled-opinions of my own.

Mr. Seckor—DReally, my dear Sir, I do-not
think that you need to have any such fecling;
remember they ave not answers of mine, but of
the Church of Christ. And need we wonder
that when. two persons are honestly inquiring
afler the truth, and are content humbly to sub-
mit to the Word of ‘God as interpreted by His
Church, that they should arrive at the same
conclusions? Suroly not. The reason why it
is not mora frequently so, is because men sel-
dom seek for truth with a single eye; there is
almost always more or loss of party mingled
with their feelings; whereas in all such inqui-
ries, as it is Christ we profess to seek, so if we
would find bimn, we must receive what Ile and
the Church, which He has given anthority to
teach, declare to be His truth, however it may
strike our prejudices, or overturn our precon-
ceived notions, .

Me, Brown,.—(Mr. B, gives his hand to M.
Seeker, and with deop-and serious feeling says)
—Here then I bury all my opposition, and
henceforth hope, by God’s grace, to be enabled
to manifest my faith in, and love to, our blessed
Saviour, by walking zealously, yet quietly and
-obediently, as an humble member of the Church
of England, in which 1 was, as you know, bap-
tized; and which I now believe to be the purest
branch of the Catholic Chureh of Cluist. And
to you, Mr. Secker, I cannot say how grateful
I feel for the successful effort you have made to
place these matlers in the clearest manner be-
fore me.

Mr. Secker,.—Indeed, Mr. Brown, I am fully
repaid for any little trouble I have taken, by its
resulting, through Divine goodness, in your re-
turn to the bosom of the Church.

But as I see that we have half an hour ‘to
spare, thero are one or two further remirks
which, with your permission, I will inake, as I
think they afford much evidence of the serip-
tural character and primitive simplicity of our
Church.

Ono of the important peculiarities of our
English -Church is, that at its Reformation it
introduced.no novelties, but cast off many which
the Romish superstition had caused it to adopt.

This freedom from novelties appears to me no.

mean proof of its holy and apostolic nature;
and I think it is a characteristic almost, if not

quite, peeuliar to our IBnglish Church,  Amidst
the Romanists, pure Christianity is almost bu-
ried under ‘a heap of superstitious novelties—
adoration of images, worship of the Holy Tu-
charist, -prayers to the Saints, auricular confes-
sion, penances, &e., &e.; while the Protestant
Dissanters who have separaled from the Church
are also overlaid with novelties of various de-
seriptions— errors concerning infant baptism,

4he nature of both the Sacraments, the distine-

tive character of Cluist’s one Ioly and Catholie
Church, and all hold novel and unscriptural
ideas respecting the nature, authority, and valid
ordination of the Cliristian ministry. But,
through -the very gracious and indeed most
remarkable over-raling of Divine Providence,
the English Church on the contrary has boen
saved from the novelties both of Ronanism and
Lissent, and confurmed, with a surprising: de-
gree of accuracy, to the Apostolic and primitive
model; so that it is perhaps not too much to
say, that there is no branch of the Church
equally seriptural and primitive in its doctrine
and discipline.  Isit not then alike both the
duty Bind privilege of all true and simple-minded
Chridlians to seek her communion ?

But, Mr. Brown, permit mo to ask, have you
fully satisfied yourself respecting the nature and
neeessity of Xpiscopal Ordination, in order to a
minister’s being duly qualified for his sacred
office ?

Mr. Brown.—To a considerable extent I havae
done so0; the hooks you recommended are, I
think, unanswerable; but to this subject I in-
tend to give a yet more thorough investigation
tpon my return from the West, in order that I
may be able the more readily to meet the ob-
jections of those about me. As respects myself,
thie following considerations have zatisfied my
mind on the subject:

1. I cannot suppose that Christ, who i3 infi-
nite in wisdoin, would leave his Church without
some Divinely appointed government, by which
its doctrines might be authoritatively taught,
its ordinances administered, and its unity pre- |
served to the end of time, especially as in all
His own conduct and that of Flis apostles, T
seo such an earnest wish that His people might
be “one;” let those who can, therefore, believe

ithat He would make no provision-for their be-

ing sol

2. I caunnot find any form of Church Govern-
ment, excepting Episcopacy, which can show a
single clear scriptural argument, or establish
one example-of .primitive usage in its favour.
Indecd, I have observed that nearly all the ar-
guments of Presbyterians and other Dissenters
aro negaitve, namely, based on supposed objec-
tions against Episcopacy; while their attempis
at positive evidences in support of their own
views are exceedingly few and feeble. Now,
Mr. Secker, it appears to me that, as a general
mle, that must be a weak and unsound -causs,
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the strength of which depends upon aegative
arguments.

3. I find in the Old Testament that our own
Christ did, as the Jehovah of the Jowish Ghureh,
establish a ministerial polity exceedingly like
that which, in all ages, has prevailed in the
Christian Church. 1 thercfore judge that it
was from Lhe express cominand of Christ to his
Apostles that such a polity was established in
the Jatlor Church, becauso it seems exceedingly
probable (nothing being in seripture to the con-
trary) that, as the same ends were to Le ac
complished in the Christian as wore purposed
in the Jewish Chuvely, the same Infinite Wis-
dom would use the samo means; the manner
of the ministerial succession, only, Leing chang-
ed, so as to suit the change which had taken
place in the Chwich itself,” as being no Jonger
peculiar and national, but universal in its cha-
racler,

.4 The facts related and the instructions
given in the New Testament only admit of a
Jair and rcasonable interpretation, on the
grourd that Lpiscopacy was that form of
Church government which then oxistedy and
which it was designed te perpetuate. .

5. Lastly, the universal prevalence of the
Episcspal oftice, and of tha doctrine of the
Apostolic Succession for nearly fificon hundred
years,—and these facts, I believe, mauy of the
most learned Presbyterians themselves admit,—
does appear to me conclusivcly to prove that
Episcopacy must be Apostolic in its erigin, and
therefore absolutely binding upon the Church
in all ages. Those who say otherwise are
bound, in all Chrislian honesty, to tell us when
and low so sirauge an innovation was intro-
duced, and how it came to be so universally
adopted, and to point us to the most unques-
tionable ancient authorities for what they may
stato respecting these things; all this, I believe,
" no one has yet dared even to say that they
bave done. And, till this is done, I confess it
appears to me to manifest a spirit little conso-
nant with ecither the humility or the piety of
tho gospel fo neglect—nay, as many do—to
pour eontempt upon an institution which, if it
be of Christ, must be so vastly important as
Episcapaey, and the evidonce of the divine
origin of which is drawn, as I have just stated,
from the dictates of sound reason, the absence
of all positive compatition, the analogy of the
Jewish Church, the statements of the New
Testament, and the universal consent and faith
of Christ's Church for fifteen lundred years,

Mr. Secher.—Tt is very evident, my dear Sir,
{hat the vastly important questions, What is the
Chiurch of Christ? and ‘who are His duly ap-
pointed ministers} have employed your very
careful and, I dgubt not, devout attention; and
believe me, it is with the most heartfelt gratifi-
gatian that T congratulate you upon the exceed-
ingly happy termination of all your investiga-

tions. Your analysis of the arguments which
cstablish Topiscopacy is also pleasingly clear and
sound. ,

Mr, Brown.—I most sincerely thaunk yon, my
dear Mu. Secker, for all your friendly feelings
and conduct; and I do trust that they have not
heen lost upon me, for my retusn to the Catholic

Chureh of England has arisen, I assure you, |

from no lightness of feeling, but from deep
convictions of the divine origin and apostolic
autherity of her ministry—of the.scriptural pu-
rity of her ductrines—of the holiness-and safety
of hor sacraments—of the primitive character
of ler worship and discipline—of the vast im-
portance of the divine commands enjoining
Church unity—and of the great evils, ecclesi-
astical, sueial, and spiritual, connected with the
sin of schism,

And now, as T see it is late, *farewell.”
To-merrow I intend to set off on my Western
journay.

The Covenanters.
Ir is a common subject of platform claptrap
and declamation to lament.over the sufferings of
Scottish Covenanters of that period (16%7) as
martyrs for the Gospel, and to eulogize them as

having laid the foundation of British liberty and

freedom. There cannot, however, be a greater
mistake. The conduet of these men was mu-
tinous and seditions in the extreme; and from
their intractable obstinacy they were the real
cause of all the arbitrary laws, and of their
severe administration. By compelling the Go-
vernment to enaet and enforeo such sevore laws,
but especially the Letters of Intercommuning,*
the Covenanters not only subjected themselves
to restriotions upon their civil and religious liber-
ties, but they exposed those who were both by
principle and practice obedient to the laws, to
the same restrictions. Irom their peaceable
and benevolent habits, the Episcopalians were
mueh mors liable to incur,'through jgnorance,
the penalties attached to the relief of intercom-
muned fanatics, than their, own friends were,
who knew their haunts and their persons, and
so could avoid both., The haish and arbitrary
proceedings of Lauderdale and the Privy Coun-
cil did not proceed from cruelly, or from any
design to persecute the Covenanters; for they
showed an extraordinary wish to satisfy them by
granting them a toleration which, in fact,
amounted to an establishment. Yet with every
liberty which no other Government ever con-
ceded to any dissenters, the Covenanters were
not satisfied; nay, they would not peaceably en-
joy even the freedom which was thrust upon
them. They would not confine themselves to
preaching in the parish churches to which they
wers inducted and exempted from episcopal con-

* Letters of Intercommuning forbid tie covenant-
L3

)

ing rcbels to be harboured.

&
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trol, but thoy collected mobs of men and women
to retired: places at a distance from tl-eir cures,
and to which the men went fully avmed, or to
use the native expression, in ¢fcir of war.
This was a breach of the king's peace, and also
of express acts of Parliament; and it was & vio-
lation of the ministers’ solemn engagements to
the- Privy Council at the time when they re-
coived their indulgences.

Had the Presbyteriane livod, as in duty they
were bound to have done, in obedience to the
laws, none of those severe statutes would have
been enacted,.and they might have enjoyed their
own QGospel without jet or molestation from
either the civil or the ecclesiastical rulers of the
kingdom, whom they called the priests of Baal.
But they would neither live peacenbly them-
selves, nor allow their fellow-subjects of the esta-
blished Church to live in peace, but harrassed
thom, particularly the clergy—Wadrow (a bitter
Presbyterian) and Bishop Burnet (an egotistical
semi-Presbyterianlatitudinarian) being witnesses,
—Dby every species of aunoyance, robbery, and
personal maltreatment, which the former of these
authors delicately calls »iots; and the latter says
that inino other Christian country could 2t
have been paralleled. The Covenanters were
never called in question for their religion, in
which they wero indulged and established; but
the punishments by fine and imprisonment with
which they were visited wero wholly and en-
tirely for their poletical sins of sedition and ob-
stinate breaches of -acts of Parliament. There
could not be any conduct more opposite to the
principles of Christianity than that of those dis-
senters, . The first Christians were most
eminent for their submission and subjection to
heathen Governmeont and heathen laws,

* * # *

The chief design and object of the Solemn
League and Covenant (of the Scotch Covenant-
ing Presbyterians;) was not only to break the
unity of Cluist’s Chureh, but to extinpate it
from the face of the earth; and the Westmin-
stor Confession (emanating from the Scotch and
English Puritans) solemnly declaves that there
is “no ordinary possibility of salvation” out of
the pale of Presbytery, Independency, and the

. other sects that composed the Westminster

Assembly. The true visible Church of Christ
is but oxE, and it is an article of the creed com-
mon to the Christian Chureh, to believe  one
holy Catholic and Apostolic Church.” The
true visible Church of Christ can be but oxE,
because Christ is but one, and one head can
have but oue body—one husband can have but
one spouse; and there can be but one church
erccted on one Chicf Corner Stone. Thero is
but one Mediator and but one Christian Cove-
nant; but one body of laws given to all. Chuyis-
tians, therefore were intended to make but oxe
society which is altogether quickened Dy ono
spirit—Stephens’ Church of Scotland.

Tho Burial Service,

Twe discussion in the Upper Iouso of the Con-
voeation of Canterbury, which is mentioned in
our summary of Church News, cannot fuil to
be productive of the most Loneficial resuits, and
is a first and important step towards restoring
to the Church some measuro of her ancient rule
of discipline. It is a most gratifying fact, and a
cheering sign of an earnest and femiless spirit,
that, with regard to the principle involved,
there appears to be perfect unanimity of senti-
ment between men of diffdrent theological
sehools; the Archbishop of Canterbury and the
Bishop of Winchester expressed their entire con-
currence with the Bishops of Oxford and Exe-
tér.

The discussion arose upon the presentation of
a petition from a large number of clergy, setting
forth the difficulties they felt in reference to the

ce of the burial service over persons who had
%ed in jmpenitence and sin. The Archbishop
of Canterbury mentioned that all the bishops
had received petitions of a similar kind, “ signed
by many thousands of the clergy;” so that the
clergy are evidently as unanimous on the sub-
ject as their bishops.

And no wonder that it should be so. What
clergyman has not been called upon, again and
again, to stand by the grave of one whose whole
life, evon to his dying hour, had been one con-
tinued violation of his baptismal vows, and who
expired without giving one token of contrition
or repentance?  What clergyman, in such cases,
has not felt that ho was acting a strange and in-
consistent part; inconsistent, we mean, with all
his convictions, and all his preaching, when he
asserted in the face of the congregation, that it
had “pleased Almighty God to take unto Him-
gelf the soul of our dear brother here doparted,”
and prayed that “when wo shall depart this
life, we may rest in Him, as our hope is this our
brother doth.”

We well know the answer by which our ob-
jection to the use of these words of glowing
Christian hope is wont to be met. They are, it
is said, but the words of hope, and you can have
no knowledge that God, in His wonder-working
mercy, may not, even in the last moments of
ebbing life, have changed the hard heart, and
washed the sinful soul in the blood of the Eter-
nal Lamb. God forbid that we shoukl desire
to.sct any limits to that evor open fountain of

-
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nierey, or doubt the eflicacy of that all-atoning
Llood. Wejudge no man, and have no wish to
raise the awful veil with whiclh God, in His wis-
dom, conceals the secrets of fulneity, But have
wo-a right to express tha cobfident hope that
God will do that, which wonld -be contrary to.
all-that-it lias pleased: Him o reveal respecting
- His-dealings with mankind, here and hereafier?
For consider what the expression of that hope

1 amounts to; it.is not our hope as individuals to

which we give utterance; it is tho hope of the
Chirch. As individuals we may, in the depths
of ouir own hearts, cherish more or less hope,
according to the varying circumnstances of each
case; but, iis .priests of God’s Church, wo have
no right to express the hope -that the Ahnighty
will do what in every page of the oracles com-
mitted to her He has declared that Ile will not
do, save alive the soul which las lived, and, so
far as the Church has any means of knowingy
died in sin and impenitence. -

We have said that every clergyman has had
experience of such cases; and in order that there
may be no doubt respecting the kind of cases to
which we allude, we will expliin our meaning
by referring to three such, which have occurred
to a single clergyman within a very fow
weeks,

There was a young man, a member of an an-
‘cient aud wealthy family; for years he had ied
a life of sinfu! intemperance; destroging all the
glorious faculties of body and mind with strong
drirk; a daring blasphemer; never seen within
the walls of & place of worship, Ile set out,
while in n state of intoxication,'to cross a deep
tiver on the ice; some.persons who observed his
rash attempt followed -him to warn him of his
danger; he turned round with curses on his
lips; at the same instant the ice broke, and in
four minutes he was taken out a corpse.

Some weeks afterwards the same clergyman
received n Coroner’s warrant fo bury a woman
who was found drowned. She was a stranger;
even her name unknown; but she bad been in
his parish some weeks; leading a life of apen
profligacy; living notoriously in deadly sin,
though 2 white woman, with several coloured
men; utterly shameless; daily reeling through
the streels, or found lying insensible on door-
steps.  She was last seen alive under the influ-

|

l
!

cence of liquor, and tlere can te no doubt that
in crossing a plank over a gully, which the re-

cent thaw had converted into a rushing stream,
she slipped, and was iustantly drowrcd.

The third case was that of an old man, a poor
harmless-creature, but who for years had given
lhimself up, body and soul, to the same deadly
sin of drunkenness. .For weeks, it is believed,
he had taken no wholesomenourishment, living,

+ literally, upon strong drink. One morning, not

many days since, he wancered into a noigh-
Lour’s house, and sank down in a state of incen-
sibility, which in a few hours {erminated in
death. )

Now liere were three cases, oceurring in the
experience of one clergyman within a very. brief
period, in which, according to all that we can
see or know, repentance was most improbable
cven grenting that repentance, in the very hour
of death, must necessarily be eflicacions.  What
the individual clergyman may have thought or
hoped is not the question. But, we imagine,
there can be no doubt that the Church nover
interded the sirong expressions of hope—we
Liad almost said of confidence,—which are em-
bodied in lier Service for the Burial of the Dead,
to be used in snch cases as these. She could
not liave intended it for these reasons:

First, it is clear from those very expressions -

themselves, that they are intended to be applied
only to those, who “died in the Lord.” These
in the words of Scripture, she pronounces
# blessed™  Tor these che thanks God, that it
hath pleased ITim {o deliver them from the mi-
series of this sinful world.” Of theseshe affirms
that it hath pleased Him “to take their souls
unto Himself”. But to the hardened and im-
penitent such expressions can never have been
intended o apply. They would have no mean-
ing; they sound almost like a solemn mockery.

Secondly, the use of this language of hope in

" such sad cases must necessarily have & very mis-

chievous effect upon the living hearers. The
Church, morning and evening, commences her
holy worship Ly -ealling men te repentance, and
liolding out the comfortalle promise of pardon
to “{he wicked man that turaeth away from his
wickedness that he hath committed, and docth
that which 3s Jawful and right.” Aund this is

the spivit that runs through all her services; |

everywhero che teaches that repentanco is a
necessary condition of pardon for sinful man;
everywhere she teaches him to pray God to
«make in us new and contrite hearts, that we,
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worthily lamenting our sing, and acknowledging
our wretchedness, may obtain of the God of all
merey perfect remission and forgiveness.” But
if, on thie most solemn oceasion on which a con-
greg'\hon can assemble, she makes assertions di-
rectly contrary to. thesej if sho then declares
that God hath taken unto Himself & soul, which
all who siand around the grave believe to have
depar ted without gwmrr one sign of 1epen(nnce,
without lmvmg uttered.one cry fox merey,—rust
it not weaken the force of hel daily warning, and
confirm the living in that fatal security and
carelessness, that vague unseriptural reliance
upon the supposed mercy of God, to which they
are ever templed by the world: without, and
their own hearts within.

And again the indiscriminate use of the Bu-
rial Service cannot but detract from its soothing
and comforting influence upon those who have
committed to the ground the remaing of their
beloved dead “in surc and certain hope of the
resurrection to eternal lifo.”  Some gentle spirit
has departed from our midst, and we stand
around {he open grave, mourning, but not as
men without hope; for every word of that beau-
tiful Service leads our thoughts onward to the
hour, when that “corruptible shall put on
incorruption, and that mortal immortalit -2
But next day, perhaps, the tolling bell sum ons
us again to the churchyard; and lo, the same
words of glorious hope are uttered over the body
of the drunkard, the blasphemer, the adulterer!
If, then, as we have soinetimes been told, regard
for the fee"ngs of their relatives should induce
us to overcome our own repugnance to the use
of the Burial Service, shall we have no sympa-
thy with the relatives of the holy dead? Shall
we not fear to ¢hill their hearts, and to deprive
them of somewhat of that comfort, which the
Church in those consoling words evidently in-
tended to inspire?

The Church of the United States has got rid
of tho difficulty which our clergy experience;
she has carefully struck out every word that
speaks of hope. But at the same time she has
destroyed the touching Leauty of the Service.
She has made it equally applicable to the hard-
ened sinner, and the hamble penitent.  But it
no longer thrills so sweetly on the ears of the
stricken mourners, and pours the soothing balm
of holy comfort into their bleeding Learts.

Tor these reasons it seems clear that the Bu-

rial Service, as the Bishop of Exeter emphati-
cally declared, “ought not to be used in the case
of persons dying in deadly sin.” ‘The clorgy of
England are, however, placed in circumnstunces
of consxdomb]y difficulty. The rubric, proudes
that “ this office is not to be used for any that
die unbaptized, or excommunicate, or that lay
violent hands upon themselves.” Now __g.hé
power of formally prenouncing excommunica- -
tion is a part of that godly dlsclplmo which the
Church is prevented from exercising ; but yetit
cannot be doubted that & péarson notonoualy .
lwmg in deadly sin is- ipso fucto excommuni-
cate, or cut off’ from the commumon of God’s
people. No clergyman would admit such an
‘one to partake of the Holy Sacrament of Chnst’
Body and Blood. If then he be not counted
among the Lord’s faithful people wléle living,
“untxl he bath declared himself to have ro-
1» ted, and amended lis former naughty life,” -
%ely, unless there is reason to belicve that ho
has so repented and amended, lie ought not ta
be counted among God’s saints, when dead. In
England, nevertheless, the Church is in bond-
age to the State; and the clergyman who would
refuse to read the Burial Service over the most
abandoned profligate that ever disgraced the
Christian profession, renders himself liable to
severe penalties. So that cven that faeriess man,
the Bishop of Execter, when consulted Ly.one of
his clergy as to the cowrse which he ought to
pursue, could only say —#I tell you what I
should do, but I cannot advise you to take such
a course. No earthly reason should induce me
to speak the words of Christian hope over the
corpse of such a man” It is this which gives,
such value to the expression of the unanimous
sentiments of the English Bishops, It is im-
possﬂ.)le to conceive that these laws will -ever
again be put in force,

Whether these laws ever were \ahdly binding
in Canada, we do not know and we do not care. -
The Stale, bappily for us, has disclaimed all
conuection with the Church; and there is no
law which can compel us to recognize any one
as possessed of the privileges of membership, or
entitled to the ministrations of the Chureh,
whose own wilful unbelief, or whose own evil
life has plainly cut him off from the communion
of the faithful. et our clergy then act with all
prudence, with all love and tenderness; but at
the same fime, with firmness and decision,
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They may, for the moment, draw down upon
thomselves ill will and persceution; but they
will secure the respect of all good and honest
mon, and prove even to scoffers aud gainsayers,
that the Church is truly the pure bride of the
Ré,deemér, clotlied in the white robes of faith
and holiness. :

J

The Western Diocese,
Ix our Junuary number we ventured to express
tho hope that within a period of three months
we should be called upon to proceed to the or-
ganization of the new Western Dioceso, and the
clection of its first Bishop. And now it is with
feolings of no orditiary gratification that we
mako the announcement, that, in all probability,
before the next number of the Churchman’s
Friend is issued, our sanguine hopos, our earn-
est wishes will have been fulfilled; one mors.
will have been envolled nmong the successors¥®
the Apostles; one more will have been sdded
to the number of Canadian Dioceses; a new
clement of strength will havo been infused into
the Church of Christ; all our parishes will be
instinet with new life and vitality.

But as the churchmen of the proposed Dio-
ceso contemplate the approaching change, it
ought not to be,—it cannot be,—that their feel:
ings arc all of joy and hope. There must be
sorrow; there must be an awful sense of respon-
sibility. What member of the church, be he
clergyman or layman, cau contemplate without
emotion the severing of those ties, which have
so long subsisted between themselves and that
aged and venorated servant of God, who has
administered the spiritunl affairs of all Upper
Canada, during the most crital period of her
history, with an ability seldom «qualled, with an
enorgy never surpassed, with an anwearied zeal,
and a holy self-devotion, which put to shame
thoe fecble exertions of men who number less
than Lalf his years;—with a justice, a forbear-
ance, o kindness, which make us regard him
rather as = father and a friend, than as a ruler
and superior.

And to him likewise the separation must be
n painful one. e desires it doubtless; becausa
he sees that it will conduce to tho prosperity of
that church for which he has ever been ready to
sacrifice 2!l personal considerations. Yet there
must be sorrow In his henart, s he thinks upon
those many villaga churches, those huwmble

school-houses, where so often Le has laid his
hands, with solemn prayer, upon his  beautiful
flock”; whero so often he has spoken the kind
carnest words of Chiistian exhortation; where
50 often his approsch bas been looked for with
eager anxiety, and crowds of young and old
have gathered to gaze upon his venerable form,
and win, perchance, one bright look, one smile
of recognition, or one kind word, as he passed on
his way. Long mdy ho be spared to the Cana-
dian church; and though increasing yesrs lay
their burden upon him, though affictions be
sent to make yet more conspicuous his faith and
trust, may he find comfort in the love of his
peopie,—until he is called from his labour to his
rest, and hears the awakening words,  Well
done thou good and frithful servant, enter thoun
into the joy of thy Lord.”

There must too, we said, bo a deep sense of
responsibility. We are in a fow weeks to assem-
ble for the purpose of-organizing the Diocese
and elecling its first Bishop. We are to be called
to the excrcise of privileges which ke Church,
in no part of the British dominions, for more
than a thousand years, has ever enjoyed. Not
upon owrselves only will the conscquences of our
proceedings fall.  Not we only shail be affected,
for good or for evil, by the wisdom, piety and
toleration, or the rashness, party-spirit, and irre-
ligion which we may exhibit at this eventfuy
crisis.  The eyes of our brother-churchmen are
upon us; the malice and jealousy of our ene-
mics, the anxious interest, the hopes and wishes
of our friends will be on the alert; and all we

do and all we say will be cited as precedents, to”

influence the future destiny of the church
through all the dioceses of the British Empire.

We call then upon the clergy and Jay-dele-
gates to prepare themselves, by earnest prayer,
aud cahn inquiry, for the exercise of the impor-
tant trust which is committed to them. We
call upon them {fo lay aside all motives, aims
and objects, except the irnest interests of that
Chuzeh, at whose altars they cat the bread of
life. And we call too upon the members of the
Church at large to take heed to whom they
commit that trust. On Easter Monday a new
clection of Lay-Delegates is to take placo in
overy parish. See to it, Churchmen of Canuda,
that vou choose men, who shall indeed be your
true reprosentatives,  Choose not men for their

- wealth, their station, their eloguence, or their

£
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display. Choose men whom you soe always
in theif place at church, and constantly kneol-
ing with humble reverenco at the Communion
of fhiefr Saviour's Body and Blood. Cliooss
men whosd ?olngxon is not one of tho lips and of
the tongue, bt of tho hieart and the life; men
who do not talk much of their love for the
Church, but who show, by their steady adhe-
renca to her principles, their joyful use of her
ordinances, their libera! sitpport of her ministra-

 trations, and tho ready sacrifice of their time,
their pleasure and their ease, that they are in-
deed zealous in Ler cause, and will neter be-
tray her interests. Let onr Lay-Delegates bo
such men as these, and with God's blessing
upon our deliberations, the Church in Cunada
will enter upon a new era in her existence, and
will extend her influence and scatter abroad her
Dblessings, and “ the wilderness and the solitary
place shall be glad for them, and the desert shall
rejoice, and blossom as the rose.”

Church M:tters at Clackington in 1875.
CIIAPTER XX.

Tue resolutions which had been passed at the
. meeling described in the lust chapter, were duly
forwardcd to the Bishop, who, by the same post,
receiv ed communications from Mr. Slowton and
Mr. Crampton. By putting these various docu-
ments together, ho arrived at a very correct
_cstimate of the state of feeling prevailing in
Clackington; and at once addressed to the in-
habitants thereof a Pastoral letter characterized
by so much kindness towards all parties—so
much good sense and unanswerable argument

that it did a good deal towards calming the’

excitement which prevailed.

He spoke in terms of respeet and regard of
Mr. Slowton; and showed that not only hud
the proposed arrangements been entered into
with his free consent, but that in carrying them
out, every possible regard was had to his com-
fort, privileges, and rights. At the same time
he uncompromisingly slated what his own
rights were; and having proved that in the
caso in question there was most sufficient reason
for exercising them, he expressed bis determi-
nation to act upon them in a tone of quict
firmness that made tho Clackinglonians feel
that resistance, even if it would bs desirable,
would be in vain. A good deal of correspond-

|

enca ensued between tho Bishop and 3r. Slow-
ton; and on a visit which the latter paid fo the
-¢athedral city, final moasures wero tnken for
the proper division -of tho parish by Iaymg'
dovin the ferfitorial limits which peiained to
each.

‘When things came to this point; 3¢ Slowton
could not but acknowledge to himself that the
measures which the Bishop Bad resolved on
were really a great relief to his mind and con-
science. The line which marked off the new
parish was so drawn. as to relieve him of all the
worst part of the town—the le\say, 'stntlon,
the workshops, the leoncr's .housee. and the
bustling and business portion of the place. The
part which was Jeft under his own charge in-

¢ cluded the residence of his oldest friends and

most wealthy parishioners, and formed decidedly
the aristocratic quarter of Clackington. ~So
nuch indeed was this the case that with the
tgeption of Messrs, Crampton and Jackson and
t\\' others, there wore hardly half a dozen
families who lived in the new parish who regu-
larly frequented the Church. Mr. Slowton
therefore fell that the separation of the parish
hardly involved any separation of formerly ox-
isting ties and associations.

’J‘he part of the town that formed the new
parish lay along the river, and the ecclesiastieal
boundary on tho side opposite to Mr. Slowton's
parish was left undefined, and all the inhabi-
tants who resided. in that direction wera ro-
garded as parishioners, even although they
were at sowe distanco from the town.  Within
this indefinite boundary, however, a faint lino
was drawn which would ultimately subdivide
the new parish into lwo, when the increase of
the place and people scemed to justify such a
step.  In the meantime, distinet names wero
given to each of the parishes, Mr. Slowton’s
reidining, of cowss~. the name of the original
churel, which was St. Pauls, while the new
clergyman’ (when Lo should Le appointed)
should for the present hold the joint incumn-
bency of St. John's and St. Jude’s, which Iatter
however consisted, for the present, of greon
fields.

When these arrangements had been com-
pleted, the Bishop wrote to Mr. Slowton, calling
upon him fo make such arrangements as he
found possible for the celelration of worship in
the' new parish, and inclesing a letter to Nr.
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Crampton, whom he advised him to consult,
[ as from Dis autliority over the bmldmgs of tho
Railway, he seemed tho most likely person to
assist in finding a suitable place.

Following the adviee of bis Diocésan, he
called upoy and took counsel with My, Ciamp-
- ton, who ut onee placed the upper portion of a
. laifz storcliouse at his disposal, and readily
. uidériovk to make such arrangements, and to

provide such things as would be necessary for
" the reverent celebration of public worship,

¢The Bishop says that be Lopes very soon to
be able to fiud' a clergyman to take charge of
this part of .the town, so I suppose you may
proceed as soon as you please to arange the
place for service. It is very fortunate for the
prospects of the new parish, that suel a com-
modious place can be secared.

*Yes, indeed, replied Mr. Crampton, <It
can be made into a very decent looking chur {‘
and if you give the word, wo shall’ proci“-
without delay to put it in proper order.’

¢ Oh, I bave notliing to do with i, said Mr.
S'owton. ¢ The Bishop bas relieved mo of all
carc or authority over you in these parls, and
bas taken you into his own hands.

¢ Not at all; he inteuds of course, with your
own consent, to velieve you of this pat of the
town; but uuntil he sends another clergyma,
you are our pastor still, and to you we are bound
to defer; and therefore I say again, it is for you
to give the necessary directions iu this matter,
and it is for us to obey thein.

tWell, well] answered Mr. Slowton good
humoredly, ¢ work away, but don’t ask me Zow
it is to be done. I leave it in your hands, and
Y dare say it will be ali right.  And if not, I}l
hand you and your misdemeanors over to the
new Incumbent when he arrives.

¢Very well,! 1cplied Crampton with a smile,
<but stiil I hope you'll luok in upon us and give
us your opinion of our proceedings. I bope to
do nothing Lut what will meet with your appro-
bation.

That evening Mr. Crampton invited a few of
his fricuds who felt with him in Churoh mat-
ters, to meet at his house for the purposo of
diccussing the proposed arrangements.

He told them of the authority he had re-
ceived to go forward in tho work of preparing
the storchouse as a temporary church, and
means were at once forthcoming to meet the

.

expense which would be required in carrying
out the plan whi.l they contemplated.

The plan was very simple in itself} but ow-
ingto the fortunate shape aud character of the
' room, it was in its resulis very effective. The

storehouse, like railway buildings in general, was
long and narrow, and, being tlie upper story, the
open timbered roof rising sharply- from the low
walls gave an appearanco to the place-whick was
by no means inappropriate. Mr. Crampton set
two or three carpenters to work and raised at
orie end ¢f the roum a good wide platform, ele-
cated by four or five steps above the general Jevel
of the fluor and extending across the entire width
of the apartment, This he covered with a good
carpet, and on it he placed a communion table
against the end wall, which the ladies of his
family covered with a rich cloth ornamented
with tho cross and monogram wrought in nee-
dlework. A small and simple lecterm stood
well forward towards the front of the platform
from which to read the lessous and to preach,
and on it lay a lLandsome bible. A small
prayer desk, like the litany desk in an English
catheilral, stood on one side of the communion
table, though a little in advance of ii, and was
so placed that the face of the person reading the
prayers should be directed across the roon, and
not towards the congregation,

Shortly after a very beautiful set of silver
communion vessels, intended for the use of the
future chureh, was presented by Mr, Jackson,
while another gentleman orcered a very large
and handsome stone font, which, thongh like the
communion vessels destined ullmntc.l) for the
charch, was until its completion to be used in the
temporary place of worship. A number of plain
Lenches were provided, which were ranged along
the ropom, Jeaving a good wide passago up !.he
middle; and \shen at Ll)e end of a few weeks the
wrrangemeuts were completed, people who cams
in were astonished at the cimrch-liko effect
which had been produced; in fuct Mr, Slowton
himse!f acknowledged that in many particolars,
as weli as in its general effect, the loft of the
railway storchiouse was more le'xllv ecclesiastical
than his own chureh.

¢upper room,’ for here, thauks {o the railway
and your skill, Mr. Crampton, you have in
; Lwenty days got a church nearly as Jarge and
| appropriate for its purpdse as I have managed

¢ Really T shall grow jealous of you in your

e = —
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to get in twenty years. The difliculty in my
mind seems where you are to get the peopls to
11 i€

+If the Bishop.can find us the right man,” re-

plied Crampton, ‘I don't think that the diffi-
culty of finding the congregation will bo greater |;

than that which wo have already sv easily over-

. come—1I iean finding a suitable placo of wor-

ship. The railway that found the church will
do a good.deal towards finding the congrega-
tion also.’

Mr. Slowton looked rather blank for a mo-

| ment, as if ho thought that Mr. Crampton: in-

tended him to.feel that %e was not the right
man. A glance however at the open, kindly
and gratified. faco of his parishivner Lanished
the thought, and he replicd:

‘I am sure I hope the new clergyman may

be more suczessful than I Lase been in winning

your railway people to the church. It scews to
me very hopeless work.’

¢ Why it would be hopeless work for any. one
situated as you have been,” answered Crampton.
‘With a church hardly large enough to hold your
ol parishioners, and even that occupied by pri-
vate property in the shape of pews, how would
it bave been possible for you to win them to a
place whercin they felt that they had neither
right. nor room #

¢ There is. no.doubt truth in what you sayy

. observed Mr. Slowton;” and your open benclies

Lere will no doubt be a great Lelp in getting
them to attend to their duty; but still I can’t
sce so very plainly the need of all this subdivi-

sion—if tle peuple down here Lad shown any |
- pacticular desire for the chiurch services it would

bo another matter.’

¢ Ab, well, my dear sir,’ said’ Crampton, *we
need not enter tpon that subject again now that
the measure is not only resolved on, but, I may
say, compkted with the exception of the cler-
gyman’s appoiniment,, which I suppuse will sovn
taks place now that”

‘It has taken placg already, intenrupted M,
Slowton; ¢I have a letter from the Bishop only
this morning, in which he says that he has
found a c]ergyman whom he thinks well fitted
for. this sphere of labour, and who has consented
to accopt the appointment.’

Crampton’s face brightened.

I am sure, he said, looking straight into M.
Slowton's ¢yes, ‘I am sure that you will not

aisinderstand me, or think me rude or-tingrate-
ful, in expressing my great pleasuro and thaik:
ulitess to bear these udmgs, but I anso degply
eonvinced of the great need which ofists for
hdditional ministrations amongst us, and of the
veat Felief it will Le to yourself, and the great
[~benefit and blessing it will prove to the souls-of
the pevple, that I should be guilty of insincerity
vare I not to express.my pleasure and gratxﬁca~
“tion at these tidings.”

Good Mr. Slowton, with all Lis short-comings,
bad a warw, soft heart, and taking Mr. Cramp-
gen’s hand, be pressed it in a most. fiiendly
way. ¢ Ibelicve you, my dearsir, from: my beart,)
he-said. ¢ I never questioned your miotives for
a.moment among all the hard things that have

been said of Jate. I trust your new pastor inay
be a more ¢ able miuister of the New Testament’
tian I have been, and I wish most sincerely that
) ole would allow us all to get on more hat-
ousl) than we do. I \\’I\h ¢the fighting in-
tior” could be abulished,.at any rate in the
clivtreh.?

- ¢I heartily respond amen to that wish,” re-
plied Crampton; *but do you know anything,
may I ask, about this new Jergyman and when
bais likely to arrive ?

+He bas recently come from some-other dio-
c{se in the provinces, and the blalmp seems to
have known something of him in other days;
lqs name is Evenley—the Rev. Ernest Eveuley

‘ —‘-"and he may be expected, the bishop says, in
: tlx}comse of a day or two.’

¢ Does he say anything about him further?

¢ Not much, except that from lis own know-
ladge of him formerly, and from his testimonials,
heis disposed to place every rolianco on his zeal
and judgment.

“Do you know whether he is a bachelor or a
man with a family? asked Mr. Ciampton; ¢it
is% matter of considerable moment to us At pre-
sqij:t; it is not much to support one, but Lo main-
tain half-a-dozen in the comfort that Defits their
position is riot so easy.”

#He isa bashelor, the bishop tells me; replied
M Slowton; ‘and what is nwrc, Lo says that
he has some private means.’

“Ah well; now we are all' righty observed
Crampton, with a look of great satisfaction; if
he®ill do his duty for a liltlo while and teach
thé _eople thair duty, we shall not requira.the

"bet fit of his means as well as Lis.services.

*
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The nois of the expocted nrival soon. aprEa

v

and partly as a eongequence of the fate ngm\txo!i ‘
Chckmgton was-on the tiptoo of expectauon. ¥

One mornmg, not many days after the abov
), M, S\owlou was seen wuﬁtmg

along tho street, with a very clerical looking pebie '

sonage; nid immediately the word was givet

among the nowsmongers that the new clergm- '
man had arrived, which intelligence proveg,
more than usually correet.  Ifo had como by the
. Inte:train on the previous evening, and.in. accoxd~ :

ance with Mr. Slowton’s fuvitation had pacseg

 the night at his house. Mr. Evenley was:ig;’
sj;, -
very tall not vory short, very plain nor veig. |

appearancg nothmg very romarkable-— neiths

hendsome-=-ho-nevertheless made an ngrceabl':
impression by manners perfectly well bred ang

by an expressiun of sincerity that was \em,;
taking. His face when at rest assumed a lo“"k‘ i

of firmness almost amounting to steruness, ; lu;
when. speaking it lighted up with g smily,
such real and unaﬁ‘wted kindness as nlmos

whom he came in contact. He was not parky

cularly youthful, although a bachelor, and Im-“"
general bearing was grave, quiet and de]xbemﬁe. 1

Some of the sayings and doings which resnltgd

- from his arrival must be reserv ed for the fo]lnw g

ing.chaplors,

EXTRACTS FROM WESLEY.

1746.—
with the Church of England. As a Mini;

T teach her doctrines, I use her offices; I. coxt- )

form to her Rubrics; I'suffer repro'tch for
attachinent to her, As a private membeé
hold her doctrines; I join in her oﬁiccs,,g
prayer, in hearing, in communicating.™ :
1747.—4Wao conlmnally exhort all wheo .@;
tend on our preaching, to attend the .offices af
tho Church.” Aud they do pay a more regn?r
attendamce there thau they ever did bofore.
1755.— “We began reading togetliei

Gentleman'’s Reasons for his Dissent. fron §na

<

Church of England.” It is an elaborate: #fil.
lively tract, and contains the strength, of tha
cause; but it did not yield us one yrbof that
it is lawfal for us (much less our duty'
sepatate from it.” 2
. 1758—%1In this year Mr. Wesley \'rote; ,
¢ Ressons, against 3 Separatxou from.tho Chuzsh
of Enrrland 3 and in writing to Miss: Bishop,
1778 ho snys: “These reasons wers hover
answirsd; and I believe they never-will> ™ #%.

Tha Rov. Charles Wesley says. of this. ch

1

ot i

ways to prepossess in his favour thoss \'zlfw :

“I dare not renounce communm‘ “F

30N

“I think myseli ‘bound in duty to-add my ‘ ?p

mony to my brother’s. Hxs twelvo reasuns
ngainet our eves sepnrating from tho Chureh. of
England are mino also. I subseribo to them
\vlt h all my heart. My affection for the Cliurch
3 18 as stiong as ever; and T clearly seo iy call-
ing; whxch is to lnc and diein her communion.
'llns, therefore, 1 nmn determined todo, the Lord
;"bemg my Helper”

1759~ T received much comfort at.the old
- Church in the morning, and at St.‘Thomas in
the afternowen. It was as if both the sermions
wero mado for me. I pity those who can find
no good at Church! But how should they, if
- prejudice come between?  An effectual bar to
- tho grace of God.”

3

Fimtey.

fhe Memory of the Dead.

Q it is sweet to think
Of those that are departed,
While murimured Aves sink
To silence tender-hearted ;
While tears. that have no muu
Are tranquilly dxsh)lmg,
And the dead live again
In hearts thatlove is filling.

Yet not as in the days

Of earthly ties we love them ;
For they are touched with rays

From light that.is above them:
Another sweetness shines

Around their well- known features ;
God with His glory signs

His dearly ransomed creaturcs.

Ah! they are more our own,

Since now they are God's only ;
And cach one that has géne

Has left our heart less-lonely.,
Ife mourns not scasons fled,

Who now in IIim posses:cs
Treasures of mary dead

In their dear Lord's caresses.

Dear dead ! they have become
Like gudrdian angels to us;
And distant heaven like home,
Through them hegins to woo us.
Love, that was carthly, wings
Its flight to holicr places;
The dead are sncred things
That multiply our graces,

They whom we loved on earth
Attract us now to heaven:

Who shaved our gricf and mirth
Back to'us now are given.

They move with noiseless foot
Gravely and sweetly round us,

And theirsoft touch hath cut
Full manya chain that bound us.

O dearest-dead ! to-lheaven

With grudging sighs we gave you,
To Him—be doubts forgiven!

Who took you there 1o save you:—
May-we have gracé to.love

Your memorigs yet morg kindly
Pine for our homes above,

And traat to God more blindh"

" Eorala 0Bei—Roviaseds 31":&5, Pritters.




