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INTEODUCTORY ADDRESS.

Ax earnest desire having been frequently
exjn-essed by members of the Church of
England in this Colony, for a suitable
Periodical to serve as a vehicle ofinforma-
tion on Religious, Literary, and Scientific
subjects, and particularly on events of
interest and importance immediately con-
nected with the Church, it has been de-
termined by certain individuals, who
disclaim extreme or party theological
views, to attempt the supply of this
desideratum.

That there may be no misconception as
to the sentiments ofthe proprietors of this
Periodical, they at once distinctly record
thek grateful sense of the blessings they
enjoy as members of a Reformed and
Protestant communion; and further they
unhesitatingly avow their determination
to oppose to the utmost of their ability
the dissemination of those unscriptural
tenets, and superstitious observances,
against which, as Churchmen, they pro-
test; and to maintain those pure and holy
principles, the truth of which has been
sealed by the blood of Cranmer, Ridley,
Latimer, and a host of other martyrs and
confessors.

Whilst, however, they declare them-
selves P rotestants, they, at the same
time, desire to have it understood that
they are, in the strictest sense of the word.
Churchmen ; and therefore cannot consent
to any compromise of the doctrines and
discipline of their Church, as exhibited in
her Articles, Homilies, and Liturgical
formularies, with a view to the concilia-
tion of the diversified sects into which
Christendom is unhappily divided.

In strenuously advocating what they
believe to be the Truth, and in labouring
to remove whatever may have a tendency
“ to hinder godly union and concord,” it
will be their earnest desire “ to speak the
truth in love,” and “ to show the more
excellent way” faithfully, candidly, and
uninistakeably, with meekness and charity,
in accordance with apostolic precept, and
our blessed Lord’s example.

With respect to difierences of opinion
that may prevail amongst Churchmen
themselves, they desire to state that it is
not their intention to make this Journal
an organ for the expression of party sen-
timents, but to promote the “ good of all
men,” and the prosperity of the Church
at large.

While there are those who seem to think
that the interests of the Church are to be

SYDNEY, JUNE 1, 1848.

advanced by dealing in such distinctive
appellations as orthodox and evangelical,
high church and low church, Puseyite and
Simeonite, Semi-papists and Semi-dissen-
ters, they do not intend to recognise any
such distinctions, but would rather strive
that all such differences should be merged
in their common churchmanship, and so
lead all to unite for the good of then-
common Zion, and for her defence against
all her adversaries. They would heal,
and not aggravate, differences, and seek
to educe that which should tend to “ godly
edifyuag,” not angry contention; “ to build
up their brethren in their most holy faith,”
that “ all may speak the same thing, and
keep the unity of the spirit in the bond
of peace,”

To hope to please every one, they are
conscious is vain; but to be instrumental
with God’s blessing in vindicating the
purity of his worship from the corruptions
of Popery, and in bringing those who have
gone astray into that purebranch of Christ's
Holy Cathohc Church to which they them-
selves belong, will be their most strenuous
endeavour and most sincere and heartfelt
prayer.

It has further been suggested that some
portion of this Journal should be set apart
for free and unfettered correspondence
between Churchmen on all subjects of
mutual interest, or upon which doubts
may be entertained, or information sought.
To this suggestion the Proprietors have
readily assented, reserving to themselves
only the right of rejecting whatever may
appear to them objectionable in point of
style, from the absence of courtesy or
Christian temper.

It is not intended that this Journal should
be devoted exclusively to subjects purely
Theological:— Literature, Science, the
Fine Arts, Poetry, Criticism, and indeed
every thing likely to conduce to the moral
improvement and intellectual gratification
of the general reader will receive then-
proportionate share of attention.

As a Journal of intelligence and Record
of events connected with the Church, not
only in this country, but in Great Britain
and its numerous dependencies, it -wdll,
they trust, be found, particularly useful.

Such are the principles and the objects
of this monthly Periodical. To the Clergy
and Churchmen in general, the Proprietors
look for that snpport upon which the
success of the W?ork must, of course,
entirely depend.
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May He who is the author of peace and
lover of concord allay and prevent au
contentions among us, and unite us in one
common desire to promote each other’s
temporal and spiritual welfare.

®Thtologg.

IDOLATRY OR IMAGEWORSHIP

OF THE CHURCH OF ROME.

shrink from the term Protestant, as
~ugh 1 thought it unbecoming a branch of

Chnst 8 holy catholic Church. Not that | glory

m belonging to a Protestant church: | grievi too

deeply that there should be eirors, gross fatal

errors, against which to protest. 1 glory in be-
longmg to an apostolical church: | lament that
such a church is compelled to be Protestant. But

-we cannot of ourselves part with our protesting

~aracter. "Kie Roman Church must take that

from us,—and how? By violence? God helping
we ~tate our fathers, and deliver our protest

m the face of persecution and death. By our

returning into communion with the Roman Church

—the Roman Church as it is > No, no; | trust

we may say, “We have not so learned Christ.”

W e wril cease to be Protestants when the Roman

Church renounces the abominations against which

we protest. TiU then, we must keep the name =

we must keep the thing. As to that, of which one
has heard, of which one has read, unprotestant-
rzmg the church, God in his mercy forbid! We
mtU pray, we wiU labour to reform the Roman
communion: better to die, than to consent to

Romanize the reformed,—Rev, H. Melvili.'*

It has been often urged as an argument
against ~-Protestantism, and as a powerful
persuasive to join the Roman communion,
that among those who are separated from
that Church there is no unity of faith and
doctrine; that among Protestants there is
as great a variety of opinions, as there is
of schools, or even of teachers in religion ;
so that among us the prayer of our
blessed Lord can never be realized, that
his disciples may be one: whereas within
the Church of Rome all is unity, one
unchanged and unchangeable uniformity
in doctrine and practice, not only in one
country but throughout the world. In that
communion, it is asserted there is one
faith, one discipline; and should doubts
and disputations ever arise, there is in the
Bishop of Rome an infallible ruler and
guide, to -whom all must defer, and fi-om
whose decision there is no appeal. Many,
as we are assured, have been drawn away,
by these representations, to seek in that
Church a refuge from the perplexities of
controversy, in the hope of there, at least,
finding rest unto their souls.

That these representations are mani-
festly fallacious, both as to the faith and
practice of that Church in every depart-
nient of her system we are able to show
indispiitably, but in no case more plainly.
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than in the doctrine and practice of iinage-
worship. 1t Avould, indeed, he difficult
to fix upon any points among refomied
churches on which opinions and principles
so irreconcileable and contradictory are
maintained, as are those which we find
set forth and defended within the Church
of Rome by her accredited and authorised
teachers. Few persons, it is believed, are
sufficiently aAvare of this fact; on the
contrary, it is too readily assumed to be a
reality.

It is intended, therefore, to show, in
this article, (for which we are chiefly
indebted to a recent publication from the
pen of J. Endell Tyler, B.D., Canon
Residentiary of St. Paul’s, London), that
this boasted unity of doctrine and disci-
pline in the Church of Rome has no
existence in practical truth; that, on the
contrary, within the pale of that com-
munion, there have, from the first, pre-
vailed inconsistent, contradictory, andirre-
concileable differences, not only in words,
but in matters of fact also. This may be
satisfactorily shown from an examination
of the decrees of that Church, her autho-
rised formularies of devotion, the declara-
tions of her teachers, bishops, and canon-
ized saints.

In tracing the history of the Church,
under this head, we find, that through the
first 300 years, no images of any kind
were suffered to be placed in Christian
churches. In the council of Eliberis or
Elvira, A.D. 306, it Avas decreed “ that no
images should be admitted into churches,
lest the objects of veneration and Avorship
should be painted on the walls.” It
seems, therefore, that this novelty Avas
then attempted and prohibited.

Through the next 400 years, portraits
of departed saints, and even of living
members of the Church, together with
paintings of Scripture events, began to be
admitted very generally into churches,
and at the end of the sixth century Pope
Gregory the Great maintained their use-
fulness for instruction sake, and sanctioned
their admission, though he strongly pro-
hibited their being Avorshipped.

After many struggles against their in-
troduction in particular places through
the greater part of the eighth century, it
Avas decreed by the second council of
Nice, A.D. 794, convened by the Empress
Mother Irene, and her son Constantine,
at the urgent instance of Pope Gregory’'s
successor, Adrian, that images should not
only be used and honoured, but also
Avorshipped. At the same time this
council condemned with bitter anathemas,
not only all who should refuse to Avorship
images, but all who should apply to them
the prohibitions in Scripture against idols,
(the very thing Avhich Pope Gregory had
done), and, in proof of the laAvfulness of
worshipping images, the council cited
the very passage of Scripture to Avhich
Gregory had appealed as conclusive against
their worship. The decree is thus ex-
pressed
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W e venerate, Avorship, and adore the sacred images.
Let no one be offended by the idea of worship; for it
is said, “ Thou shalt Avorship the Lord thy God, and
liim only shalt thou serve. The expression only is
applied solely to the second word, ‘serve,” and not to
the Avord ‘worship.” AVe may, therefore, worship
the images, provided we do not ‘serAe’ them.

All persons who profess to honour the sacred
images, but refuse to AAorship them, do dishonour
them, and are guilty of hypocrisy.

But Ae must not worship the miages with the su-
preme divine Avorship due only to God.

The decrees of this council Avere forced
upon the churches in the east and in the
Avest of Christendom by the united autho-
rity of the popes and of the religious
houses, whose revenues Avere sAvoUen by
the conflux of Avorshippers to the shrines

of such images as Avere believed to be
possessed of miraculous powers. Great
resistance, indeed, Avas made in several

parts to the introduction of tliis noA'el and
heathenish practice, especially in England,
yet the superstition greAv and prospered,
and for centuries triumphed over the pure
Avorship of apostolic and primitive times.

The Council of Trent, although it pro-
hibited the ascription of neAV miracles to
old images, and base gain, &c., from that
source, yet decreed that images should,
by all means, be had and retained in
churches, and that due honour bo paid to
them, asserting on the authority of the
second Nicene council that the honour
paid to the image is passed on to the
prototype, and authoritatively pronouncing
that a difference existed betAveen idol
Avorship among the heathen and image-
Avorship among Christians. "We maintain
that this is groundless, imaginary, and
contrary to fiict. From the very first
introduction of image-Avorship into the
Church of Christ, its advocates have
ever anxiously laboured to establish
this distinction. An anxiety has been
naturally felt to escape, if possible, from
the prohibitions and denunciations of
Holy Scripture against “ the making of
any image, the likeness of any being in
heaven or earth,” for the purpose of Avor-
shipping it: and to escape also from the
strong language which the earliest Fathers
of the Church uniformly employed against
idol or image-Avorship. Various have been
the subtle and refined distinctions by which
it has been attempted to establish this
difference; but that Avhichis chieffy relied
on is this : that heathens Avorshipped the
material idols of Avood, or stone, or brass,
not as the representatives of unseen deities,
but as being themselves gods; and that,
placing their trust in those visible and
tangible idols, they did not refer their
worship to the unseen deity Avhom the idol
represented; Avhereas Christians regarded
the image as the representative of a saint
or of God, and offered their worship,beyond
and through the image, to the divine or
holy being whom it represented.

N oav Ave insist that this is a most pal-
pable fallacy. It is grounded upon an as-
sumption not only Avithout foundation, but
absolutely contradictory to the evidence of
Scripture and of heathen times. A fail-
investigation of this subject AviU result in

a conA'iction, that instead of the AAmrship of
idols by the heathen and the worship of
images by Christians being, in this respect,
different, they are identically the same ;
that there is no such distinction maintain-
able betAVeen them— both being equally
condemned by the doctrine and practice of
the PrimitiA-c Church of Christ.

That multitudes in the pagan AAnrldhaAe
been so ignorant and blinded as to look
only to their idols, Avithout further (refe-
rence to any unseen spiritual being Avhom
those images visibly represented, there can
be no doubt; but Ae hav'e the testimony
of a distinguished writer of the Roman
Church, AAto flourished in the early part
of the 16th century, that multitudes of
Christians =R o frequented the images set
up in churches in his time, did place their
trust in the images more than in the spirit-
ual beings whom they represented. That
the priests and the people in the heathen
AAorld generally regarded the idol as the
visible representation of an absent and un-
seen deity, Avhose anger they must depre-
cate and AAhose faA'our they must propitiate,
Ave have indubitable eRidence in the records
of the ancient heathen world, as Avell as in
what Ave read even in the Holy ScriiJtures
themselves, and in the Fathers of the
Primitive Church.— See 1 Kings, Xxvii.;
2 Kings, iv.; Acts, xiv.; Lact. Divin.
Instit. lib. ii., cap. ii.

Whatever attempts may be made to
guard the worship of the Almighty against
the encroachments of idolatry, or to in-
struct the people that the spiritual being
represented by the image is to be wor-
shipped and not the mere image itself, Ae
must believe that they Avill be led stealthily
and unwarily to adore the image, at least
quite as much as the Pagans were eAerled
to adore their idols.

The Council of Trent not only sanc-
tioned the retaining of images in churches,
butrequiredthat they should be reverenced
with due honour— the head must be un-
covered— the body prostrated— the knee
bentbefore them! What isto be expected,
but that the people shoidd become idola-
ters ! Cardinal Bellarmin accordingly says,
“ some Avorship before the image; some
Avorship the image itself, but solely Avith
an adoration to be passed on beyond the
image to the spiritual object of their
adoration. Then, some Avorship the image
Avith an inferior adoration, reserving their
full adoration for the prototype; and then,
others Avorship the image, and adore it
Avith the self-same adoration with which
they worship and adore the being of
Avhich it is the flgure and the representa-
tive '

Let us, in the next place, see how her
most approved teachers instructed the
people to use and Avorship images. We
might refer to many, but Awve think it
enough to quote the judgments of Thomas
Aquinas and Bonaventura.

Thomas Aquinas, a canonized saint,
distinctly maintains, that the images are
to be Avorshipped themselves, with the
self-same adoration Avith which the origi-



nal being, whom the image in each case
represents, is adored; and as distinctly
he holds, “ that the image of Christ is to
be worshipped with the supreme adora-
tion exclusively appropriated to God
only.” The Church of liome rencAvs
every year, and publishes throughout the
Avhole world, wherever her voice can be
heard, her confession of the truth and
soundness of the doctrines of Thomas
Aquinas. He is no ordinary canonized
saint; and on his festival the Church of
Eome every year ncAV not only prays to
him for his intercession in heaven, but
actually prays to God for grace to errable
her members to embrace with the under-
standing what Thomas Aquinas taught,
and to fulfil, by their imitation, what he
did; confessing in the same prayer, that
the Almighty continues to enlighten the
Church by the Avonderful erMition of
this same Thomas, and makes it fruitful
by his holy operation. This, it must be
borne in mind, is no obsolete confession
and prayer; it is contained in the Roman
BreAuary noAA, and is commanded to be
offered annually on the 7th of March,
CAeli to this very day.

In the next place, Bona\'entura, =E o
Avas canonized by Pope Sixtus 1V., and
who is an acknowledged doctor of the
Church, his authority being cited and
employed in all places of education, and
in all ecclesiastical discussions and studies,
positively maintains that the image of
Christ is to be adored Avith the adoration
of latria,— that is, the highest conceivable
Avorship,— the Avorship due only to God ;
because, as he remarks, it represents him
who was crucified for us, and the image
presents itself for him.

LyndAvodo, who wrote a comment on
ecclesiastical statutes and laws; and
Naclantus, a bishop, distinguished for his
learning, and styled the “ day-star” of the
Tridentine Council, 1567, and Dottrina
Christiana,— maintain the same doctrine.

Such is the teaching of the accredited
writers of the Roman Church. It is im-
possible to mistake their vieAVs! Bona-
ventura says, in order to prove thatdivine
worship, the Avorship due to the Supreme
Being, is due also to the image of Christ,
‘“a man speaks to the image in his peti-
tions, therefore he speaks to the image as
to a rational creature; therefore he speaks
to the image as to Christ; and just as he
speaks so he Avorships and adores; and,
therefore, he ought to adore the image of
Christ as he does Christ.”

It will also be found that, in her Missal,
her Pontifical, her Breviary, the Church
of Rome authoritatively enjoins religious
Avorship to be paid to images and material
representations.

_ In her*services for Good Friday there
IS an exhibition of the grossest supersti-
tion \—

The priest receives from the deacon the cross
already prepared on the altar, which, turning himself
to the people, he uncovers a little vAay dowm from
the top, and begins the anthem alone— “ Behold the

woodol the cross!” and then he is assisted in the
Chant by the ministers down to “ Come ye, let us
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adoreand when the choir is singing “ Come yej
let us adore,” all except the celebrant prostrate
themselves. Afterwards he comes forward, and
opens the right arm of the cross ; and, lifting ita
little higher than at first, he begins—*“ Behold the
wood of the cross !” others singing and adoring as
above. Then the priest proceeds to the middle of
the altar, and uncovering the cross entirelv, and
elevating it a third time higher, begins— “ fiehold
the wood of the cross !” others singing and adoring
as above. Afterwards the priest alone carries the
cross to the place prepared before the altar, and
kneeling, places it there. Presently, ha\-ing put off
his shoes, he approaches to adore the cross, kneeling
thiice before he kisses it. Then the ministers of the
altar, and next the clergj- and laity, tAvo and tAvo,
kneeMug thrice, adore the cross. Meantime, while
the adoration of the cross is going on, &c., the choir
are to sing more or fewer anthems, according to the
time required for the congregation, whether large or
small. At the end of the adoration of the cross, the
candles are lighted on the altar.

Thus, the priests and the people annually
adore the cross of wood, and the service
is called the Adoration of the Cross.
IVhat room is left for superstition to add
anything in this department?

In the Pontifical Avealso find that divine
adoration is declared to be due to the
material cross; and in the Roman Breviary
are these words:—

Hail! Othou Cross! our only hope! To the pious
do thou multiply grace, and for the guilty blot out
all their sins. O thou Cross, do thou save the
present congregation assembled for thy praise. The
king is exalted to the sky, while the noble trophy of
the Cross is adored by all the worshippers of Christ
for ever!

And now let us hear what the Bishop
of Siga, Dr. Baines, said in 1827, aEcu
addressing Protestants who had collected
to Avitness the consecration of a Roman
Catholic place of worship in Yorkshire.

Is it possible (said the Bishop) that any of vou
should persuade yourselves that the most ignorant
Catholic A&ould be capable of adoring the ivory image
which you see upon that altar ? Anathema to the
man AA-ho gives to an image divine honom-s or pravs
to it.

Really, my[Christian Brethren, I blush to think it
should be necessary to say that Catholics as well as
you (Protestants) know the folly, and detest as
much asyou the impiety ofgiving divine honours to a
lifeless piece of wood or ivory, however skilfully
the sculptor may have fashioned it, or AAhatever it
may present to the imagination.

Thus spoke Dr. Baines: Dr. Wiseman,
another Roman Catholic Bishop, in 1837
spoke to the same effect.

1f1 stood before the image of any one Axhomi had
loA-ed and had lost, fixed in veneration and affection,
no one would surely say that 1 was superstitious or
idolatrous in_its regard. Such is precisely al1 that
the Catholic is taught to believe regarding images set
up in chAirches.

Can the Church, we ask, of which Dr.
Baines was a Bishop, and of Avhich the
present Dr. Wiseman is a Bishop, be the
same Church as that to Avhich the canonized
saints, Thomas Aquinas and Bonaventura
belonged? Can that Church he at unity
with itself, loithoiit any essential discre-
pancy in itsdoctrines? What can be more
antagonistic, more irreconcileable, more
utterly inconsistent! than its teachings on
Image-worship ?

W e have seen thatthe Church of Rome,
in her decrees, pronounces that images
inust be retained and must be honoured
Avith due reverence; that in her Ritual
she authoritatively enjoins religious Avor-
ship and adoration to be paid to them;
that her canonized saints and teachers

defend this practice, so irreconcileably
at A'ariance Avith the simplicity of primitive
Chi'istian worship, and contradictory to
the language and spirit of the revealed
will of God.

This innovation having thus struck its
roots into the Lord’s vineyard, its fruits
were soon abundant everywhere. Oim
fallen and frail nature, ever inclined to
lean and rest on the accommodating but
treacherous helps of superstition, rather
than, under God's grace, to exert its best
endeavours to secure the blessed promises
of the ev”erlasting Gosj>el, notonly received
this Avill-worship of images Avith acqui-
escence, but hailed it as a boon. And
thus the authority of the Pope, and the
inclinations of the unenlightened human
mind, formed a cord too strong for any
thing but the sAvord of the S)>mt, the
Word of God, to sever. In our branch of
the Catholic Church, it pleased the great
Bishop of Souls, in his ocavti good time, to
effect that blessed work by our great Re-
formation, and Awve are thankful. Seeing,
however, that attempts are still unremit-
tingly made to shako our confidence in the
soundness of our creed, and the Scriptural
and primitive purity and excellence of our
Avorship, it is not only our duty to be
thankful that superstitions are no longer
permitted to obscure the precious doctrines
of salvation within our oAvn communion,
but having patiently and dispassionately
examined the question for ourselves, Ave
must state the results plainly and Avithout
reserve to others. Being assured that the
doctrine of the Church of Rome is to icor-
sliip and adore images contrary to God’s
Avord and the example of the Primitive
Church (though in Protestant communities
the more revolting features of that worship
are kept out of sight) we desire to apprize
those who may be persuaded to tender
their allegiance to Rome, what AfiUbe re-
quired of them, so that they may ndt, Avith
blinded eyes and implicit reliance on par-
tial representations surrender themseHcs to
be guided doAAOi a gentle path into a gulf
from which, inquiry being shut out, they
may never return to the light. Let it be
remembered that to hold opinions against
the rulings of the church, either openly or
secretly, or even by a mere insinuation,
subjects the individual to the name of a
heretic, and to the pains and penalties of
heresy, in countries Avhere Romanism is
dominant.

Our desire is to confirm the members
of our own communion, more and more,
in their well-founded attachment to the
Church of England, as a true branch of
Christ’'s Holy Catholic Church, purified
from the corruptions and deceits Avhich,
in various essential points, had for ages
excluded the true doctrine of the Gospel
and established themselves in its place.

Our intention is, not merely to sound a
general and vague alarm, but to Avarn
every one of the aAvfully hazardous step
Avhich those persons take who suffer them-
selves to be seduced by specious repre-
sentations, noAV artfully interwoven Avith



subtle arguments, to renounce the evan-
gelical and apostolical principles of the
Church of England, and to adopt the
corruptions and innovations of Romanism
in their stead; and we would induce, if
it might be, such members of the Church
of Rome as may be stdl anxious (and we
believe there are many) to see an honest
and dispassionate examination of the
points of difference between their Church
and ours— to take the matter up in good
earnest— to weigh the cases uprightly,—
and to decide for themselves, as before
the God in whom we both believe, assured
that the truth, while it wiR make them
free, will secure to them satisfaction, and
comfort and joy in the Holy Ghost.

We have been accustomed to hear,
from time to time, that the charge brought
against the Chuch of Rome of worship-
ping and adoring images is founded in
ignorance and misrepresentation. We
have heard solemn protestations from the
Bishops of the Roman Church that
images are placed in their chui'ches not to
receive divine honours, but merely to
excite feelings of penitence and devotion.

But, on the other hand, we read in the
approved works of the most celebrated
divines and doctors, bishops and cardi-
nals, of the Romish Church, that the
images of Chi-ist and his saints ought to
be set up for the purpose of being wor-
shipped and adored— that divine honours
are of right due to them— and that those
are heretics to be abhorred who deny
images to be fit objects of religious wor-
ship ; and yet, more than this, we find the
Roman Pontifical asserting that the
highest supreme divine worship is due to
the material cross, and the Roman Bre-
viary addressing the material cross with
solemn and direct prayer.

Romish writers of the present day who
dwell amongst Protestants tell us that
even the use of images is not enjoined, but
only recommended as an useful and whole-
some help to devotion, and that the charge
of adoring them is an unfounded and ma-
licious calumny; at aU events, that the
adoption or rejection of them is a matter
of indifference.’ With all the tone of un-
bounded liberality of sentiment, a snare
the most dangerous is laid for the generous
and confiding spirit of youths and that
snare is so skilfully concealed luider spe-
cious fallacies, that we cannotwonder that
in some instances it should prove fatal to
such as expose themselves to the tempta-
tion, and dally with the tempter, before
they have duly possessed themselves of
the power of detecting the fallacies, and
extricating themselves from the snare.
To the individual members of the Roman
Church, it is not a thing indifferent, a
thing which he can accept or reject at his
pleasure. The Church of Rome herself
is bound by the decrees of the Tridentine
Council, by which it is enacted that
images are to be retained and treated with
due veneration. until the decrees of
that council be reversed, and the Missal,
Breviary, and Pontifical be reformed,
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image-worsliip cannot become a thing in-
different. It is prescribed by the Church,
and must be practised by every one who
professes dutiful aUegiarice to that Church.

Those who are tempted by such plau-
sible statements must be cautioned against
the peril to which they expose themselves,
if they give too hasty heed to them.
Image-worship is not the only supersti-
tious practice which persons, before their
perversion, have been persuaded to regard
as a thing indifferent, but the entire adop-
tion of which, after they have been irre-
trievably taken captive, they have to
their confusion found to be an indispen-
sable condition of full communion with
Rome.

Let every one investigate the whole
truth, and not rashly adopt, upon repre-
sentations which are delusive, a mode of
worship, which, though cidled Christian, is
overlaid with corruptions and much of the
poison of heathenism.

God’s mercy has bestowed on us the
blessing of a Scriptural Liturgy. We
are, indeed, members of a church aposto-
lical and evangelical! But the merciful
privilege which we enjoy brings with itin-
creased responsibilities. 1t well becomes
us all to take good heed, lest even the
worshippers of images, with all their
errors, rise up iir the*judgment at the last
and condemn us. This they may do, if
our hope be not at once nrore sure and
more purifying; if our charity be not
more ferverrt and more comprehensive.
They unhappily persuade themselves to
have recourse (in aid, as they say, of their
devotion) to those innovations and super-
stitions, which we discard as unjustifiable,
unworthy, and distrustful inventions of
degenerate human nature The gracious
Founder of our faith has himself provided
for us whatever is necessary for the soul’s
well-being and its progress towards heaven.
Their errors may obtain pardon, because
Omniscience may pronounce them to have
persevered in their superstition ignorantly
in misbelief. But how shall we escape
either the displeasure of Almighty God,
or the censures of our own conscience, if,
with all the appliances of the Gospel pro-
vided for our use, spiritual and heavenly
as they came fresh from the divine
treasure-house, neither bound by the
shackles of superstition, nor checked by
the corruptions of man’s device, we do
not show forth his praise by a more ardent
piety and a more holy life? How can we
satisfy our duty to our heavenly Benefactor
and to his church, the keeper and witness
of the truth, if we do not honestly, yet
humbly, give proof of the scriptural and
primitive integrity and holiness of our
principles, by a more steady and calm, and
at the same time, more zedous and ener-
getic devotion of ourselves, to the work of
our heavenly Master, which, indeed, is
none other than the work of our own sal-
vation? How can we become or continue
an acceptable people in his sight, unless
we strive, by prayer and self-denial, and
the best exertion of every faculty, (as long

as it is His good pleasure that we sojourn
here,) to increase daily in his Holy Spirit
more and more, having our conversation
daily more and more in heaven, and, as_
we walk with God on earth in faith, and
hope, and love, conforming ourselves daily
more and more to the likeness of his ever
blessed Son, ‘ the image of the invisible
God?’

J. C. G.

Stterarg anD

Ilie Address 0/Sni R.1l. Inglis, Fresidmt
of the British Association for the Ad-
vavt cniunt of Science ; dcliccred at Ox-
ford, June 23, 1847.

[Abridged from the *“ Athcnseiim.”]

M ay it please you, Mr, 'S'ice-Chancellor,

Sir Roderick ISlurchison, Gentlemen of

the British Association :— It has been the

practice of former Presidents to address
the first general meeting of the Association
on the progress of science during the pre-
ceding year, and on its state and propects
in the present. Sir Roderick Murchison,
my eminent friend, who did honour to
this chair, took a comprehensive grasp of
all the objects which this duty placed
within his reach. MTien | read his
address, | felt, even more than before,
my unfitness to follow him; but such as |
am, you have selected me to succeed to
his position and his duties; and 1| shall
endeavour to discharge my functions with
as little discredit to your choice as may
be in my power. Whatever may be good
in the observations which follow this
exordium, will be owing to my friends,
the Rev. Dr. Robinson, Professor Owen,

Mr. Robert Brown, and Colonel Sabine.
| begin with Astronomy. The progress

of Astronomy during the past year has

been distinguished hy a discovery the
most remarkable, perhaps, ever made as
the result of pure intellect exercised before
observation,— and determining withoiit

observation the existence and force of a

planet; which existence and which force

were subsequently verified by observation.

It had previously been considered as the

great trial and triumph of Dynamical

Science to determine the disturbances

caused by the mutual action of “the

stars in their courses,” even when their
position and their orbits were fuUy known <
but it has been reserved for these days to
reverse the progress, and to investigate
from the discordance actually observed
the existence and the place of the wondrous
stranger which had been silently, since its
creation, exerting this mysterious power.

It was reserved for these days to track the

path and to measure the force which the

great Creator had given to this hitherto
unknown orb among the myriads of the
air.

I will not presume to measure the
claims of the two illustrious names of
Leverrier and Adams; of him who in
midnight workings and watchings, dis-
covered the truth in our own country;
and of the hardly happier philosopher.



who was permitted and enabled to be the
first, after equal workings and watchings,
to proclaim the great reality which his
science had prepared and assured him to
expect. I will trust myself with only
two observations: the one my earnest
hope that the rivalry not merely of the
illustrious Leverrier and my illustrious
countryman Adams, hut of the two great
nations which they represent, France and
England, respectively, may always be
confined to pursuits in which victory is
without woe, and to studies which enlarge
and elevate the mind; and which, if
rightly directed, may produce alike glory
to God and good to mankind; and the
other my equal hope, that for those who
employ the same scientific training, and
the same laborious industry, which have
marked the researches of Leverrier and
Adams, there may still remain similar
triumphs in the yet unpenetrated regions
of space; and that— unlike the greater
son of a great father— they may not have
to mourn that there are no more worlds
to be conquered.

An Englishman — a subject of this
United Kingdom — cannot refer to the
enlarged means of astronomical observa-
tion enjoyed by the present age without
some allusion to the noble Earl, Lord
Rosse, who, himself educated amongst us
here in Oxford, has devoted large means
and untiring labour to the completion of
the most wonderful telescope which
science, art, and wealth, have ever yet
combined to perfect; and which the Dean
of Ely— a man worthy to praise the work
— pronounced to be a rare combination of
mechanical, chemical, and mathematical
skill and knowledge. Its actual opera-
tions have, however, been suspended by a
cause not less honourable to Lord Rosse
in another character than the conception
and early progress of his great instru-
ment were to him as a man o.f science.
They have been retarded, as far as he
himself is concerned, by the more im-
mediate, and, | will say, higher duties
which, as magistrate, as a landowner, and
as a Christian gentleman, he owed, and
has been paying, to his neighbours, his
tenantry, and his country, during the late
awful visitation which has afflicted
Ireland.

The President here read a paper from
the Astronomer Royal, on an important
and interesting discovery which had been
made during the past year, with reference
to Burg’'s assumption of a slowly varying
error affecting the epoch of the moon’s
mean longitude, which discovery had re-
sulted from the reduction, sanctioned by
Government, of the Greenwich observa-
tions of the moon, made since the year
1750. After which he proceeded as fol-
lows :—

The doctrine of the influence of the
moon and of the sun on the tides was no
sooner established than it became emi-
nently probable that an influence exerted
so strongly upon a fluid so heavy as water
could not but have the lighter and all but
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imponderable fluid of air under its grasp.
It is now clear, as the result of the obser-
vations at St. Helena by my friend Colonel
Sabine, that as on the waters, so on the
atmosphere, there is a corresponding in-
fluence exerted by the same causes. There
are tides in the air as m the sea, the ex-
tent is of course determinable only by the
most careful observations, with the most
delicate instruments; since the minuteness
of the effect, both in itself and in compa-
rison with the disturbances which are
occasioned in the equilibrium of the atmo-
sphere from other causes, must always pre-
sent great difficulty in the way of ascer-
taining the truth, and had, in fact, until
Colonel Sabine’s researches, prevented
any decisive testimony of the fact being
obtained by direct observation. It appears
that in each day the barometer at St.
Helena stands, on an average, four
thousandths of an inch higher at the two
periods when the moon is on the meridian
above or below the pole, than when she is
six hours distant from the meridian on
either side; the progression between this
maximum and minimum being moreover
continuous and uninterrupted ; thus fur-
nishing a new element in the attainment
of physical truth; and to quote the ex-
pression of a distinguished foreigner, now
present, which he uttered in my own
house when the subject was mentioned —
“ W e are thus making astronomical obser-
vations with the barometer”— that is, we
are reasoning from the position of the
mercury in a barometer, wliich we can
touch, as to the position of the heavenly
bodies, which, unseen by us, are influ-
encing its visible fall and rise. “ It is no
exaggeration to say”— and here | use the
words ofmy friend, the Rev. Dr. Robinson,
— “ that we could even, if our own satel-
lite were incapable of reflecting light, have
determined its existence, nay, more, have
approximated to its eccentricity and
period.”

In Physiology, the most remarkable of
the discoveries, or rather improvements
of previous discoveries, which the past
year has seen, is, perhaps, that connected
with the labours of the distinguished
Tuscan philosopher Matteucci. | refer in
this instance to his experiments on the
generation of electric currents by muscular
contraction in the living body. This subject
he has continued to pursue; and by the
happy combination of the rigorous methods
of physical experiment with the ordinary
course of physiological research. Professor
Matteucci has fully established the im-
portant fact of the existence of an electrical
current— feeble, indeed, and such as could
only be made manifest by his own delicate
galvanascope— between the deep and the
superficial parts of a muscle. Such electric
currents pervade every muscle in every
species of animal which has been the subject
of experiment; and may therefore be infer-
red to be a general phenomenon of living
bodies. Even after life has been extin-
guished by violence, these currents con-
tinue for a shorttime, but they cease more

speedily in the muscles of the warm-
blooded than in those of the cold-blooded
animals.

The delicate experiments of Matteucci
on the torpedo, agree with those of our
own Faraday (whom 1 may call doubly
our own in this place, where he is a
doctor of our University), upon the
Gymnotus electricus, in proving that the
shocks communicated by those fishes are
due to electric currents generated by
peculiar electric organs, which owe their
most immediate and powerful stimulus to
the action of the nerves. In both species
of fishes the electricity generated by the
action of their peculiar organised batteries
— besides its benumbing and stunning
effects on living animals, renders the
needle magnetic, decomposes chemical
compounds, emits the spark, and in short,
exercises all the other knorvn powers of
the ordinary electidcity developed in inor-
ganic matter or by the artificial apparatus
of the labaratory.

Etherization, a kindred subject, one to
which deep and natural importance is now
attached, may not unfitly follow the mention
of Professor Matteucci’s investigations.

It is the subject of the influence of the
vapour of ether on the human frame.
Several experiments on the tracts and
nerve roots, appropriated respectively to
the functions of sensation and vohtion have
been resumed and repeated in connexion
with thisnew agency on the nervous system.
Messrs. Flowrens and Longet have showm
that the sensational functions are first
affected, and are completely, though tem-
porarily, suspended under the operation
of the vapour of ether ; then the mental or
cerebral powers, and finally, the motor and
excitomotor forces are abrogated. Itwould
seem, that the stimulus of ether applied
so largely or continuously as to produce
that effect is full of danger, and that weak
constitutions are sometimes unabl? to
rally and recover from it; but that when
the influence is allowed to extend no
further than to the suspension of sensa-
tion, the recovery is as a general rule
complete. It is this remarkable property
of ether which has led to its recent ap-
plication Avith such success as may awcll
lead us to thank God, Avho, in his ProA'i-
dence, has directed the eminent phy-
sicians and surgeons amongst our brethren
in the United States to make this dis-
covery — a discovery which aadl long
place the name of Dr. Charles J. Jackson,
its author, among the benefactors of our
common nature.

In no department of the science of
organized bodies has the progress been
greater or more assured than in that
which relates to the microscopic structure
of the constituent tissues of animal bodies,
both in their healthy and in their morbid
states; and this progress is specially
marked in this country during the period
which has elapsed since the communication
to the British Association by Professor
Owen of his researches into the intimate
structAire of recent and fossil teeth.



The result of these researches having
<T.emonstrated the constancy ofwell defined
and clearly apiireciable characters in the
dental tissues of each species of animal,
other observers have been stimulated to
pursue the same minute inquiries into the
diversities of structure of the tissues of
other organs; and thus the very hairs of
the diflTerent mammalian animals have been
found to offer to the microscopical anatomist
afield of observation as richly and remark-
ably developed as the teeth, which formed
the subject of Professor Owen’s communi-
cation in 1838, and as the external cover-
ings of the testaceous mollusca, which
formed the subject of Dr. Carpenter’'s
communication in 1846.

The most brilliant result, perhaps, of
microscopic anatomical research has been
the actual observation of the transit of the
blood from the arteries to the veins.
Malpighi first observed the transit in the
large capillaries of the frog's web. It
has since been observed in most other
tissues, and in many other animals.

No part of the animal body has been
the subject of more, or of more successful,
researches than the blood itself. The
forms, and dimensions, and diversities of
structure characteristic of the coloured
discs, corpuscles, or blood globules, as
they were once termed, in the different
classes, orders, and genera of animals,
have been described, and for the most
part accurately depicted; and, through
the concurrence of numerous observers,
the anatomical knowledge of these minute
particles invisible to the naked eye,
has become as exact and precise as the
knowledge of the blood vessels themselves,
or of any other of the grosser and more
conspicuous systems of organs; and has
added, when we consider how easily the
action is deranged, by how many causes it
may be diseased or stopped, another to
the»many proofs that we are fearfully as
well as wonderfully made. In surveying
how our frame is formed, how sustained,
how re'vived by sleep, one of the most
wonderous of all the incidents of our
nature, what suffering is produced by
any pressure on the lungs, and yet how
unconsciously we breathe a million times
in health for one in sickness; | cannot
but feel that our Heavenly Father gave
another preof of his essential character
when, in answer to the prayer of Moses,

Shew me thy glory,” God answered,
“ 1 will cause all my goodness to pass
before thee.”

| proceed now to notice the science of
Botany; which, aided in these days by
the microscope, and by chemistry, as to
the structure, functions, and uses of the
living plant; and as to the analogies in
the vegetable world in its fossil state,
presents one of the most interesting sub-
jects of inquiry to the student and to the
general observer.

Systematic botany is constantly receiv-
ing additions to the number of species.

With respect to new species of plants
received only in the state of specimens
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for the Herbarium, they have been in
part obtained from China, South America,
and New Zealand, but chiefly from Aus-
tralia. The late expeditions into the
interior of that great continent— expe-
ditions so creditable to the enterprise,
perseverance, and intelligence of their
conductors — have, however, been but
little productive, so far as we at present
know, in the department of botany. The

animal productions of New Holland, so.

wonderful in their forms and structures,
have long formed the most remarkable
characteristic of its vast region; nor is its
botany without distinctions of much in-
terest, though as yet very imperfectly
explored. It may be said, however, in
reference to the resMts of these later ex-
peditions, which have jicnetrated further
inland, that they have not brought to our
knowledge any peculiarities in the vege-
table kingdom, so various and so striking
as those which exist near the coasts, and
which are sufficient to distinguish New
Holland and the Australian colonies from
the other regions of the world.

In vegetable physiology, microscopic
observers have of late been much occu-
pied in investigating the phenomena of
fecundation, and especially as to the mode
of action of the pollen.

On this subject botanists are still
divided. Professor Amici, of Florence,
very recently, in an essay, communicatee!
to the scientific meeting held in 1846, at
Genoa, has endeavoured, by a minute
examination of several species of Orchis,
to prove the existence of the essential
part of the embryo, anterior to the appli-
cation of the pollen, which, according to
him, acts as the sx“ecific stimulus to its
develox>ment.

This view receives great support from
some singular exceptions to the general
law of fecundation.

Of these, the most striking occurs in a
New Holland shrub, which has been
cultivated several years in the Botanic
Garden at Kew; and which, though
producing female flowers only, has con-
stantly ripened seeds, from which plants
have been raised perfectly resembling the
parent; while yet there is no suspicion
either of the presence of male flowers in
the same plant, or of minute stemina in
the female flower itself, nor of fecunda-
tion by any related plant cultivated along
with it.

This plant has been figm-ed and de-
scribed in a recent volume of the Linnean
Society’s transactions, under the name of
Ccelehogyne ilieifolia, by Mr. Smith, the
intelligent curator of the Kew garden, by
whom, indeed, this remarkable fact was
first noticed. It is not the least curious
part of the history of the Ccelehogyne,
that male flowers have lately been dis-
covered in New tiolland unquestionably
of the same species.

The extension of the means of com-
munication by the electric telegraph is
yearly faciliting intercource, almost as
rapid as light or thought, between distant

portions of England, and between distant

provinces in the vast eiuxtire of our
Queen.
Even if | x>ossessed myself, or had

collected from others, the materials for
tire most rapid sketch of the progress of
other sciences, the time would fail me in
the attempt to convey it to you. | ab-
stain from any reference to geology, prin-
cipally from my own ignorance of its
later progi-ess. | can as little endeavour
to bring before the Association the disco-
veries during the past year by which
science has ministered to the arts, or to
commerce ; yet | cannot leave altogether
unanswered — though | can hardly do
more than name— the discovery of the
gun cotton, and the axgflication of elec-
tricity to the smelting of co”rper.

For that jn-ocess, | believe, a patent
has been recently taken out. As yet,
Xrerhax)s, sufficient time has not elapsed to
test its full value. We all know that an
experiment succeeds perfectly in the case
of a model, or in alaboratory, which may
not succeed so i~crfectly when the minia-
ture steam engine, for examx>le, is extended
to its ordinary size in a manufactory, or
when the operation is transferred from
ounces to tons. But if the hopes, expec-
tations, and confidence of the discoverers
be realised, their plan will be of the
greatest value to this country, and of even
greater proportionate value to some of the
Queen’s most important colonics. It has
been said that 10,000 tons of cox>per ore
were sent last year from Australia to be
smelted in England, and that they pro-
duced no more than 1600 tons of copper.
It is evident, therefore, that, if by this
process of smelting by electricity, the
refuse, 8400, can be left on the sj"ot,
8400 tons of shipping are liberated for
other purj)oses of commerce between the
Colony and the mother country; and the
saving of coal in England, an object not
wholly devoid of interest, is immense.

From the sciences cultivated, extended,
or encouraged, | advert to a consideration
of the Association itself. The importance
of these meetings is national. Their direct
results have been eminently beneficial to
science; their indirect effects in uniting
men of the same pursuit from different
parts of our common country, and not less
in bringing together those whom seas and
emx”~hes divide, but whom the same zeal
for knowledge happily associates as in this
place, are equally remarkable. Those
antipathies (I hardly use too strong a
word) which once separated us from our
brethren in other realms, and from which
even men of science were not always
exempt, are year by year vanishing; and
we have met cordially on common grounds
to assist and encourage one another in the
pursuit of objects honourable and ser-
viceable to the whole family of man.

I feel that | have very inadequately
discharged the duties of the station in
which 1 have been placed. Wherever

the failure is less apparent, | unfeignedly
desire you to attribute such partial sue-



ccss to the aid -wliich | have received from
Dr.Robinson, Professor Owen, Mr. Robert
Brown, and Colonel Sabine; since nothing
which is derived from them can be un-
worthy of your notice. Lest you should
have forgotten my earlier mention of them,
| repeat this statement; and add again,
that it is enough for me to be allowed to
call such men my friends. | will only
add my firm belief, that every advance in
our knowledge of the natural world will,
if rightly directed by the spirit of true
humility, and with a prayer for God’s
blessing, advance us in our knowledge of
Himself, and will prepare us to receive
his revelation of his will with profounder
reverence.

The improvements of modern art have
greatly facilitated the progress of science.
Here how hav'e they brought together
from distant regions men of other tongues
and other families, but not of other
minds! men whom | name to honour
them ; the Prince of Cassino, Van der
Hceven, Langberg, Ehrenberg, Leverrier,
Struve, and Gautier, united here in one
common object. In the words of the
Prophet Daniel, if they may be applied
without irreverence, “men travel to and
fro, and knowledge is increased.”

May that knowledge be guided aright—
may every acquisition of it be sanctified—
as the circle widens may every eye be
still directed to the centre of all truth,
and may every science, whether cultivated
in connexion with this great Association or
in the elder establishments of this great
university, willingly, gladly, and cheer-
fully lay its tribute on the altar of God.

[The Review of “ Reason.s for submitting to the Catholic
Church, &c.,” has been superseded by the Letter ofa Corre-
spondent to avoid the reiteration of similiir argimients.]

A LETTER' TO R. K; SCONCE, B.A.,
ON HIS
REASONS FOR SUBMITTING TO'THE
(ROMAN) CATHOLIC CHURCH,
Br THE REV. B.. LUCAS WATSON, M.A,
ST. MART HALL, OXFORD,
MINISTEII OP PENRITH AND SOUTH CREEK.
?Mr. Newman's "Work (Essay on Dcvelop-
+ee0f infidelity, | deem it, * exceptis
- e VA

Toxious wnth every thoug\ht Ui’
iroPEUir 18concerned.”’ —PABER '

J o far as the Advancelent ‘&
RS on Secession.

iE

(Perfavour of the  Sydney Quxirdian,”)
Sir,— Although, not one of those who ever expressed
awish that you should publish your reasons for the
step you have taken in forsaking light for darkness,
and the liberty wherewith Christ has set his people
free from the abject slavery aaid spiritual bondage of
the Papal system, | conffess that upon the appear-
ance of your pamphlet my curiosity did prompt me
to see what you had to say in vindication of your-
self~ And:in sober truth I must acknowledge that |
consider you are justly entitled to the thanks of all
sincerely attached members of the Church of Eng-
land for your well-timed publication.. Had youbeen
anxious to cheek the mischief which might pos-
sibly have resulted from the force of your example,
you have taken the most effectual means of doing so.
The natural expectation was that you would have
attempted to shew that the doctrines and practices of
the Romish Church w'cre in accordance with Holy
Scripture, and sot forth the process by which your
mind becanm opened by degrees to receive, as truths,
such doctrines as transubstautiation, purgatory,
priestly intention, prayers for the dead, works-of
supererogation, &c., &e.,.and to justify such practices
as the adoration of the Virgin Mary, the invocation
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of saints and angels, the ‘worshipping of images and
relics, with many other things which, but a short
time previous, you professed to believe sinful and
corrupt. It was expected, moreover, that you would
have brought some little skill to bear upon your work,
sufficient at least to mislead those who were ignorant
of the authenticity of your facts, and unable to see
tlirough the sophistry of your arguments. But in-
stead of aU this, what have we ?—not one word in
vindication of the Church of Rome from those hea'vy
charges which have been brought against her as cor-
rupt both in doctrine and in practice: not one
word to prove that those absurd dogmas which
are held by her to be Christian verities, are in truth,
“ the imdoubted Word of God,” and that “ instead
of being opposed to the -written Word” they are
“ thoroughly and beautifully consistentwith it,” but
a simple assertion that such is the case! Weak and
mconclusive, however, as your reasoning is, we are
bound to consider that yoii have done the bestin
your power on behalf of your present communion,
and award you our thanks for the service you have
rendered to us when we see how very ineffective and
how puny your strongest efforts are

But to proceed to the consideration of your pam-
phlet. So far asl cansee, the only reasons, (properlv
so called,) which you adduce are, 1st— That tradition
is of equal authority with the Scriptures;—that we
are bound to view the oral teaching of the Church
as the rule of faith equally with the -written word of
God ;—and that asthe Churchof England maintains
that “ Holy Scriptui-e containeth all things necessary
to salvation: so that whatsoever is not road therein,
nor may be proved thereby, is not to be required of
any man that it should be believed as an ai'tido of
the faith, or be thoughtrequisite or necessary to salva-
tion,” you have been compelled to forsake her com-
munion for one w'hich, according to your -view of the
case, holds a sounder creed : and ~dly —That itis
requisite, in order to be a subject of Christ’'s king-
dom, to acknowledge that Church which claims St.
Peter for its first Bishop, upon whom, as upon a
rock, you consider the Church to have been built.

But before coming to the point, you gi-ve us amass
of introductory matter, such for example as your
opinion of the state of the English Church prior to
the Tractarian movement, the effects of that move-
ment, the way in which your mind was influenced
by it, and mtash more very remotely connected with
the subject, which is, or rather should be, a justifica-
tion of your late proceedings. Still in this heap of
irrelevant matter there ai-e some things which ought
not to be passed over unnoticed, and | -will therefore
offer a few comments upon them, as much as possible
in the order in which they stand in your pamphlet

And, atthe very outset, there is a remarkable ex-
emplification-of your true character; You speak of
yourself as having been “ hbveked” ! Believe me,
Sfr, you greatly over-rate the estimation in which
you were held by even your warmest admirers.
Nothing but the blindest infatuation would have lecl
you to -suppose that you were ever regarded in so
strong alight. B)rmanyyou were considered an active
and zealous young man, and therefore entitled to
all the consideration and respect due to such a cha-
racter ; whilst by the vast majority of Churchmen you
were regarded as a young man whose arrogant as-
sumption and o-ver-weening self-sufficiency wmuld
inevitably lead him astray from the paths of sobriety
and stedfastness.. And have not spiritual pride and
self-confidence indeed been at the root of all your
errors? Had you been somewhat more humble-
minded,—had you, when doubts and difficulties
first arose in your mind, with, a becoming distrust of
your own judgment, sought the counsel and advice of
men older and wiser than yotu-self— more particu-
larly had you, as was your boimden duty, sought
for instruction and confirmation in the truth at
your Bishop’s hands, you would not so lamentably
have made shipwTeck of your faith, and, given occa-
sion of scandal and of scoffing to the thoughtless and
the profane. To this you have in substance replied,
— “ 1 did consult the Bishop— | did lay my doubts
before him; but he gave me no satisfaction; he
answered me mainly by leferringme to such divines
as Dn Jortin, and'as | nauseated the blasphemies
of that sceptical writer, my honest and straight-
forward avowals of difficulty brought me no relief.”
Al this you have said at different- times, and more.
Now, is your defence a true one? Did you go to
the Bishop with a sincere and hearty desire of being
relieved from your-perplexities? | fear that no one,
taking the assertions that you have made, in con-
nexion with the statements contained in your-
“ Reasons,” cancome to any other conclusion than
that you did not. You did notwish to be con-
-yinced, and therefore, while, to save appearances.

you thought it expedient to consult him, you con-
cealed the extent of your difficulties from him.
You say yourself, “ Though he,” the Bishop, “did
long know of my doubts, he did not know the ex-
tent to which they had carried me; and | am per-
suaded that he was as much surprised as any one at
what he conceived to be my sudden decision.”
Here is a pretty admission ! Is this your notion of
honesty ? If it is, the Church of England hag
cause to thank you for something more than the
publication of your “ Reasons she has also cause
to thank you for the step you have taken in with-
draaving from her communion. As you had never,
therefore, made a candid statement of your doubts
and difficulties, it was manifestly impossible for the
Bishop, or any one else to whom you may have
applied, to say anytliing that could have removed
them. But one word about Dr. Jortin and such
writers. From a circular addressed by the Bishop
to the clergy, this statement of yours is proved to
be untrue. It seems that, in course of conversation
on the subject of mediaeval miracles, on which you
displayed a marvellous degree of credulity, coupled
with want of information, the Bishop asked you if
you had ever looked into Jortin’'s Remarks on
Ecclesiastical History; and on your answering in
the negative, he said, “ there are some things in him
on that subject -which may be -worth looking at,
though he is a flippant writer, whom | camiot say |
hold generallyin muchesteem.” So much foranswer-
ing you mainly by reference to Jortin. Now, with
respect to “ such divines.” It seems that the only
other book on divinity the Bishop recommended to
you was Usher’'s Answer to a Jesuit; and if you
can really, in your sober senses, place Archbishop
Usher and Dr. Jortin on an. equal footing, your in-
tellect must be on a par with yom- ingenuousness.
Then, as to the suddenness of your decision, you
say, “ Sudden.it was not, in any other sense thanas
the overflowing of a cup is sudden when the last drop
is added. It was the natm-al and legitimate termi-
nation of a long course of steady progress.” Yom-
determination to secede was aimormced early irt
February;,—how do you reconcile this assertion
with the fact that in January you, not once or twice,
but over and over again, declared your firm and un-
shaken attachment to the Cliuroh of England? Did
you not, | would ask you, so strenuously avow that
attachment to one clergyman, ‘who had forbidden you
to officiate in his chm-ch, as to induce him to recall
his prohibition? Did you not, in writing to another
clergpnan, declare that after many doubts, the
com-se of reading you had pursued had strengthened
your attachment to that Church, in -whose communion
you had been brought up, and in tvhich all yom-
affections were centred? Did you not, again, on
the evening of January 26th (the day jareceding
the consecration of Marsfield Church,) volunteer
a statement to the effect that from the high estima-
tion in which you held Newman you had at one
time had doubts in your mind -whether such a
mail could be wrong, but that those doubts had been
au dissipated? And again, as a contrast to all this, |
woidd ask you, whether you have never stated that
you left Sydney to go to the consecration of Marsfield
Church an attached Churchman; but that, while
kneeling at the altar rails, a light from heaven burst
upon your mind in answer to your prayers, and
shewed you the path of duty ? All this you have
said, and much more to the same purport: all prov-
ing that your perversion "was, or rather was repre-
sented by yourself at one time to have been, sudden:
yet now you coolly tell the world that “ your deci-
sion was not sudden that it was the natural and.
legitimate termination of a long course of steady
progress,” and that you “did not act upon im-
pulse, or under morbid feeling, or out of reverence
for individual men, but simply because you were
convinoedl” How are these statements, contra-
dictory as they manifestly arc, to be reconciled ? If
you really have acted solely under conviction, it is
but justice to yourself to state ("which you have not
done in your “ Reasons,”) what it was that ocem-red
to convince you in the short space of something like
fourteen or sixteen hours, which is au that could have
elapsed between yom- return to your own house fi
the place where you made your strong and voluntary
avowal of attachment to the Church of England, and
the time when, as you have said, the light of inspi-
ration burst upon your darkened mind, and shewed
you that the Church of your youth and of your
affections was nothing else but a body of “ heretics,’
and NOT a branch of the Catholic Church at all!
But, Sir, as you -nere professedly stating your
reasons for the step you ha-re taken, why did yort
leave out this fact of the inspiration? Was it be-
cause you were conscious that however well it




might serve to magnify your importance in your
present superstitious and credulous communion, it
was one which would only he treated with deserved
ridicule and contempt by those among whom you
wished your pamphlet to circulate : that while vrith
the one, it might serve to strengthen your claims to
future canonization; with the others it would only
be taken as a proof that you were a fit subject for
Tarban Creek. Your decision was either sudden, or
it was not; the one case your conduct is stamped
mwith imbecility, in the other with duplicity ; and
whether you are labouring under a disease of the
head or oi' the heart, your “ Reasons” do not afford
safficient datato decide. Itis to be feared, however,
that both are in some degree affected. | cannot
otherwise account, than upon this supposition, for
your conduct in continuing a minister or a member
of the Church of England one day after you had
gone the length of learning to call the Church of
Rome, that mother of abominations, “ your sister
church,” and using, in private, Popish “ devotions,
adapted to the English Church,” and your heart
had been “ awakened” (!) to regard the blessed
“ Reformation as a fearful act of schism.” The
Reformation a schism! You are fond of talking
of your reading and your study, but they have
been to little purpose if you have not yet learned
that the English Reformation had m it no one
ingredient that could constitute it a schism; and
that so far is your assertion from being the fact, the
Roman Catholics, after the Reformation, did as a
body confonn to the worship of the Church as by
law established, although they might not have
apirroved of all the changes that had been effected.
More than this, we find Lord Montacute, who had
the character of being “ a most devout follower of
the Romish religion” arguing in favour of it at the
Court of Spain, and asserting that “ no other religion
was brought into England than that which was con-
sonant to the Holy Scriptures, and the four first
oecumenical (general) councils.” TMs stateof things
continued till the year 1569, when Pope Pius V.
excommunicated Queen Elizabeth, when a schism
was caused by those who supported his supremacy
withdrawing themselves from the national religion
to which they had previously conformed. The asser-
tion, then, that the Reformation was a fearful act of
schism, is one of those gratuitous assumptions m
which you are so fond of dealing, and in support of
which you offer not one particle of proof.

The next paragraph which seems to demand
notice is the following :—* The movement 'B'ent on,
and the great and good men, to whom, as all allow,
the Church of England was indebted under God
more than to any others living, became (Roman)
Catholics—men holy m their lives, sound in judg-
ment, familiar with controversy, learned in the
Fathers.” Here again you are committing the same
error with regard to these men which you just now
committed respecting yourself; and again you have
need to be reminded that you have no right to attri-
buteto others aparticipation in your own extravagant
sontunents. All do not allow, or ever have allowed,
that those apostates arc such as you have described.
The great bulk of members of the Chmch of Eng-
land, including araong.st them the men of gi'catest
piety and learning, and soundness of judgment, and
most familiar with controversy, in short, all the
brightest ornaments of the Church, have habitually
regarded them and their proceedings in a very dif-
ferent light. And the result has only confirmed
then- forebodings of evil, and the justness of their
condemnations. Surely, Sir, w'hen you wrote the
above high-flown panegyric, you could not have been
aware that Newman, that “ great and good man,” a
man whom (as | have heard you say) you “ love as
dearly as it is possible for one person to love another:
whom you hold in the highest veneration; whom you
regard as more than a father, so that you would
rather hear your own father abused than listen to
one word against him ;” that he, “ holy in life and
sound injudgm enthas confessed that ever since
the year 1833 he has actually been a concealed Ro-
manist; that when he wrote so strongly against
Romish error, he did not express his own real senti-
ments ; that he wrote as he did, not because he be-
lieved it true, but because he found it necessary to
his position: persons had begun to suspect him, and
therefore to lull suspicion he was obliged to write in
the character of, and to express himself as would be
expected from, a divine of the Anglican Church!
You cannot surely be aware that this man, your
great oracle, or rather the idol at whose shrine you
have sacrificed everything you ought to have most
treasured, has admitted with the coolest effrontery
imaginable, that for years he was living a life of the
most consummate hypocrisy, that in fact for years
his whole life was one grrot lie, and a lienot to mrm
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only, but more awful still by far, a lie before his
God. If you did know' of these facts, and it is al-
most impossible that you could have been ignorant
of them, then we can estimate the value of the
testimony you bear to “ the healthy tone of mind,”

the Christian refinement and delicacy of thought,”
“ the implicit reliance on the inherent power of
truth,” and “ contempt of mere expediency,” which
you profess to have discovered among your new
associates. A man whose moral perception has been
so deadened, or rather whose moral sense has been
so completely obliterated, as to eulogise New'man
after such a disgraceful confession as that which he
has made, can scarcely be a safe guide on any
question where morality is concerned.

W hile upon this topic, | cannot pass over the most
extraordinary quotation you have given us from
some sermon which, you say, was preached four
year's ago in a Protestant pulpit. The whole pas-
sage is so extremely rich, thatthe temptation to give
it entire is irresistible :—* If the truth must be
spoken, what are the humble monk, and the holy nun,
and other regulars, as they are called, but Christians,
after the pattern given us in Scripturer YTiat have
they done but this:—continue in the world the
Christianity of the Bible? Did our Saviour come on
earth suddenly, as he will one day mvisit, in whom
would he see ‘the features of the Christians he and
his apostles left behind them, but in themr Who
but these give up home and friends, wealth and ease,
good name and liberty of will, for the kingdom of
heaven? Where shall we find the image of St.
Paul, or St. Peter, or St. John, or of Mary the
mother of Mark, or of Philip's daughters, but in
those who, whether they remain in seclusion, or are
sent over the earth, have calm faces and sweet
plaintive voices, and spare frames, and gentle mmi
ners, and hcai'ts weaned from the world, and wills
subdued ; and for their meekness meet with insult,
and for their purity with slander, and for their
gravity with suspicion, and for their courage with
cruelty ; yet meet with Cl st everywhere— Christ
their all-sufficient, everlasting portion, to make up
to them, both here and hereafter, all they suffer, all
they dare, for his mime's sake !” You have for-
gotten to mention the name of the individual by
whom these words were uttered. This was a ~eat
omission, for while from the staple of the composition
I entertain little or no doubt that they are New'-
man’s ; still itis just possible that they may have
proceeded from the pen of one of his numerous sha-
dows. But whoever it may be, he ought to have his
name enrolled in the list of literary prodigies, for a
mind so perfectly free from all taint of history” is
seldom to be met with. In good truth, if Romish
historians are to be themselves believed, “ the humble
monk, and the holy mm, and the other regulars as
they are called,” “ with their calm faces and sweet
plaintive voices, and spare frames, and gentle man-
ners, and hearts weaned from the world, and wdls
subdued,” have in every age been in the habit of
teaching the “ Christianity of the Bible,” much after
the same fa.shion as the Ilkots taught sobriety to the
youths of Sparta. In fact, the irreligious lives, the
ignorance, the frauds, the dissoluteness, and the fla-
grant crimes of the monastic orders, whether male or
female, together -with many other proofs of their
impiety, are too notoriously matters of history to be
denied, and form a too fertile subject of complaint
even to Romish writers themselves. To prove my
assertion, I should have to quote passages utterly
unfit for the perusal of the general reader ; and
therefore will content myselfby referring to acertain
note contained in the 2n<l volume of Moshehn's Ec-
clesiastical History (Murdock and Soame's Edition)
page 354, together with the authorities (Romish)
there given ; and also to Roscoe’s Life of Scipio de
Ricci,'Bishop of Pistoia.and Prato, who died in 1810,
a learned and good man, who, for his strenuous
efforts to bring about something like areformation of
religion in Tuscany, suffered grievous persecution,
and was, after Roman custom, branded by Pope
Pius VI. as a “ fanatic, a liar, a calumniator,
seditious, and a usurper of other men’'s rights,”
Though it may appear presumptuous to refer a man
of yom'extensive reading (“ 200 folios in Greek and
Hebrew,” to say nothing of such light dishes as
quartos and octavos, together with a miscellaneous
assortment of i.atin of all sorts and sizes!) to any
w'orks whatsover, mider the assmnption that you are
already master of them all; still I venture to believe
that if any man, however prejudiced, will only look
mto this matter with a desire to discern the truth,
the ludicrous delusion under which your author
seems to labom® respecting “ the holy nuns and
humble monks, with their subdued wills, will be
entirely removed. You will, perhaps, be ready
indignrntlv to exclaim, “ Here is a proof of thetrv.th

of what has been said,—here is an instance in which
these holy men and women, for their meekness meet
with insult, for their purity with slander, and for
their gravity with suspicion.” But | would have
you to recollect that if they have been insulted, and
slandered, and suspected, it has been by Romanists,
by members of their own communion, and not byus t
w'e only believe the charges brought against the
monastic orders, as ve believe any other historical
fact, after duly weighing the authority and credibility
of the persons by whom the charges have been
preferred.

As | have here alluded incidentally to the claim
you advance to superior literary attamments to those
ordinai'ily met with, I cannot help noticing, at the
risk of digression, that self-satisfactory, and (as you
appeal' to regard it,) impregnable defence you tlirow
around you in order to screen yourself from any
attacks wliich may be made upon you. You depre-
eafe strongly the idea that any one has a right to
charge you -n-ith being mistaken in anything you
have said, who has not gone through the same course
of study with yourself! as though what you had
thought and you had done, was of necessity the
pattern for all to follow; and as though all must
necessarily be ignorant who had not trodden in your
footsteps f Now what course of reading you may-
have pursued I know not, but judging from its
effects, it must have been a very bad one. Lord
Bacon has obsei-ved that “a little philosophy in-
clineth man's mind to Atheism; but depth in xihi-
losophy bringeth men’s minds abouttoreligion;’" and
it appears to me to be an equally clear axiom, that a
slight and superficial knowledge of the Fathers
and Ecclesiastical History inclineth man’s mind to
Popery; but depth in those things bringeth men’s
minds about to Protestantism. A confirmation of
this fact is afforded us by the different results which
follo'wed the study of antiquity and Ecclesiastical
History by you, and by our Reformers; you with
your showey but shallow acquirements have forsaken
the Church of England for that of Rome; they,
giants as they were in patristic lore, forsook the
darkness of Popery for the pure light of Gosjrel truth.
You must pardon me, therefore, if even at the risk
of being pronomreed by you to be presumptuous, |
decline taking you for my examplar in this or any
other matter.

You next complain that the Church of Rome has
been “ caricatured by controversialists,” and that
in j'our searching after the right way, an “ almost
impenetrable veil of misrepresentation hmig between
yom-self and the truth.” An almost impenetrable
veil of misrepresentation has indeed been cast ovir
Romish doctrine ; and the tenets of that Church
have been grievously caricatured. But by whom ?
Not by Protestants,’but by yourselves. As though
you were aware that the peculiar doctrines of your
faith were too monstrous to meet the eyes of any
who had not been habituated to them; the modern
heads of your communion, in the British dominions
at least, have misrepresented them to such a degree,
and so altered them to suit the tastes of Protestant?,;
that it is a task of no small difficulty to arrive atthe
truth respectmg them. Take, for instance, the
subject of idolatry. You will say, that in this
particular the Romish faith has been misrepre-
sented and caricatured by Protestants; and thal;
you do not, as we say you do, pay divine worship to
images ; but that you only use them to remind you
of the beings they represent, and as helps to devo-
tion. So say aU your modern English writers,
although they thereby most plainly contradict some
of your canonized saints. If you doubt or deny
this statement | would request you to compai'e the.
teacliing of Milner, Baines, and Wiseman, with
that of St. Thomas Aquinas and St. Bonaventm-a
on tliis subject.

Now, when it is recollected that the writings of
Aquinas and Bonaventura are looked upon as
standard authorities in the Church of Rome—that
they have themselves been canonized— and that
prayers are actually offered up to them as interces-
sors between God and man ; and that, of Bonaven-
tura, it was said by Pope Sixtus IV ., that “ he had
so -written on diiine things that the Holy Ghost
seems to have spoken in him;” —“they must be taken
to be possessed of far more weight as expositors of
Romish doctrine than men like Baines and Wise-
man, whose writings have never received the Papal
sanction, and can be repudiated at any moment.
Perhaps it may be said that these older writers were
living before the Council of Trent, at which “ due
veneration ” only was commanded to be paid to
images, But then we find Naclantus, one of the
most influential members of that very council, ex-
pressing himself even more strongly, ii possible,
than ci'her of them. “ I he faithful in the (T.nrch,”




he says, “ do not only worship before the image (as
some for caution’s sake affirm), but they do worship
tlie image itself, without any conceivable scruple
whatever. Nay, they must worship the image with
the worship of right due to the prototype or original
being. So that, if the original being is to be wor-
shipped with latria, (supreme divine worship) the
image must also be adored with latria.” The same
language, moreover, is used at this very day in
Roman Catholic countries, where tlio necessity for
diluting Romanism to suit the tastes and prejudices
of Protestants does not exist. Por instance, in a
work entitled “ Chi'istian Doctrine,” published at
Plorence in the year 1837, we read the following
question and answer ;—“ Q. Ought we to pay any
adoration at all to the images of Christ, or of the
Virgin, or of the Saints? A. If we consider them
only in themselves, as a sacred and blessed thing,
we show them that respect only which we feel
towards a sacred and blessed thing; but, con-
sidered as the representative of a saint, we ought
to adore them with the same kind of adoration
with which we adore the saint whom they repre-
sent.” Who then is it that misrepresents and
caricatures Romanism,— Protestants or such Jes
cal writers as Doctors Wiseman and Baines? |
agree with you that Romanism has been misrepre-
sented and caricatured ; and it would be well for
you if you could be brought to see it as it really is,
instead of in the masquerading it at present wears.
But atany rate, when you talk ofmisrepresenting and
caricaturing, remember that members of the Chirrch
of England are most assm-edly justified in preferring
St. Thomas Aquinas, St. Bonaventui'a, and Naclantus,
as expositors of Roman dodtriuo to Wiseman and
Baines, or even Robert Knox Sconce himself; and
upon their authority, enforced as it is in a multitude
of ways by the highest sanction of the Romish
Church, bringing the charge of gross and palpable
idolatry against that corrupt communion.

But, Sir, suppose your modern English W'riters are
right in their statement of your faith, and ydfir old
divines arc wrong, what then becomes of your
boasted unity of dcctrine: a uuity which you regard
as so striking as to lead you to contrast with it the
differences of opinion wliich exist in the Church of
England? You say, “ There is a Chiuch iii the
world teaching in every nation under Heaven one
and the same thing:” and, again, you speak of “ the
Church which, as an undeniable liistorical fact, has
ever taught one and the same doctrine.” On the
subject of Image-worship to wit! But besides this
there is scarcely one single tenet of your faith on
which you are agreed, or which has not been the
subject of the bitterest animosities and most molent
disseiitions :— dissentions so bitter and so violent,
that in the language of Dr. Payne, “ it has been all
along almost as dangerous to the interests of the
Roman Church, to let their controversies go on, as
to go about to decide them.” | would recommend
to your notice the following extract from Townsend's
Accusations of History against the Romish Church:
— “ 1 could have selected from the writings of the
Romanist divines nearly every doctrinal opinion
which is advocated by our jarrmg sectai'ies. Armi-
nianism was the doctrine of the Jesuits ; Calvinism
of the Jansenists ; Quakerism of the Franciscans ;
Sociuianism, in all its branches, from Arianism to
Belshamism, was taught by the authors enumerated
in the ‘RomaRaeoviana’ of Jameson. The fanaticism
of new sects among us, was the same with that of
new orders among you; yet all these appeal to
Popery, and protest against the Scriptures.” As |
do not approve of your practice of makmg assertions
without offering any proof in support of them, I will
not follow yorrr example ; and, therefore, will afford
you an opportunity of refuting me, if I am wrong,
by giving you a few instances. To pass over the
disputes between the Thomists, the Scottists, and
the Oceamists, the Canonists and Schoolmen, which
were not all of them about trifles, (though most of
them were ;) what say you to the fierce contensions
between the Jansenists and the Molinists 2— what
say you again to the dispute between the Franciscans
and the Dominicans on the subject of the immaculate
conooprtion of the Virgin Mary 2—a question which
was bj' themselves esteemed of such vital importance
that, if we W'ould only believe them, there would
have been revelations against revelations, and even
miracles against miracles wrought in favour of either
party. This disputed point caused such discord at
the Council of Trent, (both parties bemg very
powerful as well as earnest, the Franciscans zealously
maintaining this dogma, and the Dominicans as
fiercely denying it,) that in order to prevent an open
schism it was left undecided, the Council declming
any interference with it. The following decree was
passed instead:— “ 'The holy council further declares.

that it is not its design to include in this decree,
} which treats of original sin, the blessed and immacu-
,late Virgin Mary, Mother of God; but that the
| constitutions of Pope Sixtus IV ., of blessed memory,
jareto be observed, under the penalties contained in the
|Isame, which archereby renewed.” 'I'hose constitutions
ideclare “thatindulgences should bo granted to those
tho devoutly celebrated the wonderful conception
|of the Virgin to the same extent as were enjoyed on
! Corpus Christi daj'; and that the disputants on both
| sides should refrain from rev g and condemning
j e.ich other, since the Church had passed no decision
on the subject.” By the use of the word “ won-
* derful” instead of “ immaculate” the Pope carefully
guarded himself against any expression which cotild
imply a decision of the controverted point. It is not
to be wondered at, therefore, that neither these
constitutions, nor yet the decree passed at Trent,
seemed to quell the tumult and restore peace. The
contest raged as furiously as ever, and so late as the
seventeenth century, more than a century after
Trent, “ the kingdom of Spain was thrown into
such confusion, and so miserably divided into
factions by tins controversy, that solemn embassies
were sent to Rome, to engage the Pontiff to deter-
mine the question, or, at any rate, to put an end to
the dispute by a public bull.” But “ after the most
earnest entreaties and impertunities, all that could
be obtained from the Pontiff by the Court of Spain
was, a declaration, intimating that the opi n of
the Franciscans had a high degree of probability on
its side, and forbidding the Dominicans to oppose
itin a public maimer; but this decree was accom-
panied by another, by which the Franciscans were
prohibited in their turn, from treating as eiToneous
the doctrine of the Dominicans.” So much for jlour
assertion that “ thci-e is a Church” (meaning the
Romish) “in the wmld, teaching in every nation
under heaven one and the same thing,” and “ which
as an undeniable historical fact, has ever taught one
and the same doctrine!” | maintain, without fear
of contradiction, that there never at any time has
been any question mooted among members of the
Church of England, that has caused one half the
animosity and confusion that has been caused by
this of the “ immaculate conception” among mem-
bers of your coinmuniou; yet you bring it as a
charge against her, that “ she does not teach one and
the same thing, for everybody in Sydney knows that
at Christ Chm-ch and St. Andrew’s one doctrme
was taught, at St. James’'s another, at St. Philip's
a third.’ To this assertion, with the exception of
St. -Andrew’s, may a most positive denial be given.
In one and all of these clnu'ches, the great and
distinguishing principles of the Gospel of oui-
salvation are habitually preached without reserve,
and in all of them is the teaching of their
respective incumbents believed to be in strict and
perfect accordance with the doctrines set forth
in the Articles, Homilies, and Liturgy, of the Church
of England ; ifit is not, then, instead of throwing
out an insinuation calculated to injure the cha-
racter of men, whom it may, -without flattery, be said
that a comparison between any one of them and
yourself would certainly not be to their disadvan-
tage ; you were boimd to prove your charge, and
state the particulars wherein they differed from each
other, and from the Church. As you have not done
so, | take the liberty oftolling you that this assertion
of yours, like every other throughout your pamplilet
which you introduce with the expressions— “ some-
body know'S,” “ all admit,” .kc., is a misrepresenta-
tion, a gratuitous and, | fear, a malicious misrepre-
sentation. So long as men are men, and minds are
differently constituted, and so long as men remem-
bering that they are rational as well as accountable
beings, use the intellect which God has given them,
will there be differences upon minor and non-essen-
tial points. And, further, there may occasionally be
a slight diversity of opinion even upon some points
which can scarcely be considered either minor or
non-essential, though in such eases the discordance
in sentiment is not so great as to constitute either
shade of opinion a fundamental error. This fail- iind
reasonable difference of opinion may, and doubtless
will, exist; but to assert more than this, especially
as you have done, without proof, is most unti-ue,
and most dishonest, more particularly w'hen you
carry itthe length of imph'iug that these differences,
insignificant as they are compared -nuth yours, are
cly proclaimed from the pulpits of the Sydney
lies. For the other churches | have spoken,
and denied that contradictory doctrines are preached
in them; but with respect to St. Andrew’s, | am
hound to receive as truth the admission you have
made, and to believe that aman has been in tlie
habit of standing up in that church and labouring to
undermine the faith of his hearers by preaeliing

other doctrine than that which before God he had
solemnlj- declared that he believed to be the truth.
But, Sir, while you were enumerating the churches
in Sydney, and pronouncing the preaching in them
to be contradictory, why did you, in such a marked
manlier, couple Christ Chm-ch with St. Andrew’s?
Your object is but too apparent. IYhy will you
insist upon degrading yourself still lower, and ex-
posing to the public gaze, and the public scorn, so
sad a spectacle of malignity ? You do not suppose,
surely, that your aim is not manifestly seen to be
the gratification of your private feelings of HIl-will ?
You know that nothing can possibly tend to com-
promise any clergj-man more than being suspected
of entertaining sentiments similar to your onn; and
now, in order to revenge yomself on the inemnbent
of this church for the decided manner in which,
not-withstanding your efforts to the contrary, he
repudiated your friendship immediately on vour

apostacy; you industriously endeavour, by every
means in your power, to foster the idea that it is not
improbable that he will follo-w' you to Rome! No

one knows better than you do yourself, and it is
right that the -world should be made cognizant of
the fact, that months before yom- secession you were
prevented from preaeliing within the walls of Chrift
Church in consequence of that gentleman's disap-
proval of your doctrine !

Though | have not yet noticed one half the weak
points in your miscellaneous observations which |
had marked for comment, | have already so far
exceeded the limits | had proposed to myself, that |
must be content with merely a few brief notices on
the principal of those that remain, in order to get,
“vrith as little delay as jiossible, at yoitr two main
reasons.

First, then, you bring it as a charge against the
Church of England that * she is not called the
Catholic Church, though her members profess their
belief in such, a Church every time they say the
Apostle’s Creed.” This is true. And w-hy? Simply
because her members are endued with more discern-
ment than to suppose that a part can be the whole
She claims to be a kranch of the Catholic Church,
but not the whote Church. This absimlity was
reserved for Rome to perpetrate. An absurdity in
wiliic-h she stands alone, for none of the other branches
of the Catholic Church throughout the whole world
have ever sent forth such pretensions. Perhapsyou
may not be conscious of this fact, for you appear not
to be aware of the existence even of any National
Churches throughout the world, independent of the
See of Rome, except the Church of England:—a
most unwarrantable piece of ignorance truly, in a
man of your profound study and vast reading1 You
teU us that besides the Chm-ch of Rome, “ Fhe only
other Church elaimiug obedience, as a Chm-ch,
is the Church of England.” I will, in compassion,
add to your stock of knowledge by informing
you of the Greek, the Sju-iaii, the Abyssinian,
the Coptic, -with many others which never
acknowledged the authority of Rome. Then
again, the claims of Rome to lie the one. Holy,
Catholic, and Apostolic Church, are plainly,
in so many words, asserted by you; but as you do
not bring forward one single urgmnent in support of
these claims, and seem content to allow this point
to rest upon yom- own ipse dixit, I will be con-
tent, on my part, simply to place the assertion and
authority of another against yom-s. I will leave
the name of Archbishop Laud to -weigh against vour
name, and then the world may decide to wliich of
the two most weight is to be attached. Hear, then,
what Archbishop Laud says on tliis question:—
“ One she is, as a particular Church, but not the
ONE. Holy she would be counted; hut the world
may see, it nill not blind itself, of -what value
holiness is in that court and country. Catholic she
is not in any sense of the word : for she is not the
universal, and so not catholic in extent; nor is she
sound in doctrine, and in things which come near
upon the foundation too so not catholic in belief.
Nor is she the pristine mother-church of Chris-
tiariity— Jerusalem -was that; and so not catholic as
a fountain or original, or as the head and root of the
catholic.”

that the

Next, in support of your po.sition,
Romish Chm-ch teaches “ Bible Christianity,” you
use a most strange argument, and one ivhich, |

suspect, will prove more than you are prepared to

admit. You say, “ In the -week just passed, had a
Protestant looked in at St. Mary's, at six in the
morning, he would have seen, day after day, some
1500 souls gathered round the shop in prepara-

tion for their Paschal Communion ; and every day
in the year he would see, devoutly kneeling oii their
knees at early prayer, about 400 worshippers.”
Doubtless the earnestness and zeal of 'many
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Komanists, and their attention to the duties of their
religion, (supposing it to bo the frec-tvill offerii® of
the heart, and not mere formal and slavish service),
is highly commendable, and puts to shame the cold-
ness and indifference of many who possess a pvner
creed; hut to bring this forward in proof of the
soundness of their faith is most inconclusive reason-

ing As well might the Hindoo refer to the
multitudes who assemble at the temple of
Juggernaut, where you would find almost as

many thousands as you have mentioned tens, as an
argument in support of Ilindooism ; or the Mahonie-
dan appeal, to the dovotedness with which he breaks
off from whatever may at the time be his occupation,
to engage in prayer at the eall of the Muezzin, as an
indisputable evidence that Mahomet was the Proithet
of God. No:—we have another, and a surer mode of
testing the truth of any creed,— a mode given by God
himself,'—"but one which j*ou have unhappily rejected.
W e are not left to the uncertain test ofpopular fervour
and enthusiasm on the one hand, or of pop-ular in-
difference and lukewarmness on the other; butwe are
enjoined to go “ to the law and to the testimony,”
with the positive asstu-ance that “ if they speak not
according to this word, it is because there is no light
in them.” Every word, as well as every work, is to
be brought by us to the infallible touchstone of Holy
Writ, so that if an angel from heaven ever should
preach to us any other Gospel than that wHoh we
have received, he is to be held accursed.
the doctrines of the Komish Church in conformity
with the word of God ? This question brings me at
length to the consideration of your first real reason
for departing from the Church of England. She
maintains that “ Holy Scripture coutaineth all tilings
necessary to salvation, so that whatsoever is not read
therein, nor may be proved thereby, is not to be
requhed of any man that it shall be believed as an
article of faith, or be thought requisite or necessary
to salvation.” With her, therefore, Scripture is the
test of doctrine. You, on the contrary, assert that
the teaching of the chm'ch is of equal authority with,
if not paramount to. Scripture ; and consequently
that whatever she teaches must implicitly be believed
as we hopefor salvation. This positionyou endeavour
to support by labouring to show that the texts
follotving, Jolm v. 39; 2 Tim. 15—17; and.
Acts, xvii. 11, do not really teach the doctrine in
proof of which they are usually adduced. You
assert, and truly, that the Scriptures spoken of in all
those passages are the Scriptures of the Old Testa-
ment; but then you draw from this fact the impo-
tent, and somewhat impious corrclusion, that if the
words are to be taken as affording “ an argument
for sufficiency at all,” they *“ would imply that the
New Testament was an unwarrantable addition
and you ask tire grrestion, “ If these” (the Scrip-
tures*of the Old Testament) “ were able to make
him” (Timoth}) “ wise unto salvation without any-
thing else, what irecd had he of the New Testa-
ment.” We are bound to believe of every revelation
of His will that Almighty God has been pleased to
make, that it was perfectly adapted to the spiritual
mwants and capacities of those to whom it was vouch-
safed ; and thatin every age of the world men were
required to walk according to the light afforded by
their respective dispensations. Yet your inference
would amount to this : that we, who live under the
Christian dispensation, need not trouble ourselves
with any further revelation of God’'s will than that
which was made to Adam, Your mode of reasoning
leads to this conclusion: because the revelation
made to Adam was perfectly suited to his condition,
and able to make him wise unto salvation, the fuller
revelation made to Abraham was “ an unwaiTantable
addition;” and so also was that made under the
lilosaic dispensation; and so also Was the Christian
revelation. You certainly cannot mean, | should
imagine, to take up such a position, and therefore, |
only allude to it, in order to point out the danger of
using a sophistical and bad argument, without
waiting to see wffiat it may lead to, simply because it
looks sharp and clever; yet this is a fault of which |
could pomt out fifty instances in yom’ pamphlet, did
time permit. You yourselfadmitthat the command,
“ ‘ Search the Scriptures,’ wms addressed to the
Jews, bidding them to examine well the law, and
the Prophets, and the Psalms, which spake of
Christ;” and then you add “ undoubtedly the Old
Testament, duly searched, would lead a Jew to
recognise our blessed Lord as the expected Messias.
And this is all that need be signified by the text."”
And this is quite enough. If you adinit that the
Old Testament was sufficient for the purposes for
which it was given, namely, to direct the minds of
men to a Saviour who should come; and if you
admit also that the Jews w'ere commanded to search
them, and the Bereans were commended because

Now are
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they searched them ; it devolves upon you to show
how, and why, is that the fuller and clearer
revelation which we enjoy under the Christian
dispensation is insufficient for the purpose for
which it was given, to direct the minds of men
to a Saviour who has come, that sothey may be led
to trust in Him for the pardon of their sins, and seek
for the gracious assistance of His spirit, to enable
them to live as becometh the subjects of His kingdom;
and it behoves j'ou also to shew- that the practice of
searching the Scriptures, wliich was commanded to
the Jews, and commended in the Bereans, is no
ionger permitted to Christians ; but that they are
rather required to take for their infallible guide that,
mwhich you term, “ the unwritten "Word.” If it
was right and commendable in the Jews and in the
Bereans to seareh the Scriptures, because they
testified of Him who had come into the world to be
the Saviom- of the world ; it must be also right and
commendable in us all to search the Scriptures,
in order that such as are yet in their sins may be
brought to repentance and leani the way of salvation
through a merciful Redeemer; while such as have
entered upon the path of life may continually be
acquiring an increase of wisdom and spiritual under-
standing and growing in grace and in the knowledge
of then- only Lord and Sa-viour Jesus Christ. Besides
the three texts to which you have referred, there are
a multitude of others -which set forth the use and
authority of the -written Word. Such, for example,
are Luke, i. 3, 4; Luke, xvi. 29— 31; John, xx. 31;
Rom. XV. 4; 1 Cor. x. 11; and 2 Pet. i. 19—21.
This last text proves that St. Peter regarded the
Holy Scriptures as a sm-cr and more certain guide to
truth than even the evidence of the senses:—the
senses might err or be deceived, but Holy Scripture,
being given by inspiration of God, was certain and
infallible. On the other hand no un-nritten word,
notwithstanding your assertion to the contrary, is
ever once mentioned in the Bible ns any guide
whatever, or as being possessed of any authority.
‘The only occasions on which -we ever hear of any
such mode of instruction is when our blessed Lord
condemns the Scribes and Pharisees for having made
“void the law of God by their traditions,” and
censures them for “ teaching for docti-ines the com-
mandments of men.” The existence even of such
an authority is never even hinted at, much less
asserted. You have indeed given us a string of
passages, which any one whose eyes -were not blinded
by prejudice, would see, -with half a glance, had
nothing whatever to do with the matter. Here are a
few of them. Matt, xx"dii. 18—20; John, xx. 21—23;
relate the commission given by our blessed Saviour
to his Apostles. John, xiv. 16—18, 26, contains
the promise of the gift of the Holy Ghost, which
descended upon the Apostles on the day of Pente-
cost. 2 Tim. i. 14, andii. 2, is an exhortation from
St. Paul to mothy to discharge his duty to the
Church both in his own person, and also by appoint-
ing faithful and able men to the sacred office. In
1 Thess. ii. 15, iii. 6, 1 Cor. xi. 2, and 2 Pet

1, 2, the Apostles are writing to their converts and
exhorting them not to forget the instruction they
had received fr-om them, whether by word of mouth,
when they were present with them, or by letter
during their absence. (As | suppose you mean to
lay great stress on the use of the word “ tra
in these verses, | beg to remind youof what you may
possibly have forgotten, that “tradition” means
anything handed dawn or delivered from one person
to another). But the funniest proof you adduce in
support of the authority of “ the un-written word,”
is that taken from 2 John, 12. The Apostle is
mwriting to a friend, Gains, andsaj-s that he has a
greatdeal towrite about, butthatinstead ofwulting he
will wait for an opportunity of seeing Mm, which he
trusts will soon offer, and then he will tell him all
he has to say ! And this forsooth, is magnified into
an evidence of the authority of “the un-written
word!” The other verses referred to by you relate,
not to the “ mun" tten word,” but to the Church.
‘This collection of inapplicable texts you follow up
mwith the triumphant exclamation, “ It is hardly
possible to conceive that any one would, in the exer-
cise of private judgment, conclude from a comparison
of these several passages from the sacred volume,’
that the Bible, rather than the Church, is the
appomted teacher of Christianity.” The sentiment
contained in those words, is much the same as that
previously expressed by you: “ That Protestants do
receive any portion of God's word, that they admit
the Christian Scriptures, while they reject the Chris-
tian Church, is a happy inconsistency.” You really.
Sir, appear to have been extremely ignorant of the
principles of the Church you have forsaken, or else
you are labouring under a most lamentable confusion
and perplexity of mind. To assert that the Church

of England rejects the Christian Church and

its
authority, is as absurd as it is false. You yourself
refer to Article XX., wMch is as follows :—*“ The

Church has power to decree rites and ceremonies,
and authority in controversies of faith ; and yetit is
not la™wful for the Church to ordain anything that is
contrary to God's Word written, neither may it
so expound one place of Scripture that it be repug-
nant to another. M'herefore, although the Church
be a vritness and keeper of Holy Writ, yet, as it
ought not to decree anything against the same, so
besides the same ought it not to enforce anything to
be believed for necessity of salvation.” You were
perfectly a™ware, then, that the Church of England
does NOT reject the Christian Church, though to suit
a purpose you thought proper to say she does!
Then as to the notion “ that the Bible, rather than
the Church, is the appointed teacher of Christianity”

by whom is it entertained >— not by the members
of the Church of England: it is purely a notion of
your own. We say this: that the Church has been
appointed by her Divine head to be the teacher of
his Gospel throughout the world; that it is her pro-
vince to labour in this her vocation until all king-
doms of the world shall have become the kingdoms
of her Lord and of his Christ; but then we maintain
that she is strici.y the teacherof Christianity, and of
nothing else ; and that the uTath of God wOl rest
upon her if she either adds to, or takes from, the
Word of Life; more particularly if she (as the
Roman branch has done) substitutes a modified
Paganism in place of the pure Gospel; -we maintain
also that the Bible is the repositoi-y of the faith
which the Church is required to teach ; that it is the
rule and test to -n-hich all the doctrines and tenets of
the Church are to be brought; and that it is by the
conformity or non-conformity of her teaching to the
written Word that her faithfulness or faithlessness
to the trust reposed in her is to be proved. How,
then, do wo deny, or reject, the authority of the
Church ? You, perhaps, will be prepared to argue
that we limit, if we do not deny, this authority,
whereas the injunction of Scripture is— “ We be-

seech you, brethren, to know them wliich labour
among you, and are over you in the Lord, and ad-
monish you.” 1 Thess. v. 12; and “ Obey them

that have the rule over you, and submit yourselves :
for they watch for your souls.” Heb. x 17. You
will doubtless maintain that these passages are suffi-
cient to prove the absolute authority and infallibility
of the Church, and the duty of all its members to
submit themselves unreservedly to all its teaching.
As well might you quote the commands— “ Honour
thy father and thy mother,” and “ Children obey
your parents in all tl gs,” to prove the absolute
authority and infallibility of psu-ents, and that
children are bound to pay implicit obedience to all
the commands of their earthly parents, whatev-er
those commands may be. The cases are parallel,
and will serve to illustrate the authority of the
Church over its members, and "the obedience due
from its members to it. As children are required
and commanded by God to obey, and to he in sub-
jection to, their parents, so are we requu-ed and
commanded to submit ourselves to those who are
over us in the Lord, and admonish us ; as parents are
enjoined not to provoke their children to wrath, but
to bring them up in the nurture and admonition of
the Lord, so is it the duty of the Church to build up
its members in then- most holy faith, and to take
heed to the doctrine which it has received, that it

fulfil it; as parents may not command anything
unlawful or sinful to their children, so may
not the Church command anytlring unlawful
or sinful to its members. To all, parents and
children, the Church and its members, has God

vouchsafed a sure guide to a proper discharge of
their respective and relative duties in the Inspired
Volume. And therefore a fearful amount of respon-
sibility rests upon all those, who, searching the
Scriptures, not to learn their duty, but to justify
conduct in which they have resolved to persevere,
or to draw arguments fr-om it in support of their
own preconceived notions, go astray from the right
path themselves, and place stumbling-blocks in
the way of others. A most fearful amount of
responsibility, therefore, rests upon parents, on the
one hand, if theydrive their cMldren to disobedience,
and on the other upon children if, tlirough caprice
or wBfulness, they disobey their parents:i—and a
like amount of responsibility, also, rests, on the one
hand, upon any branch of Christ's Church, if by
commanding what is contrary to God’'s Word, it
compels those who would obey God rather than
man to refuse obedience to it; and rests, on the
other hand, upon the people, if, through cajirice or
wilfulness, they refuse to submit to the authority of
those who are set over them in the Lord, in all




tilings lawful and honest. Like to the authority of
a parent over a grown and intelligent ohild, is the
authority of the Churcli over its children; and this
is the position maintained by the ijhurch of
England. She claims authority as the appointed
teacher of God’'s w'orfl; but at the same time, she
places the Bible in the hands of all her children, in
order that they may be fully assured of the certainty
of those things wherein they are instructed. And
herein she observed that “via media,” that golden
mean, at which you sneer; a mean which, wliile it
avoids the one error of placing aU authority in the
Church, and making void the word of God, steers
clear also of the opposite error, of altogether casting
Off the teaching and authority of the Church, and
leaving all men, however unlearned and imstable
they may be, to wTest the Holy Scriptures as they
please, even to their own destruction.

To come now to your chief reason for secession :—
You say, “ | saw every ground for believing that
the Church in communion with the See of St.
Peter, on whom it was founded, was to be unhesi-
tatingly followed.” And again— “ My study of
antiquity led me to recognise the necessity of being
=" communion with St. Peter’s successor. The
supremacy of the Bishop of Home is, m my opinion,
as fully set forth in the Primitive Church as the
truth of Christianity itself.” In- the course of
youF “ study ef autigruity’~ Hid you happen to come
across the folloiving passage in Jerome ?— a writer
who is styled by Romish divines “ the most blessed
of tlie Fathers ; '— “ The Church of Rome is not to
be thought one thing, and that of the whole world
another. Gaul, and Britain, and Africa, and Persia,
and the East, and Judaea, and all the barbarian
nations, adore also one Christ, and observe the same
pie of faith. If authority is sought for, the world
is greater than any one city. Wherever there is a
Bishop, whether at Rome, or Eugubium, or Con-
stantinople, or Rhegium, or Alexandria, or Tunis,
he is of the same excellency, of the same Episco-
pate. The power of wealth, or the lowliness of
poverty, does not make a bishop either less or
greater. _For they arc all the successors of the
Apostles.” Of course, to vour mind this is con-
clusive evidence in favour of the Pope’'s supremacy!
B p toreturn. In order to make out your case you
wiU have to prove, first, that St. Peter was ever
Bishop of Rome ; which it is necessary he should
have been if the Pope is to be liis successor; and,
secondly, that St. Peter ever hunsclf enjoyed the
supremacy over the other Apostles, claimed for him
by his so called successors. Upon the first point
you ofier no one particle of proof; but content
yourself with asserting the fact, accompanied with
the unfortunate word *“ admitted,” which s,
tpoughout your pamphlet, the sure and infallible
sipi of a false statement. Y'ou speak of “the
Bishop of Rome, who is admitted to be historically
the successor of him to whom Christ said, ‘Feed
my sheep.” ” Now, so far from being “ admitted,”
It has most emphatically been denied thousands
upon thousands of times ; and moreover, there are
very great historical difficulties m the way of St
Peter s having ever been at Rome at all m—the most
that ever has been supposed probable is, that he was
there for a short time before he suffered death in the
persecution under Nero. It is perfectly evident
that there were a number of Christians at Rome;
mid that St. Peter >vas not there when St.
Paul arrived in that city. See Acts, xxviii. 14, 15,
30, 31. But even let it be granted that St. Peter
was at Rome during some time, where is the proof
that he was ever Bishop of that See? The earliest
witer that speaks at all about St. Peter being at
Rome is Irenmus ; and his statement is conclusive
against the papal claim. He speaks of the Roman
Church having been regularly founded and organised

Bard conjointly; and then says

(ha( those two apostles delivered the Episcopate
of that church to inus, therefore, and not
St, Peter, was the fii'st Bishop of Rome., On this
point all possibility of misapprehension is removed
rn gives a numerical catalogue

“g. bishops of Rome down to his own time ;
and in that catalogue they are all numbered from
Linus as the first. And the Apostolical Constitutions
declare that “ Linus was ordained Bishop ofRome by
«t. Paul; and, after the death of Linus, Clementwas
ordained by St. Peter.” According, then, bothtolre-
nmusandthe Apostolical Constitution, St. Peter never
Rome at all, and therefore it is impos-

sible for the Pope to be his successor. As thus
much will serve once more to show w'hatdependence
ISto be placed upon your word when you assert
anything to be “ admitted,”—and as you do not
attempt to prove the statement you have made,— |
‘wnl pass on to the consideration of the question,

whether any supremacy was enjoyed by St. Peter
over the rest of the Apostles. Here you do attempt
a Scripture proof; and say, moreover, that you are
“ conscious of having been mainly influenced by it.”
=\\e may reasonably expect, therefore, to meet with
something very conclusive. Let us see, then,
whether our reasonable expectations are realised.

Your “ Scripture proofs of St. Peter’'s primacy”
are arranged under the following heads:—

“ 1. THE NAME.”

Here you quote John, i -\Ve admit that the
name of “ Peter” was given by our Lord to Simon,
the son of Jonas ; and this is all the text teUs us
The argument you found upon it is not clear; but
seems to imply that the word “ rock,” in Is. li. 1, 2,
“ Look unto the rock whence ye are hewn—unto
Abraham your father,” ought to have been translated
“ Peter ;” since “ Abraham was named because he
was the father of many people ;” and “ Peter was so
named because in him was to be founded the multi-
tude of the faithful.” Ifyou intend to substitute the
word “ Peter” for “ rock” throughout the inspired
volume, you will, I fear, be sometimes rather em-
barrassed, for instance in 1 Cor. x. 4, where the
substitution vriU prove that Peter was the Messiah!
“ They drank of that spiritual rock that followed
them, and that kook was Chris

“ 1.—THE PROMISE.”

The quotation here is from Matt. xvi. 16— 19. This
is the passage upon which the assertion of St. Peter’s
supremacy over the other Apostles is chiefly based ;
yet you must be perfectly aware, that the most
eminent of the early Fathers placed upon it an inter-
pretation totally subversive of any such pretension.
On the former portion of the text,— that which relates
to the rock upon which the Church is built—by far
the vast majority of constitutions, both ancient and
modern, understood either our blessed Lord himself,
or the confession of faith made by St. Peter when
he said, “ Thou art the Christ, the Son of the Living
God.” Instance Jerome; who says, “ On this rock
the Lord founded his Church; from this rock the
Apostle Peter obtained his name. The foundation
which the Apostle, as an architect laid is one,— our
Lord Jesus Christ, upon this foundation the Church
of Clirist is built.” So also does St. Augustine
expound the passage, “ Thou art Peter, and upon
this rock which thou hast confessed, when thou
saidst, ‘ Thou art the Christ, the Son of the Living
God," | wdl build my Church,—that is, I will build
my Church upon myself, who am this Son of God;”
and again he asks, “ "WTiat does this saying mean,

upon this rock | will build my Church ? Upon this
faith,—upon that which was spoken: ‘Thou art
Christ, the Son of the Living God."” Others, and

many Protestant divines among the number, consider
it to refer to St. Peter himself, in aRusion to his
havmg been the Apostle who by his preaching on
the day of Pentecost brought 3000 souls into the
Church of Christ, and to his having been the chosen
instrument in opening the door of salvation to the
Gentiles by the conversion of Cornelius. They con-
sider that as he was the first to confess Ms belief in
the divine nature and mission of Jesus Christ, so, as
a mark of special honour, he was permitted to be the
first to lay the foundation of the Christian Church
both among the Jews and Gentiles. Whether, then,
the “ rock” be taken to mean Peter or not, the text
is equally far from proving any superiority in him
over the rest of the Apostles. On the second part of
the passage to wHch you refer you say, “ Let it be
remembered that though the power of binding and
loosing was given to the Apostles,, this gift of the
keys is peculiai- to St. Peter.” | will answer tMs by
a quotation from “ Allwood's Lectures:”— “ With
regard to the power of the keys, and of binding and
looshig, that tMs conferred no superiorjurisdictionon
St. Peter over the other Apostles, is admitted by the
learned Roman Catholic, Du Pin, who states that
the ancient Fathers, with an unanimous consent,
teach that the keys were given to the whole Church
in the person of Peter, and that it cannot be inferred
from this passage of Scripturethat St. Peter received
anything which was notgiven to the other Apostles.’’
“ 11l.—THE SPECIAL GIFT.”

_Luke, xxii. 31, 32, is referred to. What “ special
gift" is conferred in these verses you do not teU us ;
and | confess | am ataloss to discover. The quibble
on the word “is,” in verse 26, is worthy of your
ingenuity !

“ IV.—THE PRIMACY OF RANK HELD' BY ANTICIPATION
DURING OUR 1ord's EARTHLY MINISTRY.”

On this pointyou give us a whole hostof texts ; but

the entire force of mostofthem consists in the name of

Peter being mentioned before that of the other

Apostles. How tMs proves his “ primacy” | cannot
conceive. May not the forwardness, and boldness,
and zeal, vwMch were the peculiar features in St,

Peter s character, sufficientlv accoimt for his name
bemg generaUy mentioned the first, (though not
always, for St. Paul speaks of ‘‘tTames, Cephas, and
John,”) wvvithout supposing that any expression of
“primacy was intended to be involved in it;
e.specially when it is remembered that he was also
the oldest of the Apostles, and one of the very fii-st
converts ?

“V.—THE COMMISSION IN PELPILMENT OP THE

PROMISE.”

You give areference here to John, xxi. 15— 17. To
enable this text the better to support your views,
you say that in one place, where our translation has
“ Feed my sheep,” it ought to be, *“take the
government of my sheep,” wMch you assert to be
the “ true meaning” of the words. 'A's you propose
the alteration we must believe that you'have inves-
tigated the matter, and have rendered the Greek
word in the best way you are able. Now we have a
clue to all your blunders : in your Greek, Hebrew,
and Latin studies, you hav®e manifestly gone astray
from want of an accurate knowledge of'the originals.
The Greek word which you would render “ take the
government of my sheep,” means nothing more than

“tend,” as a shepherd tends sheep! With ren-ard
to the question thrice addressed to St. Peter,
“ Simon, sou of Jonas, lovest thou me?” most

commentators understand it as convej-ing a reproach
on account of Ms triple denial of his' master. And
on tMs very passage St. Cj-prian wi-ites, “ The Lord
is described as addressing himself to Simon, not to
Peter. For the Apostle was then no longer Peter,
inasmuch as, by Ms departure fi-om the faith, he had
fallen away from the rock. Rut the rock was Christ,
the faith and confession of the name of Christ.”
And as to the bearing wMch the verses quoted by
you have upon the supremacy of St. Peter, | will
direct your attention to the following exti-act from
Whitby:— “ They who hence argue for the supre-
macy of St. Peter above the rest of the Apostles, are
vain in their imaginations: for if by these words
Christ required Peter to feed ;dl Ms sheep and Ms
lambs, it is certain that lie was wanting in Ms duty ;
for he never exercised one act of supremacy over the
rest ofthe Apostles, but being sent by them obeyed,
-Acts, i. 14, and being reproved by St. Paul, he
held his peace; and was so far from feeding all
Christ s sheep, that he never fed any of the province
of St. Paul. Did he feed those Apostles on whom
the same lloly Ghost fcR, wvvdio had the same com-
mission, given at the same time, and in the same
words, to preach the Gospel to all nations, or to
every creature ? if not, they were not in the nmnbor
of the sheep whom Peter is here bid to feed ; or did
all other pastors receive commission fi-om St. Peter
to feed Christ's sheep? Did St. Paul, who doth so
solemnly declare, he had not Ms commission from
man, neither by man ?”  Gal. 1. Did any of the
Bishops of Asia? No. St. Paul assuresus “ The
Holy Ghost had made them overseers of the flock of
Christ.” Acts, XX. 2S. No, saith Pseud-Anbrosiiis,
not Peter only, “but w-o with have received
commission to feed Christ’s shcoii;” and what is

here said to Peter, “ Peed my sheep,” is, saith St.
Austin, “ said to all;” and saith Basil, “ Clirist here
gave the same power to all ensuing pastors and
teachers.”

“ VI.—THE PRIMACY OF POWER AND AUTHORITY APIER-
TIE ASCENSION.”

In support of this position yon have brought
together a number of texts for no other reason, ap-
parently, than because the nariie of Peter occurs i
them, smee not one ofthem is of the slightest service
to you. It would be tedious to go tlirough thewhole
of them, and show how utterly inapplicable they are
to the point imder discussion. | will, therefore, take
two as a specimen, and these two will, unfortimately
for yon, prove the direct contrary to that in support
of wMch you adduce them; though from the artful
and garbled manner in which your quotations are
inade, tMs fact is not at first sight apparent. 1 will
give the passages as they stand in your pamphlet.

“ Acts, xi. 2—18. When Peter was come to Jeru-
salem.. .he rehearsed the matter from the be-
i i When thej- heard these things, they
peace.” Now what arc the real circum-
stances of the ease ? St. Peter had, in obedience to
a vision from God, gone to Cornelius, a Roman cen-
tiu'lon,— preached the Gospel to him, and to his
kinsmen and near friends,—been made instrumental,
in then- conversion, and had baptised them. “When
Peter was come to Jemsalem, they that were of the
circumcision contended with him, saying, thou
WENTEST IN TO MEN UNCIRCUMCISED, AND DIDST EAT
With them.” W hat fearful arrogance and presump-
tion to addi-ess in such a style as this, “ The Prince
and Chief of the Apostles,” “ The car of Christ
upon earth !” How dare they caU liim to an account
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for that which, in charge of his high and holy
functions, he had thought right to do ? Surely ho ut
once exercised the autliority with which he was
invested, and silenced those who contended with him
by the exercise of his supremacy. Not at all. St.
Peter seems to have been in a state of most profound
ignorance both of his own dignity, and of the conse-
quent respect du™ to himself; for he actually con-
sented to enter upon his defence ! “ he rehearsed the
matter from the boginning and expounded it by order
unto them.” He laid the whole case before them,
and stated the reasons of his conduct to them, as
though he were conscious that they had aright to
call him to account. And when he had made his
statement, what did those who had contended with
liim do ? express any regret for haying presumed to
question the acts of him who was their < Chief,” and
that too without cause? No, - they were indeed
silent, but it was because they were convinced by
the Apostle’s explanation that he had done rightly.”
They held their peace, and glorified God, saying,
“ Then hath God also unto the Gentiles granted re-
pentance unto life.”

The next passage | will take is equally conclusive
against you. It stands thus in your pamphlet:—
“ xVets, XV. 6—And the Apostles and elders c.ime
together to consider of this matter ; and wlieii there
had been much disputing, Peter rose up and said, &c.”
‘mThen all the multitude kept silence, and James
answered, Simon hath declared, &c.” These words
you adduce in support of the supreme authority of
St. Peter, aud would have your readers to infer that
his word was law, and at once decidetl the matter
under discussion. Let us see whether this passage,
like the last, does not prove the direct contrary.
AV'e read that “ certain men which came down from
Judea” to Antioch “ taught the brethren, saying”"
except ye be circumcised after the manner of Moses,
ye caimot he saved:” aud “ no small dissension and
disputation” having in consequence arisen, it was
determined “ that Paul and Barnabas, and certain
other with them, should go up to Jerusalem;” —
who to >—to Peter?—no; but “unto the Apostles
and elders about this question.”  On their arrival at
Jerusalem, “ the Apostles and elders came together
for to consider of this matter. And when there had
been much disputing,” after much discussion, “ Peter
rose up,” — what for ?—to determine the question by
his decree >—no ; but simply to express Iris opinion;
and so far was that from being final, even after he
had spoken, Paul and Barnabas addressed the
assembly; “then all the multitude kept silence,
and gave audience unto Barnabas and Paul.” M'hen
the debate was at length ended, by whom was tiie
question decided? -by St. Peter, “ the Prince,”
“ the Chief” “ Christ's Vicar upon earth ?”—no ;
but by him who was the president, by St. James.
“ And after they,” (and St. Peter among them,
remember) “ had held their peace, James answered,”
giving his decision in an authoritative manner, saying,
“ My sentence is, that we trouble not them, which
from among the Gentiles are turned unto God.”
He does indeed allude to St. Peter’s speech, because
it was doubtless influential from the correct view
taicen by that Apostle of the matter under consiclera-
tioa; but so far was St, James ifom treating it
as authoritative, that he doe.s not scruple to examine
it by the written Word of God. *“ Simeon hath
declared how God at the first did visit the Gentiles,
to take out of them a people for his name. And to
this agree the w'ords of the prophets, as it is
written.” (Surely, by the way, you must now bo
ready to admit the supreme authority of Scripture,
when you thus find the sentiments of oven St. i‘etcr
himself tested by it!) But, as has been before
observed, “ The decretory sentence was given by St.
James, and not by Peter. ‘My sentence is,’ ‘1
judge, saith St. James; that is, saith St. Chry-
sostom, ‘| with authority say this ;' and this deter-
mination ofthe question was made by St. James, saitli
Chrysostom, ‘because he had the government com-
mittedtohim.”” (Whitby.) Somuchfortheevidence
in favour of St. Peter's primacy afforded by these
two passages from the Acts of the Apostles ! Now
I would willingly submit these passagesto any man,
no matter of what religion, provided only he were
possessed of common honesty and common discern-
ment, and leave it to him to decide whether they do
not prove the direct contrary to that in support.of
which you adduce them, If, Sir, you thus garble
your quotations from .the Scriptures ; if, to serve
your purpose, you do not hesitate to nrisrepresent
and pervert the meaning of God’'s word, what con-
fidence can be placed in anything that you mwrite ?
This is a fact to which | would especially direct
attention. You have announced a pamphlet, in
which you propose to give “ alistof” what you
are pleased most insultingly to call “ the afled
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quotations, misrepresentations, aud direct falsehoods,
contained in Mr. Allwood’s Lectui'Cs on the Papal
Claim.” -3 in that publication you will be dealing
with authors out of the reach of most men, and
making statements, the truth or fallacy of -which
can only be detected by scholars, you have had the
kimhress— for which you deserve the thanlcs of all
honest hut unlearned men -to afford a guage by
which your own honesty, intelligence, and truth-
fuhiess, may be measured. Let all, then, into whoso
hands your forthcoming pamphlet may fall,
refer to the use you have made of Acts, xi
®—1S, and xv. 6; and if they find that you
camiot even gromrd an argument upon Scripture
enithout being guilty of dealing in “ garbled quota-
tions, misrepresentations, and direct falsehoods,”
thev mav form a just estimate of the value of your
e.xtraots from the Fath ersif they find thatyou -n-ill
indulge ill “ gai-bled quotations, misrepresentations,
and direct falsehoods,” in a case where detection is
easy, and exposure certain, by a simple reference to
a book in everybody's hands ; they may infer with
confidence that you will be nothing loth to give full
swmg to those propensities where detection is less
easy, and exposure less certain. People will at once
see, either that your mind has become so unhinged
that you are incapable of appreciating evidence, and
rightly understanding English; or that your moral
sense has become so depraved that you are not
ashamed to “ handle the "Word of God deceitfully,”
in order to serve a purpose. Believe me. Sir, the
intelligence and honesty you have displayed in your
use of Acts, xi. 2— 18" and xv. 6, will effectually
brand all your futm-e publications with the word
“Beware.” Before quitting this subject, 1 will
t out to you a few- more texts which are utterly
elligihle, if Saint Peter really possessed the
supremacy you claim for him; “ Acts v 14. When
the Apostles which were at Jerusalem heard that
Samaria had received the AVord of God they sent
unto them Peter and John.” See also, 2 Cor. xi.
5; xii. 11; Gal. ii. 6—14.—“ Were we disposed,”
says Stanley Eaber, “ to make out a plausible case,
from Scripture, of a Universal Episcopacy confided
to ANY man, Paul, not Peter, would be the Universal
Bishop : for, if we captiously take his words in their
grammatically literal signification, the great Apostle
of the Gentiles has declared; that the care of a11 the
Churches came upon him daily, 2 Cor. xi. 28. Can
the Komanists or the Tractarian Seceders produce
any equally specific text in proof of the Universal
Episcopate of Peter?” “Why,” you ask, “ do men
set up the foolishness of their own speculations
against the plain AVord of God 7 Ah! why indeed *
— A'ou can best answer your own enquiry.

I have thus endeavoured, as briefly as possible, to
point out some of the most glaring sophistries and
misrepresentations with which your work abounds;
many, and those of no slight importance either, yet
remain, which time aud space prevent my noticing.
Enough has, however, been said, | trust, to prevent
any persons being led away by your “ Reasons;” at
any rate, sufficientto show thatif that publication has
not been replied to before, it has notbeen (as | hear
the Romanists are confidently affirming) because it
was unans-vverable, hut simply from the natural dis-
inclination which any one would feel to meddle with
a production wliich, he was conscious, was intrin-
sically weak and contemptible. But now that the
cause of silence has been misunderstood and mis-
represented, it is right to bo no longer silent.

AVith the expression of a sincere and earnest hope
that the time may yet come, when, by the blessing
of Almighty God, the eyes of yourself and your
unhappy companions in error may be opened to
discern the truth as it is in Jesus,—when, leaving all
vain deirendence upon human merits, you may look
for pardon and salvation to that adorable Redeemer
alone, who offered himself once for all upon the altar
of the cross, as a full, perfect, and sufficient sacrifice,
oblation, and satisfaction for the sins of the whole
world ;—when, no longer trusting to the mediation
of saints and angels, yon may betake yourselves to
Irim who is om- only advocate and intercessor with
the Father ; tvhen, remembering from whence you
are fallen, you may repent and do your first works,
and forsaking a system fundamentally opposed both
to the spirit and letter of the Gospel, you may again
worship the 'I'riuue God in the scriptural sevvioes
of our Church,

I remain, See.

Revenue or the United Kingdom.—'lhe total in-
come of the United Kingdom in 1845 was .158,590,21
inl84G, £57,602,268; and in 1847, £58,437,891. 'Tlie
national expenditure during the same years was, in
1846, £55,103,648; in 1846, £53,873,061; and in
1847, £55,583,023.— Artra.

XIIE LEADING 01 GOD'S LIGHI
AND TRUTH.
Psalm xliii. 3.
O send out thy light and truth; let them lead

me; let them bring me to thy holy hill, and to thy
tabernacles.”

[Abridged from a Sermonby the Rev. Thomas D ale,
il.A., Canon Residentiary of St. Paul’s.]

This Psalm is referred by comineiitators
to that period of David’'s eventful bis-
tor)”, tvhen tlie unnatural rebellion of
Absalom and the subtle treachery of
Ahitbopbel had cut him off for a season
from his accustomed enjoyment of the
teniple-'vvorship; and his soul thirsted
for God, yea, for the living God; so
that the fervency of his desire found
utterance in the inquhy, “ When shall 1
come and ajipear before God?” But, is it
not equally applicable to those among our-
selves, who may have been debarred, by
sickness, or by travel, or by any strong
necessity, from the privilege of public
worship, from the companionship of united
prayer, from the profit aud the blessing of
meeting together in heavenly places in
Christ Jesus? The separation from reli-
gious ordinances is the only adequate test
of their real value. Oftentimes we do not
estimate them aright, while we continue to
possess them; just as we know not, or
regard not, the usefulness of rain during
the vernal season, when the showers daily
descend, and it would seem that one more
or one less would make no perceptible
difference in the effects of fertilizing mois-
ture, or in the produce of the prolific soil.
But when the summer sunbeams have at-
tained their full intensity, and genial rains
are long withheld, and the surface of crea-
tion is blackened by unusual drought, who
see not how grateful and how general the
change which is wrought in the aspect of
nature by the welcome descent of even a
solitary shoiver? So it is with the Chris-
tian’s attendance in the house of his God.-
One opportunity thus withheld may seem
to make little difference in the warmth of
his affection, or in the amount of his know-
ledge, or in the strength of his principles ;
but continued absence, unless caused by
absolute necessity, and compensated by
added earnestness in the use of prit'ate
means, will either create in the soul an
intense and increasing thirst for the waters
of life, or wither the plants of grace, and
canker the fruits of righteousness which
before were growing in the heart. We
must all be partakers of David’'s experi-
ence ; we ought, therefore, all to he inter-
ested in David’s prayer : “ O send out thy
light and thy truth: let them lead me; let
them bring me to thy holy hill, and to thy
tabernacles.”

Now it is manifest to the eye of sense,
than when a flood of light suddenly per-
vades the force of nature, and the sun-
beams penetrate in an instant through the
interposing veil of storms, many objects
become distinctly visible which were alto-
gether unseen before. In one direction
we are struck by unanticipated beauties;
in another, it may be, we are met by un-




suspected dangers. |If we are pursuing
a journey, fresh light is thrown upon our
j)ath; we know by its assistance how to
avoid every impediment and to avail our-
selves of every aid. Just in the same
manner it is God’s light that enables us to
apprehend God’s truth. It is the Sjjirit
of God who enables us to appropriate and
to apply God’s word. Then it is no longer
a perplexing riddle, a confused maze, a
sealed book : it becomes a mirror in which
our own image is reflected, a map on
which our own course is traced, a por-
traiture in which our own lineaments are
discerned. The Holy Sjjirit first con-
vinces of sin; and the sinner, thus awak-
ened to a sense of his own indwelling
pollution and consequent peril, cannot
rest until he is also convinced of right
eousness; convinced that God has pro-
vided a full, perfect, and sufficient sacri-
fice, atonement, and satisfaction for the
sin of the whole world, in the Lamb of
God, -whose blood cleanseth from all sin.
The truth of scripture, in this wondrous
development of redemption, is com-
mended by its suitableness to his o-mi dis-
covered and experienced necessity. This
is he of whom Moses in the law and the
pro])hets did speak; and this is he who is
“ able to save unto the uttermostallthatcome
unto God by him.” Thus we deduce the
order in which God is for the most part
pleased to operate his mighty work of
conversion to the soul. Eirst, light; then
truth; first, the illumination of the Spirit;
then the acceptance and appropriation of
the word. Hence it is no uncommon
tiling to observe most of practical and ex-
perimental knowledge of the holy scrixo-
ture -where there is least of that which is
technical, critical, formal, acquired by
study and by reading— not of the heart,
but of the head. Man may, by the force
of his natural reason and the exercise of
his natural capacity, attain to the under-
standing of all mysteries and all know-
ledge : but only the Spirit of God can
oxien his heart to a full perception of the
value and excellency of the promises, or
teach him' to build on them as his own
foundation of life, and to plead them be-
fore the throne of God as his own title to
pardon, his own covenanted claim upon
the free grace of the mercy of God. It
makes all the difference here, whether a
man walks in the true light, the light from
heaven, or in that of the sparks which his
own fire hath kindled; whether he have
been taught in spiritual things of God, or
only by himself or by his fello-w'-man.
And never, we may be sure, never can
any walk aright witli God until he has
offered in the closet the prayer of the
X~salmist— “ O send out thy light and thy
truthuntil he has learned to walk by
faith not by sight; and until his faith
stands, not in the wisdom of men, but in
tire power of God.

How, then, it may be asked, do the light
and the truth, of God lead the returning
and repentant sinner in the way of life ?
We answer, by teaching us to look in-
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wardly to conscience and outwardly to
God’s word; by preparing us to do what-
ever is enjoined by one, and to leave un-
done what is forbidden by the other; and
by casting us, in every time of discovered
and experienced need, on the promises of
God for succour and for safety; teaching
us to x>ray, “ Hold thou up my goings in
thy paths, that my® footsteps slip irot.”
True it is, indeed, that the light from hea-
ven, which beams across the wulderness of
this -\r-orld, and discloses to the expectant
and exploring eye of faith the path that
leads upwards to the paradise of God, will
not always or often indicate the direction
which the natural man would follow— will
not point where all is bright and smooth,
and still and calm, -with most of flowers to
attract the eye, and of fruits to gratify the
taste, and of waters to cool and to refresh.
At one time it may seem to glance uxrward
to a steep and precipitous asceirt, the sum-
mit of which is lost in mist and cloud,
while the sides are rugged with protru-
ding rocks, or perforated with many clefts
and fissures, or broken with obscure and
dizzy chasms; at another it may appear
to lead through the darkly-rolling river,
or across the treacherous morass, where
the soul can only look to experience what
David so touchingly describes: “ I sink
in deep mire, where there is no standing:
1 am come into deep waters, where the
floods overflow me.” At one time it may
point to a dark and frowning forest, which
may be the lair of the lion, or the lurking-
place of the stealthy and venomous ser-
pent; or across the waste howling wil-
derness, the barren and dry land, where
no water is, but where the storm puts in
motion the driving sand, within which
armies might find a living tomb. But,
wherever the light falls, thither he must
follow it; just as Paul went bound in the
spirit to Jerusalem, foreknowing that
bonds and afflictions aAvaited him there,
yet shrinking neither from persecution nor
from danger, when they encountered him
in the path of duty, and ready, as he him-
self declared, not to be bound only, but
even to die at Jerusalem, for the name of
the Lord Jesus.

Truly, the entrance of God’s word,
through the promise of his Spirit, giveth
light. It imparts understanding to the
simxfle : it unfolds asuccession of great and
precious promises to the soul, as within its
own power to attain; and to any of God’s
commandments it attracts by every variety
of powerful x"ersuasion, apxrealing to our
hopes and our fears, our desires and afiec-
tions, our instinctive dread of death, and
our irresxu‘cssible yearning after mortality:
it holds out a bright x*rospect of “ the re-
compence of the reward:” it ensures the
end of our faith—the attainment of the
crown of life, as the reward of faith,
fulness unto death: it certifies that “ faith-
ful is he that calleth us, who also will
do it.”

The light and truth of God, sent forth in
answer to the prayer that is the language
of the heart, will lead to the holy hill of
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God, to “ the house not made -with hands,
eternal in the heavens.”

If by the hill here spoken of is intended
in afigurative sense the city of God, the
heavenly Jerusalem, which St. Paul de-
clares to be the mother of us all; if by the
tabernacle is symbolized what the same
apostle calls the true tabernacle which
God hath pitched, and not man; that
temple, of which the glory of God is the
abiding splendour, and the Lamb is the
light thereof; then how can human tongue
describe what the heart cannot conceive;
the glories which are reserved for the
heir of life and hnmortality; the moral
and intellectual beauty and perfection to
be realised by those who shall be made
like unto the Son of God; the joy that
knows no limit, and the peace that dreads
no end; the praise that can never weary,
and the love that can never cease or
change? Who is sufficient to speak of
these things? Who can convey even a
Xrartial notion of their existence, when the
apostle himself, burning with the fr-esh
and fervid inspiration of the Holy Spfrit,
humbly declines the overwhelming task,
simply declaring that the recompence of
the reward will be exceeding abundant,
above all that we can ask or think; that
the blessings and the glories of the inhe-
ritance of the saints in light are inestimable
as the sacrifice and death by which they
Y%vere x*urchased, unsearchable as the love
by which they have been provided and
prepared ?

If, however, the eye is dazzled with
excess of splendour, when it is fixed upon
the Light of life, there is happily no diffi-
culty in the practically most important
question— “ Lord, who shall dwell in thy
tabernacle? and who shall ascend into
thy holy hill 2 Those, we reply, and those
alone who are led thither by his light and
his truth: those who are born anew of
God’s spirit, and formed anew by God’s
word; those who, having been baptized
into Christ, have put on Christ, and, being-
born of water, are born also of the Holy
Spirit; those who habitually take the
Word of God for the light to their feet,
and the lantern to their paths; in whom
it is the subject of all faith, the ground
of all hope, the source and spring of
all charity; -who desire habitually to
regulate their conduct by its precepts, and
to stay their souls upon its promises, and
who know and confess that they can do so
by the power of the Holy Ghost alone,
since “ no man can say that Jesus is the
Lord, but by the Holy Ghost.” It is
those, therefore, who commence every day
of life by rex"eated earnest prayer for the
promised iUumina‘tion of God’s Spirit in
the heart (which is God’slight), and, who,
having done this, unclose the sacred
volume (which is God’s truth), in the
hope and -with the desire that they may
not only read but understand; not only
hear, but heed; not only assent to, but
apply it; that, before they enter into the
world, in order to the performance of the
duties which have been assigned to them
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by tlie providence of God, they may fur -
nish themselves with armour of proof
against all the open assaults of their
enemies, and equally with a sure and
sovereign antidote to the subtle poison
which is insidiously presented by the
traitor hand of Satan. It is those who
habitually refer to the love of God, to
the example of Christ, to the witness of
the Spirit, to the tenor of the Gospel, as
the standard of moral right and wrong,
and to whom the interests of true religion
in their family and among their connexions
and throughout the world around them,
are dear as their own.

OF THE ANAESTHETIC AGENTS

ETHEE AND CHLOEOFOEM.

“ None, whose portion is so small

O f present pain, that with ambitious mind

W ill covet more.” —Milton.
That pain is an evil no person wil dis-
pute. “ So great is our abhorrence of it,”
says Locke, “ thatalittle of it extinguishes
all our pleasures: a little bitter mingled
in our cup leaves no relish of the sweet.”
To the surgeon pain is no less terrible;
and one of his most observant and cele-
brated bretliren has written, that “ pain
when amounting to a certain degree of in-
tensity and duration, is of itself destruc-
tivethat “when in excess, it exhausts
the principle of life, so that either its con-
tinuance without intermission, or the
superaddition of the slightest shock, sub-
sequent to its endurance for a certain
period, is fatal. In operations protracted
by unforeseen difficulties, as &c., &c., the
patient has begun to die on the table.”
W e can ourselves fully subscribe asto the
justness of the above statement, and have
more than once known death to occur
where the mental misery of anticipated
pain, or physical pain itself, could be as-
cribed as the only cause. We would
avoid distressing our readers with the
painful details of cases in illustration, and
will only quote (not quite verbatim) afew
from Mr. Travers’'s excellent treatise on
constitutional irritation:—

A lady who, concurring as a point of duty with
the advice of her surgeons, reluctantly submitted to
the removal of asmall tumour in her breast, unex-
pectedly and without any apparent cause died on the
morning followhig the operation. It was then for
the first time ascertamed that she had prognosticated
her death.

I saw aman expire suddenly on the table dm-ing
the steps preliminary to an operation, which from
the state of symptoms and post mortem appearances,
might be said to have afibrded the fairest prospect of
relief.

Sir Astley Cooper relates the case of a brewer’s
servant, a man of robust frame, who had sufiered
much agony for several days from a thecal abscess
occasioned by a splinter of wood penetratmg beneath
the nail of the thumb, and who, a few seconds after
a deep incision was made, raised himself up by a
convulsive effort, and instantly expired. '

The same author relates the particulars
of several other operations in which death
followed without any other assignable
cause than the shock occasioned by pain.
How valuable then is the discovery of the
ansesthetic effect of the vapour of ether
or clilorofonn. It is to the surgeon and
obstetrician no less a boon than the means
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of annihilating pain in the practice of their
profession, and what is no less valuable,
of rendering convalescence more certain
and speedy. We who have seen the
sufferer soothed, and have witnessed the
boundless gratitude of wondering and de-
lighted patients, can but regard this means
of preventing physical suffering as a bless-
ing from the Giver of all good. And this
is om’ feelhig after twelve months’ active
observation and experiment. In the his-
tory of medicine, we must consider the
discovery of Doctors Morton and Jackson
as approached only by those of Harvey
and Jenner. That ether and chloroform
should have their opponents is not sur-
prising, when it is remembered that the
immortal Harvey complained that his
practice fell off considerably after the
publication of his treatise on the circula-
tion of the blood, and what we now esteem
as the greatest and most original discovery
in physiology was not for a considerable
time after he gave it to the world received
by any physician who was more than
forty years old! The prejudices against
vaccination are of much more recent date,
and who among our not very aged friends
can forget them? That some persons
should have died after undergoing dan-
gerous surgical operations preceded by
the inhalation of ether, is not at aU won-
derful, when it is remembered that the
mortality after some operations is always
great, and that in the statistics of one of
the most famous hospitals in Britain, the
deaths after amputation of the leg, (far
from the most formidable operation in
surgery), are four out of ten. It isright to
state, however, that cases have occurred
where coroner’'s juries, (by no moans
infallible judges of such matters), have
given verdicts that death was caused by
ether; but we, besides our own judgment,
have the highest medical authorities in
Britain, for asserting that there was no
sign in these cases of death having been
caused by the inhalation of the vapour of
ether. W e may mention enpassant, that
in one of them, a gentleman upioards of
seventy suffered amputation, and that he
lived nearly four days afterwards. The
advocates of ether never promised that
recovery should follow all operations per-
formed under its influence; but we would
ask its opponents to cite us asingle case
from among the hundreds of thousands
etherised by dentists, of death having
followed the extraction of a tooth. We
allow that some temperaments are not so
pleasurably affected by ether as others,
and that slight hysterical and other un-
important effects have followed its inha-
lation, which have terrified or appeared
to terrify the anti-etherists; but we believe
that many even of these consequences are
attributable either to impure ether, defec-
tive apparatus, or inexperienced operators.
We surely need not fear the effects of
ether or chloroform during the few minutes
required for the performance of a surgical
operation, when Professor Simpson, of
Edinburgh, has been for months in the

practice of keeping parturient patients
hours under their influence, and with none
but the most hajipy results.

So much has of late appeared in the
pitblic journals, on this subject, that it
will be unnecessary for us to clilate at any
length on the effects of the inhalation of
ether or chloroform on the individual.
These agents are medicinal, and should be
employ” only hy medical practitioners,
with the exception, perhaps, of the very
few well educated dentists. W e owe this
important augmentation of our means of
doing good to two American physicians.
Doctors Jackson and Morton, but it is
interesting to observe how near we were
to the discovery in the last century,
truly verifj*ing the adage, “ Nothing new
under the sun.” Before 1796 Dr. Pear-
son, of Birmingham, employed the inhala-
tion of the vapour of ether, as a remedy in
certain pulmonary diseases, and one of his
modes of administering it was by wetting
withitahandkerchiefwhichwasheld before
the nose and mouth, (which is now the most
approved method after the invention of all
the inhalers and letheons.) The effects
were discribed to be immediate relief to
the oppression or pain in the chest; “ that
sleep followed, and a good night's rest.”
Dr. Thornton, at the end of the last cen-
tmy, mentions a case in which the inhala-
tion of ether gave relief in apxiinfid in-
flammatory affection of the breast, and Sir
Humphrey Davy, who exjDerimented much
upon himself by inhaling different gases,
remarks, that “ as nitrous oxyde in its
extensive operation, appears capable of
destroying physical pain, it may probably
be used with advantage during surgical
operations." Sir Humphry Davy inhaled
nitrous oxyde to remove headache, and
also the pain of cutting his wisdom teeth,
with most successfrd results. In some of
the latest works on Materia Medica, we
are told, that the inhalation of the vapour
of ether is useful in spasmodic asthma, but
there is a caution about the lethargic state
which it may induce. We need not say
that this is the state of insensibility to pain
in which operations are now performed.
W e have dwelt on the facts of our near
approach to the great discovery, as inte-
resting, and not with the view of detrac-
ting from the merits of Doctors Jackson
and Morton, to whom we must feel that
all credit is due. And our unprofessional
readers will perhaps pardon us if we give
Dr. Jackson’s own account of his discovery.

A folded cloth, saturated with highly rectified
ether was placed over the mouth, the air being freely
drawn through it, and the inhalation was continued
until I lost aU power over myself, and sank back in
my chair in a state of peculiar sleep or reverie. |
experienced at first a sense of coolness, then of ex-
hiliration and warmth, followed by loss of conscious-
ness. But it was not till a subsequent trial that |
became aware that this loss of consciousness was
accompanied by insensibility to pain ; and a severe
bronchial irritation, produced by the inspiration of a
large quantity of chlorine gas, w'as for the moment
relieved, and the peculiar distress occasioned by that
gas whas not felt, so long as | was under the influence
of ether, though as that passed offit returned. |
had several times occasion to mention these facts to

my friends, and it is now a year since | ui-gently ad-
vised Mr. j, Peabody, who was associated with me



as pupil in chemistry, to inhale the ether vapour as
a means of preventing pain, which would arise from
extraction of two of his teeth. lie consented to try
the experiment, and was preparing some ether for
the pugrose, but on consulting the works in which
the effects of ether are mentioned, he foimd all the
authorities arrayed in opposition to my views, and
that they warned against its inhalation, as | have
before stated, and he therefore did not complete the
experiment.

About the last of September, or early in October,
I commnnicated my discovery to Dr. W. T. G.
Morton, an enterprising and skilful dentist of this
city (Boston), whom 1 occasionally ad\dsed, and
who called at my laboratory to borrow an india-
rubber bag, which he said he intended to fill with
atmospheric air, to cause a refractory patient to
breathe it, hoping to act on her imagination, and in-
duce her to allow him to extract a tooth. | dis-
suaded him from this attempt, and explained to him
that I had discovered a process by which real insen-
sibility to pain might be induced. | showed him
sulphuric ether, and described the method of ad-
ministering it, assuring him that if my directions
were cai'efuUy followed, no danger would ensue. |
advised him to try its effects on himself, in order that
he might better understand its mode of operation.
He followed my instructions, and was successful in
the first trials, in the extraction of teeth, unattended
with pain, the results proving exactly as | had pre-
dicted. | then proposed to lum the trial of ether in
a surgical operation at the Massachusetts general
hospital, where it was administered by Dr. Morton,
and proved successful; but some persons who wit-
nessed the fii-st operation doubted the entire freedom
from pain, since the patient said he “ felta scraping”
I was therefore desirous of testing it in a capital
operation, the severity of the shock being the best
test with regard to the degree of insensibility. Dr.
J. C. Avarren politely consented to have the trial
made, and its results proved entirely satisfactory, an
amputation having been performed under the in-
fluence of etherial vapour, without giving any pain
to tire patient.

W e need not dwell upon the sensation
that the announcement of this discovery
created. The most active investigations
were immediately entered uponhy medical
men in Atnerica, Europe, and throughout
the world. They did not spare (Aemsefees
in their experiments, and observations
were also extended to the lower animals.
The desire was to ascertain whether the
great good were really unalloyed by any
attendant dangers, or more than compen-
sating ill, and we delight in saying that
ether has stood the test. Much ingenuity
was employed in the invention of inhalers
or letheons, and more than one patent was
taken out, but these are now superseded
by the more simjile apparatus of a saturated
sponge or handkerchief. =~ One obvious
course of investigation was the endeavour
to discover some more potent and agreeable
anaesthetic agent than ether. Chemists
were immediately busied in making etherial
preparations of various drugs, and medical
men were as assiduous in experimenting
as to their operation on the animal system.
At length Professor Simpson made the
discovery that chloroform, or more pro-
perly the perchloride of formyle, possessed
many advantages over ether, its effects
being more rapid and certain, less per-
manent, all traces of them being gone
immediately after its use; the inhalation
being also much more agreeable. The
profession at once perceived the value of
Dr. Simpson’s discovery, and we believe
that chloroform has .now generally super-
seded the use of ether. It may be inter-
esting to our readers to know that chloro-
form is a fluid, in appearance like water,
but nearly half again as heavy, much more

THE SYDNEY GUARDIAN.

volatile, having a pungent, fruity, and to
rnost persons agreeable odour. It is dis-
tilled from a mixture of chloride of lime,
wmter, and alcohol, but its preparation
requires much cai-e, and as it is probably
liable to spontaneous decomposition, it
should be freshly prepared, and always
tested before use. By its influence the
most painful operations may go on during
a delightful sleep, and there have been
cases in which this state of insensibility to
pain has been prolonged many hours with-
out other inconvenience to the patient
than a little sickness, and even this has
not always followed. IYe have never
seen such rapid and excellent recoveries
in surgery and midwifery as where these
agents were used; and we certainly now
have the means of almost invariably giving
the patient the choice of pain or no pain.
A few cases have come under our obser-
vation, in which to be far on the side of
safety, we have abstained from the em-
ployment of any anaesthetic agent; but
we are not sure that even in these, we
have not permitted suffering, which we
might Avith safety have prevented; and
we cannot conclude these observations
without expressing our firm conviction
that the employment of ether or chloro-
form, by the experienced medical prac-
titioner, can but be attended Avith the
most beneficial results to humanity.

Ipoctvfi

HYMN.
(written at the holt sepulchre in JERUSALEM)
Saviour 0of mankind, Man, Emmanuel!
Who sinless died for sin; who vanquish'd sin ;
The first fruits of the grave ; whose life did give
Light to our darkness ; in whose death we live
Oh,! strengthen thou my faith, convert my will.
That mine may thine obey ; protect me still,
So that the latter death may not devour
My soul, seal'd with thy seal. So in the hour
When thou (whose body sanctified this tomb,
Unjustly judged,) a glorious judge shall come
To judge the world with justice, by that sign
I may be known and entertain’'d for thine.

George Sandts

Born 1587, died 1G43.

Mcgtgtev of ©cdtsinstkal UntelUgence.

AI'POIHTMENTS.
The Hev. P. T. Beamish, B.A., to he minister of
Dapto, Illawarra.

The Rbt. P. P. Agnev' to be minister (tempo-
rai'ily) of St. Andrew'’s, Sydney.

Hev. T. AV. Bodenham to the Chaplaincy of
the Gaol, Darhnghm-st, and the duty at the Tempo-
rary Church, at the Victoria Barracks, during the
time of the Rev. Mr. Agnew’s officiating at St.
Andrew’s.

NEAV CIIDRCH POR THE PARISH OP
ST. PHILIP, SYDNEY.

On Monday, 1st of May, being the festival of St
Philip and St. James, the foundation, stone of a
new chiu-ch, for the parish of St. Philip, to supply
the place of the present inconvenient and dilapi-
dated building, was laid with the usual ceremonies.

At eleven o’clock there was divine service in St.
Philip's Church—the prayers being read by the
A’enerable Dr. Cowper, Archdeacon of Cumberland,
who for nearly forty years has been minister of the
parish; and the communion service by the Right
Reverend the Lord Bishop of Sydney. During the
reading of the sentences the offerings of the con-
gi-egation were collected by tliree deacons. The
amount collected was £53 10s.,

After the service the congi-egation proceeded to the
ground, where there was alarge assemblage of people.

The 132nd Psalm, the third chapter of the Pirst
Epistle to the Corinthians, and the collect for the
day, having been read,—

The Lokd Bishop, who it had been announced
would lay the stone, said—hlr. Archdeacon, | hope
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there vlIIl never be any dispute between us respect-
ing the duty or service W'hich we owe to our Dhine
Master, but that we shall always be desirous to
honour him, and that the only strife will be, which
of us can render him the highest and the most
acceptable service. It appears to me, that on
account of the long period during which you have
been the mimster of this parish, and the constant
services which you have afforded the people, the
honour of laying this foundation stone properly
belongs to you. I therefore now request you -ttlll
have the goodness to perform this duty, which,
under other circumstances, | should have had great
pleasure in performing.

The Archdeacon then received the trowel from
the Bishop, and said,—My Lord Bishop, It seems
expedient that | should acknowledge the honour
wliich your Lordship has thus kindly conferred
upon me. | acquiesce. It is not my choice; hutl
submit, and 11111 do it in the best manner | am able,
feel, however, that | am altogether unworthy of
such an honour. This, indeed, is a day, or an
event, which | have long desired to see. 1 have,
through many years, ardently wished that a new
and® commodious church could be erected for the
spiritual benefit of the people in this parish. Often
when | have looked round and seen splendid or
elegant dwellings, decorated shops, also costly
W'arehouses erected, or in the course of erection,
and then viewed my poor unsightly old church, |
have felt ashamed and grieved at heart, because no
better house was provided for the ever gracious and
all-glorious God. It is true, he dwells not exclu-
sively in houses made with hands, yet he re-
quires that, for the edification of his people, his
ordinances be duly and decently administered in
some suitable edifice. Again, when | thought of
the costly tabernacle even in the wilderness, and of
the rich temple in Jerusalem which Jehovah com-
manded to be erected, | felt more anxious that some
appropriate building, even here, should be erected
for the_honour of our merciful God, and for the
dispensuig of his gospel blessings. Then I resolved,
if he should be pleased to afford me the means to
assist in such a good wvirk, | would contribute freely
—and now | am gratified to see the sacred under-
taking in such a state of progress; and | trust it
wiU proceed to completion in due time, and he a
house of God for the salvation of many souls
through faith in the blessed Redeemer. | pray that
an abundant effusion of the Holy Spirit may be
vouchsafed, that this new or latter chm-ch may
become in every way more glorious than the foi-mei-,
to the w'clfare and happiness of this, and of gene-
rations to come.

‘The A rchdeacon then laid the foundation stone,
saying, “ 1 lay this as the foundation and comer
stone of a church, to be built in this place, to be
named St. Philip's Church, and to be set apai-t for
the prraching of the right Catholic Eaith, which
wee believe and confess, in the name of the Father,
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.— Amen.”

After this the Apostle’s Creed was repeated, and
a prayer offered up for the Divine blessing upon the
work, and those engaged in it, when the peoiile
were dismissed by the Bishop with the benediction.

The followingis abriefaccountofthe Old Church;—
The first parterected was a tow'er, which was built of
brick, and finished in December, 1797. This original
tower fell do-wn on the 4th of June, 1806, w'hen the
present stone tower was commenced. The body of
the present building was commenced in 1800, the.
foundation stone being laid on the 1st of
October, Although not quite finished in August,
1809, it was fitted up with pew'S, &c., and
servipe was performed in it by the Rev.
AVilliara Cowper. It wms completed tow'ards
the close of 1810 ; and on Christmas day in that year
it was consecrated by the Reverend Samuel Marsden.
The porch was added in 1821, and the vestry and
the school-room at the hack w'cre added, we believe,
in 1829. A handsome communion service of er
(consisting of a flagon, tw*o chalices, and two patince),
was presented to the church by his Majesty King
George the 'I'liird.

Such is the history of the old chm-ch.

The plan of the new building (the estimated cost
of which is about £6,000) is in that style of church
architecture commonly known as the iterpendicular
of the reign of Henry VI. AVhen completed, the
churchwill consist of anave and two aisles, clerestory,
chancel, vestry, northerh and Southern porches, and
a western tow-er in three stages. The dimensions of
the nave,and side aisles will be ninety bv fifty-thi-eo
feet, giving accommodation for about nine hundi-ed
adults on the floor. Its position is on the summit of
the liill, bounded by Jamison-street on the south,
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and by the continuation of York and Clarence-streets
on the east and west. The enclosed portion to the
north is appropriated to the schools.

In this noble and commanding position, the chinch
will be a very great ornament to tlie city and neigh-
bourhood of Sydney. The tower, which is to be
one hundred feet in height, will be visible to all the
surrounding country, and from every point of view—
whether from the harbour or the river, the North
Shore, or the wilds about and beyond Botany, it will
form a beautiful and striking object.

No official information of the state of the building
fund has yet been given, but we believe most of the
subscribers have pledged themselves to pay a certain
sum quarterly or annually for five y'cars. The
subscription was opened by the Venerable Incumbent
with the handsome donation of £500 The Bishop
gives one perch of masonry every week.

PYRMONT.

T he use of a room in this suburb of Sydney has been
granted by Mr. Day, for the performance of Divine
Service, which ivas celebrated for the first time by
the Rev. Mr. Agnew, in the afternoon of Sunday,
the 14th May, to a large congregation. Bemg
within the limits of the parish of St. Andrew, it is
under the superintendence of the Rev. Mr. Agnew,
who will be assisted in the duties by Mr. C. E
Gregory, (a theological student of St. .Taraes's
Coll ge), who has been licensed by ih mLord Bishop
as a Catechist.

Diocese of Newcastle.— No new appointmmts
have been announced in the diocese ofNewcastie dtu'-
ing the present month. The Lord Bishop has been
on a visit to the Upper Himter and Wollombi dis-
tricts, and has been most cordially and respectfully
welcomed. His Lordship intended to embark in the
Tamar for Moreton Bay yesterday morning, and will
remain in that part of his diocese about three weeks.

Diocese of Melbourne.—~The Lord Bishop of
Melbourne has been on a visit to the western district
of his diocese, on which he proceeded as far as Port
Fairy. On his return to Geelong his lordship at-
tended a meeting) at which he announced his inten-
tion of forming a Melbourne Diocesan Committee,
and also that he intended to create an Archdeaconry
of Geelong, hut he could not make the appointinent
until £100 per aimum towards a stipend was raised
in the district. It was resolved that a Geelong
Branch of the Melbourne Diocesan Society should
be formed, the first object of w'hich should be to
raise an Archdeacoiuy fund. The Bishop stated his
intention of conferring the appointment of Archdea-
con upon the Rev. Dr. M'Cartney, one of the clergy-
men who accompanied him from England. The
Archdeaconry Wdl for the present compiise the
whole of the western district of Port Phillip.

TO THE CLERGY.

A PEW copies of this new periodical, which the
Proprietors trust will prove beneficial to the interests
of the Church of England in this colony, are sent to
each of the Clergy, in order that, if they ayiprove of
the objects and principles avowed in the Introductory
Address, they may distribute them among such of
their parishioners as they may think likely to become
subscribers.

They would also confer afavour by transmitting to
the publishers the names of subscribers previous to
the issue of the second number.

NOTICE TO CORRESPONDENTS.

The Clergy and Churchmen throughout the colony
are requested to assist the Conductors of this
periodical by contributing articles, as well as by
forwarding intelligence of events connected with
the Church in their respective local s, authenti-
cating their communications with their names, con-
fidentially if tliought desirable.

Address (pre-paid) to the Editors, at Messrs.
Colnian and PidcUngton’s, Georgo-street, Sydney.

NOTICE TO ADVERTISERS.
The Sydney Guardian offers an advantageous
mediiun for all announcements of Works in
General Literature and Theology, School-
books, Schools, and Tuition generally. Life
Assurances, and in short, any description of
IN THE

ADVERTISEMENTS FOR WHICH PUBLICITY
MOST RESPECTABLE QUARTERS IS DESIRED.
SCALE OF CHARGES.

Half a column,
Whole column,
Advertisements will he received by Messrs. Coimaii
and Piddington, the publishers, until the 25th'ol
each month.
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ST. JAMES'S GRAMMAR SCHOOL,
SYDNEY.
Head Master........ The Rev. T. W. Bodeniiam
Second Master. Mr. Thomas D ruitt

Assistant Master . .Mr. 'W hitehead.

HK attention of the public is invited to
the Educational advantages attainable tluough
the mediiun of this Institution.

It is under the patronage and direction of the
Right Reverend the Lord Bisiiof of Sydney,
and affords such an education to the pupils as will
fit them for commercial pursuits, or yircpare them
to enter with advantage upon the coiuse of study
pursued at St. James’s College, Lyndhvust.

To such of the pupils as may' desire it, tuition in
the French, Spanish, Portugese, or other modern
languages, W'ith instruction in Drawing, and Vocal
or Instrumental Music, is afforded by highly quali-

intended that pupils, on qiutting
school, shall enter upon mercantile pursuits, peculiar
attention w'dl be given to their advancement in the
vaiious branches of a sound Commercial Education.

Fencing and Dancing are taught by approved
masters, and arrangements made for Military Gym -
nastic Drill, by one of the Sergeants of the
Garrison.

The ESPECIAL ATTENTION OF PARENTS
is invited to the circumstance, that a JUNIOR
DEPARTMENT has been established under a kind
and well-qualified assistant, in which children too
young for the older classes are careMly trained up
by him, imder the ey'e and supervision of the Head
Master, until sufficiently advanced to enter the
senior school; and that a separate play-gi-ound is
provided for their use.

Religious Instruction in accordance with the
principles of the Church of England is sedulously
and sy'stematically’ afforded.

The Quarterly Fee for Day Scholars is Two
Guineas, payable in advance fi-om the day of
entrance. Bomders may have the additional ad-
vantages of a residence in the Head Master s or
Second Master's family, on terms having reference
to age and other details, of which the particulars
may be learned on apiilication at the School-room,
in Phillip-street, near to St. James's Chm'ch ; or at
Mr. Bodenham's residence, 347, Castlereagh-street
North.

Sy'dney, 1st June, 1848.

N SALE BY THE
UNDERSIGNED —

BLACKWOOD'S CHEAP NOVELS.

Peninsular Scenes and Sketches, In foolscap 8vo,

rice 3s. . . .

singularly stimng volume, full of interestand .idveuture,
more thrilling than the boldest fictions of romance —Glasgow
CUixen. s N N
Wramatie and original in incident, picturesque and charac-
teristic in description, this little book bears a stamp giving it
acharm beyond that of a mere imaginary narrative.—Joiin

BI%e hardly know where we could lay hands on amore enter-

taining or interesting little book.—LUemry Quztttx.

Lights and Shadows of Scottish Life. 3s.

What child will not hang over the Tales of the Covenanters
in Lights and Shadows of Scottish Life ?

We have already said a word or two on this delightful
volume—the work of one of the most amiable of contem-
porary minds—a genius which shines with equal felicity in
the tender and humorous.— Quarterly Jieeiew.

‘Pho 'Prials of Margaret Lyndsay, by the author of
“ Lights and Shadows of Scottish Life.”
Foolscap octavo, 3s.

The Foresters, by the author of “ Lights and Shadows
of Scottish Life " Foolscap octavo, 3s.

Tom Cringle’s Log, complete in one volume.
cap octavo, 4s.

Cruise of the Midge, by the author of “ Tom
Cringle’s Log,” in one volume. Foolscap
octavo, 4s.

Life of Mansie Wauch, Tafior
Foolscap octavo, 3s

SuhaiUrn, by the author of
Pensioners,™

Fools-

The

The in Dalkeith.

The “ The Chelsea

Foolscap octavo, 3s

Nights at Me.ss, Sir Frizzle Pumpkin,
Tales. Foolscap octavo, 3s.

The Youth and Manhood of Cyrfi ‘rhomtoii, by the
author of “Men and Maimers in America.”
Foolscap octavo, 4s.

Valeiius, a Roman Story. Foolscap octavo, 3s.

Reginald Dalton, by the author of “Valerius.
Foolscap octavo, 4s.

Some Passages in the History of Adam Blair, and
History of Matthew Wald, by the author of
“Valerius.” Foolscap octavo, 4s.

COLMAN AND PIDDINGTON,
Booksellers and Stationers,
Opposite the Barrack Gate. 485, George-street.

and other

REDUCED FROM £1 Is. TO 14s.
LLNKETT'S AUSTRALIAN
M VG ISTR-I''E, a Guide to the Duties
of a Justice of the Peace, vilii numerous Eonns ;
also an Appendix, containing the Rules and Regu-
lations relating to the Crown l.ands, the new Jury
Act, the Laivs of Landlord and Tenant, with the
Tenements Act, and Act for facilitating the Granting
of l.eases, and the Recovery of Small Debts Aet.
New edition, by’ Edwin C. Suttor, Esq., Barrister at
Law. 8VO, cloth.

The undersigned respectfully desire to inform the
Australian public, tliat tliev have bought the e
interest and stock of the aliove pubticatlon, which
they have decided on offering for sale at the lowest
price consistent with profit. It is almost unnecessary
to remark that the utility of the work is eoiieltisively
established from the fact of the rapid sale of the
whole of the very large impression of the first

i indeed every individual connected with the
y property, whether the Settler, Banker,iler-
chant,” or Trader, slionld be in possession of a copv.

COI.MAN AND PIDDINGTON,
Booksellers, Stationers, and Bookbidders,
485, Goorge-street.
Directly’ opposite the Barrack Gate.

BIBLES AND PRAYER BOOKS.
IN CASES.
UBT OPENED, and on Sale by the
undersigned.

An invoice of Bibles and Prayers, Prayci-s and
Lessons, and Common Prayers, with and vaihout
the Rubric,'printed in red, in every variety of
binding, morocco gilt, oak hoards, with antique
edges, painted edges with bar clasps, in velvet,
with perforated silver-gilt edge, in vellum, in
reticule cases, with scentbottle and tablet, morocco
with enamelled sides; Church Services, in one
and two volumes, with or witliout cases.

COLMAN AND PIDDINGTON,
Booksellers, Stationers, and Bookbinders,
Oppositet he Barrack Gate. Georgc-stri‘ct.

ri'HEOLOGICAL WORKS

Manton's Practical Exposition on the General Ejiistle
of James, edited by the Rev. T. M'Donough,

8vo., cloth, 10s. 6d.
Burnett's Exposition of the 'Phn'ty-ninc Articles,
8vo., 8s.

Pearson on the Creed, 8vo., 8s. 6d.

iNewton (Bp.) on the Prophecies, 8vo., 8s. 6d.

Horsley's (Bp.) Sennons, 8vo., 8s. 6d.
Butler's (Bp.) Works, 8vo., is. 6d.
Baines's Commentary of the New Testament, 9 vuls.
cloth, £1 10s.
Keith's Signs ofthe Times, 2vols. 8vo, lastedition, 18s.
--Evidence of Prophecy, 12mo. cloth, 10s.
Horne's (Rev. '1. Il.) Introduction to the Suulj' Of
the Bible, 12iuo. cloth, 12s.
Qucsncl on the Gospels, 3 vols., 10s.
Stui'm’s Contemplations on the Suft'ermgs of Jesus,
8vo., 8s. Cd.
--Evening Devotions for every Day’
Year, 7s. 6d.
Home’'s Critical Study' and Knowledge of the .Scrip-
tures, 5 vols,, latest edition, £3 10s.
Leighton’sWorks, (Abp.) by Pearson, 2 vols. 8vo, 18s.
Paley"s Works, 1 vol., 8s. (id.
Hooker's Works, by the Rev. John Keble, M .A .,
4 vols. 8vo., £1 18s.
Tracts for the 'Pimes, 6 vols., £2 2s,
The Complete Works of Jeremy 'Paylor, 3 vols. very
hu'gc 8vo., £2 10s.
Taylor's Holy' Living and Dying, 8vo., 6s.
Robinson's Scripture Characters, 2 vols.
The Protestant Preacher, 8vo.
Bunsen on the Constitution of the Church of the
Futme, 8vo., 10s. 6d.
Chalmer’'s (Dr.) Works, 25 vols. cloth, £5 5s.
Serle's Works, hy Bickersteth, 12mo., 4s. 6d
Bm'der’'s Village Sermons, 12mo. cloth, 2s. 6d.
The Great Commandment, by the Author of the
Listener, 12mo., 7s.
Wilson on the Attributes of God, 4s. 6d.
l.uther'sManual of the Book ofPsahns, 12mo., 4s. 6d.
Pictit's Cliristian 'Pheology, 12mo. cloth, 4s. 6d.
Mortison’'s History of the Protestant Reformation in
all Countries, 8vo., 7s.
COLMAN AND PIDDINGTON,
Booksellers, Stationers, and Bookbinders, George-
sti'eet, opposite the Barrack Gate.

in the

8vo., 18s.

Printed for the Proprietors, by Ckautes Kemp and John
Fairfax, 580, Lower Georgu-street; and published by
Messrs. Colman and Piddington, Booksellers, Georgo-
street, Sydney, Thursday, June 3, 1818.



