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Communications. this person to have been ore of the most cruel 
and relentless of persecutors. So much for E- 

Mgr. EDITOR, 

Ir has ever been my most anxious wish to 
avoid controversy: and although I have received 
abundance of provocation, I ean with truth 
affirm, that, during the twelve years I have 
been a resident in Miramichi, I never published 
a single line of a controversial nature, until 
the 20th November last, when, under the sig- 
nature of M. G. I felt called upon to oppose 
certain statements published anonymously by the 
Rev. James Hudson. In these communicati- 
ons, Mr. Hudson had, in my estimation, unwar- 
rantably claimed for an Episcopal place of 
worship, the imposing title of Tur Parisnx 
CrurcH, and also insinuated and taught doc- 
trines of so unsound, and exclusive a character, 
that I feltit to be my duty not to allow them to 
2o abroad to the world, or to beread by my peo- 
ple without raising my testimony against them. 
In doing this, I made no personal allusion to Mr 
Hudson, and I trust wrote in a Christian spirit. 
That Mr Hudson holds the views of the Pu- 

seyite or Oxford school, must now be abundant- 
ly manifest to every one who has taken the 
trouble to read those lengthy, crude, and vitu- 
perative communications of his, which have of 
late apperead in your columns—communica- 
tions, which I regretto say, display a lamenta- 
ble disregard of courtesy, charity, and historical 
truth. The boldest and most reckless asserti- 
ons are made by Mr Hudson, with respect to 
the Scottish Church, which must astonish every 
one at all acquainted with her history. The 
ancient Church of Scotland, he somewhere as. 
serts, to have been Episcopalian; whereas it is 
admitted by Ecclesiastical historians, ancient 
as well as modern, (sce Bede, Jamieson’s Hist. 
Culd. Hetherington, &ec.) that amongst the 
Culdees, the earliest religious teachers in Scot. 
land, of which we have any account, and, who 
continued to hold their ground for several cen- 
turies after the arrival of Palladiusfrom Rome, 
which took place near the middle of the fifth 
century—amongst these, I say, it is admitted 
that there was no such office as that cf dioce- 
sian Bishop, and no order of Ministers superior 
to that of Presbyters. Cruickshank in his his- 
tory, tells us, that notwithstanding the efforts 
of the Missionaries of Romie, to introduce Pra- 
lacy, the great body of the Scottish nation re- 
tained the simple and scriptural forms of Pres. 
bytery uatil the year 1000;—and we learn from 
the above authorities, that the Culdee Mission- 
ary and Educational Establishments in Aber- 
deenshire. and St. Andrews in Fife, remained 
until near the middle of the Thirteenth century 
and consequently uatil near the dawn of the 
reformation, under English Wiekliffs. Again 
after the Reformation, which received the sanc- 
tion of the Scottish Parliament in 1560, the 
national faith was Presbyterian, and continued 
to be so ever after; although James the VIth, 
after having solemnly sworn to maintain the 
Presbyterian Church in Sczotland, in the most 
faithless aad arbitrary manner, attempted in 
1584 to set up Episcupacy in it. Bat with all 
his ¢ King craft,’ and tyraanieal power, unspe- 
ringly made use of, he failed in inducing his 
Scottish subjects to submit to the yoke of © lord- 
ly prelacy,’ and after eight years of fruitless ef- 
fort to force a new form of Church Government 
upon the nation, the Presbyterian Church was 
«established by Act of Parliament in 1592. True 
the weak and unhappy Charles, his successor 
on the throne, at the instigation of that furious 
bigot Laud, who has been represented as his 
evil grains, attempted like his father, to sab- 
vert Presbytery, and substitute Episcopacy in 
his Northern Kingdom, but in vain. With the 
death of that arbitrary and deinded monarch, 
the Scottish Presbyterians had nothing to do; 
on the contrary, they did every thisg in their 
power to prevent the Republican faction ia | 
England, which was chiefly composed of Pa- 
ritans, from perpetrating that wicked act. Tha | 
attempts of the enemies of the Scottish nation, 
to fasten the guilt of this melancholy tramsac- | 
tion onthem, are therefore as malignant as they 
are unjust. The Presbyterians of Scotland, | 
during the commotions, which at that time i 
shook England to its centre, continued attached ! 
to their Monarchy, and even to the unhappy i 
Charles himself with all his faults. And as a | 
proof of this, upon the decapitation of Charles | 
1n Englahd, they proclaimed his son Charles as i 
his successor, with ths warmest loyally wel- 
comed the exiled Prince among them, crowned 
him as their King, and raised an army for his 
defines, to oppose the invading republican ar- 
ray under Cromwell; and having been defeated 
by that extraordinary leader, they suffered se- 
verely fot their attachment to the royal cause. 
"This profligate and perfidious Monarch, afer his 
restoration, having solemnly sworn to maintain 
the Presbyterian Church in Scotland, aad hav- 
ing ex enimo, as he said, subscribed the solemn 
Leagus and Covenant, rewarded his loyal sub- 
jects, by attempting, in the face of vows—wit- 
negsed by Heaven, and of law and justice, to 
force Episcopacy upon them, and continued 
relentlessly to persecute them for a period of 
iwenty-eight years, during which several hun- 
dred Presbyterian Ministers were ejected from 
their Parishes, and were subjected to imprison- 
ment, banishment, and many grievous hard- 
ships: and the blood of upwards of Twenty- 
Thousand of the best of Scotland's sons was | 
shed. The instigators of these wicked and cru- 
el persecutions, are well knownto have been the 
Episcopal prelates and their faction in Scotland 
~and the ready instruments by which the cruel 
edicts were carrizd into effect, were the bloody 
Claverhonse, Dalziel, and such leaders, who 
with their English dragoons, scoured the coun- 
xy, aad feft desolation and woe in their train. 
The murder of the picusand inoffending James 
Brown, of Priesthill, by Claverhouse’s own hand 
when his troopers, accustomed as they were to 
cous of blood, refused te fre on him, shews 

. 

i Church of Scotland ia 

piscopalian toleration, of which Mr Hudson so 
loudly boasts. I should not have touched upon 
this dark page of history, had not Mr Hudson 
seen fit, from ignorance, or some cause known 
to himself, so grossly to misrepresent the sub- 
jeet. 

But notwithstanding these wicked attempts 
upon the part of three successive sovereigns, in 
violation of the most solemn compacts and acts 
of Parliament, to force a preiatic form of wor- 
ship and church government, upon a reluctant 
and high minded people, they sigaally failed. 
The Government might in an arbitrary manner, 
alter the law with respect to Church govern- 
ment, and by flattery or fear, gain over a fewto 
obey it—yet the Church and the Nation protest- 
ed against such infringement of their dearest 
rights, and continued unalterably attached to 
their beloved Presbytery—and loved not 
their lives even to the death, that they might 
transmit their faith, and with it, civil and re- 
ligious liberty to their posterity. The signifi- 
cant exclamation of Burnet, Archbishop ef 
Glasgow, upon the disbanding of the army, 
‘may serve to shew the way in which Episco- 
pacy was attempted to be imposed on Scotland, 
and the little success which attended that sort of 
propagandism—** Now that the army is disband- 
ed,” said the Prelate, * the Gospel will go out 
of my Diocese.” At the Revolution of 16SS, 
William of Orange, was invited to the throne 
of Britain, and by him the Presbyterian Church 
was finally and firmly established in Scotland. 
So little hold has Episcopacy ever had in that 
kingdom, that, in the present day, after the 
lapse of two centuries, according to the most 
accurate computation, there are not more than 
forty thousand now to be found in it, belonging 
to the Episcopal communion. Scotland, itis 
well known, never was subjected to the Church 
of England, and never would receive Episcopa- 
cy from her. The Presbyterian Church of Seot- 
land was organized coatemporaneounsly with 
the Church of Eagland, in a separate and inde- 
pendent kingdom, and as a separate and indepen- 
dent Church. The members of the Churen of 
Scotland therefore can no more be called dissen- 
ters from the Church of England, thaa the mem- 
bers of the Church of Eagland can be ealled 
dissenters from the Church of Scotland. 
The Charch of Scotland is well known to be 

not only a tolerant Church, but a friend and 
bulwark of civil and religious liberty; and when 
thirteen or fourteen years ago, the Irish Esta- 
blishment was in danger from the memorable 
tithe agitation, the Church of Scotland proved 
her warmest and best friend, and raised Thou- 
sands of Pounds by subscriptions and collections 
throughout her bounds, to support the starving 
lergy of the sister Establishment; and for her 

most seasonable liberality, she received again 
and again, the thanks ef the Archbishop of Ar- 
magh, the Primate of all Ireland. And when 
the insidious attempt was made to deprive those 
Parishes 1n Ireland, which had not filty Protes- 
tant inhabitants, of their Parish Church, and of 
a preached gospel, the Charch of Scotland again 
came forward 1n the cause, petitioned Parlia- 
ment in her behalf, and remonstrated against 
this aggression, which, even Lord Melbourae 
admitted would be ‘a heavy blow and great 
discouragement to the Church.” Then the ser- 
vices of the Church of Scotland in behalf of the 
Irish Establishment, were thankfally acknow- 
lodged, aad then the Episcopal Church was | 
willing to admit that she was a © sister” Es- 
tablishment—=Sed tempora mulantur,—and now | 
whea the Church of Scotland is struggling to | 
maintain her spiritual independence against the 
eactoachmeats of the Civil Courts, she is de- | 
nounced by such mea as Mr Hudson, 
lious, aud the cry got up by Paseyites C 
go est delenda—in the hope, no doubt, of sharing + 
1a the spoil. 

It is well known that the members of the 
tals community, have 

oatributed most Liberally to the erection of 

out the Couety, and that Mc Hudson h 

tenanced and urged th= solicitation of su 
tions from Presbyteriavs and others, with the 
view of erecting his * houses of prayer®—it is 
kaown,[ say, that he hasurged the i 
such subscriptions “i : 
and fromone end of the River to the 
now, forsooth, he turns rousd, and in 

in all masner of ways—deny: 
cal status of their Minis the vahdit 
sealing ordirances as dispensed by them, and 
pronouncing the whole a body of unbaptizad 
schismatics. Truly Mc. Hudson, thy gratitude 
is great and thy charity marvellous!! 

Mr. H. sneers at exriempore Prayer, although 
sanctioned oa every haud by the language and 
examples of Holy Tvrit, and by the Confessions 
and practice of so large a portioa of the Chur- 
ches of the Reformation. This is the more 
wonderful and inexvcusdble, seeing tha: extem- 
pore praver is sarciioned and enjoined by the 
53th Canon of the Eaglish Caarch. If Mr. 
Hudson knows not this, he is chargeable with 
grass jgaorance aad presumption in condemn- 
ing a practice thus sanctioned; or if knowing 
it, where is his honesty in sneering at the prac: 
tice? As the redoubted E litor of the Church 
would say, * let him take \which horn of the 
dilemma he likes best ” But to retura to the 
55th Canon, which commences thas—** Before 
all Sermons, Lectures and Homilies, the Preach- 
ers and Ministers shall move the people to join 
with them in prayer in this form or to this cffect, 
as briefly as conveniently they may: Ye shall pray 
for Christ's holy Catholic Church, that is, for 
the whole congregation of Chiistian people dis- 
persed throughout the whole world, and especial- 
ly for the Churches of Esgland, Scotland, and 
Ireland, &c ” By the quotaiion just made from 
this Canon, it will be seea that the © holy,Cu- 
tholic Church,” so often in the lips of Pu- 
seyites, includes not the Protestant Episcopal 
Churches only, but “the wiole con- 

ag tae ecc 

gregation of Christian people throughout the 
whole world.” Apostolicel successien, 
these sacred Canoas were framed, was little 
regarded; now a-days, however, it is magnified 
into a matter of the first importance, and, by 
such men as Mr Hudson, is made essential to 
the constitution of a Christian Church. By this 
Canon extempore prayer is not only authorized 
but enjoined, and I need scarcely cbserve that 
the canon itself cannot be used as a form, and 
that it exactly resembles the instructions given 
as to the substance of prayer, in our own Direc- 
tory for public Worship. By this canon I say, 
Mr. Hudson, and all Episcepal Ministers be- 
longing to the English Church, are directed to 
use extempore prayer before all Sermons, Lec- 
turesand Homilies, and to pray for the Church 
of Scotland as well as the Churches of England 
and Ireland. Andlet metell Mr. Hudson that 
extempore prayer is used by a number of the 
most eminent divines in the English Establish- 
ment, at the present day, such as the Reverend 
Hugh McNeil, of Liverpool, and the Rev. 
John Brown, of St. Mary’, Leicester. Mr. 
Hudson has told us that ©there are no Episco- 
palians like the Scolch’—hear then the decla- 
ration of the Rev. Daniel Bagot, D. D., Epis- 
copal Minister of St. James’s Church, Edin- 
burgh, on this subject. His letter is copied 
frem the London Record,’ a leading Episco- 
pal journal:— 

‘To the Editor of the Record. 
Sir. . AsI have been so besieged with let- 

ters and inquiries during the last two or three 
weeks, to knaw whether itis true, or not, that 
the Bishop of Edinburgh has put down extempore 

! prayer, and prayer meetings, will you allow me 
| room enough in your paper to give, once for all, 
| a general answer to these inquiries, which I feel 
| that I cannot better do than by stating what is 
my own practice. 

‘I have two services every Sunday in St. 
James's Church, and always before the morn- 
ing sermon, I use extempore prayer; I have 
monthly meetings of communicantsin the school 
room, which (as the communicants are gene- 
rally from 200 to 250) are always well attend- 
ed; at these I use exlempore prayer, without the 
Liturgy; 1 have had meetings occasionally, and 
intend henceforward to have them on the third 
Tuesday of each month, for giving missionary 
intelligence, and at these I use extempore prayer, 
without the Liturgy; 1 have a class of young 
people every Saturday for Bible and Cateche- 
tical instruction, and at this I use eatempore 
prayer, without the Liturgy; 1 have private social 

meetings in the houses of members of the con- 
gregation occasionally, and at these I use ex- 
tempore prayer, without the Liturgy: and when- 
ever | am called upon to conduct family worship 
in the house of any person, I always do so by 
the use of extempeore prayer. In short, on all 
occasions, except the public ministrations, which 
the Church specifies, and appoints for her 
Presbyters to conduct, I use extempore prayer, 
without the Liturgy. All this 1 do with the 
Jull Inowledge of my diocesian, and with as 
clear a conviction in hismind as my own that 

I am not vislating any Canon of my Church;’ 
[the Canons of the Scotch Episcopal Church 
differ from those of the Eoglish] ¢ indeed I have 
not the slightest occasion to do so, as I enjoy 
as much liberty in common with the other 
Pre:zbyters of our Church, as I can possibly use 
ia the discharge of my peatoral duties, for the 

; edification of the people committed tomy care. 
I am, Sir, 

Your very obedient servant, 
DANIEL BAGOT, 

Minister of St. James’s Church, Edinburgh.’ 
¢ Nov. 206, 1842 
Such is 

t Episcopal diviue in the Scotush 
Capitol in respect of Extempore prayer. 
And as Mr. Hudson seems to stand in need of 

{ more light on this subject, I beg to inform him, 
{ if he already knows it not, that the Arch- 
| Bishop of Dublin attempted some years ago to 
| pita stop te the use of ezlempore prayer in meet- 
ings of the Clergy with their people, but the 
lergy and laity of his diocese, asserted their 

right to this émporfant and Scriptural privilege, 
with se. much energy, that the Arch.Bishop 
was forced to give way. See the Irish Chris. 
tian Observer, for [if I mistake not] the year 
1837. I could adduce further testi- 
mony of an Ecclesiastical, as well as Seriptural, 
nature for extempore prayer, but what [ have 
said will be sufficient to satisfy any reasonable 
mind on the subject; and to attempt to convince 
Mr. Hudsos, and his Rev. friend and coadjutor, 
Dr. Jarvis, I conceive to be hopsless. 
. The character of the Scottish Establishment 
1s fully known, and has called forth so many 
eacomiums both at home and ahroad, that it 
requires no advocacy of mine. The following 
strong commendation, coming from so high a 
quarter, and from a Body chiefly Episcopalian, 
deserves to be noticed: —Some years ago the 
British House of Commons appointed a. Com- 
mittee on the affiirs of the Scottish National 
Church. That Committee, after completing 
their labours, concluded their Report with these 
memorable words—* The feeling uppermost in 
the minds of the Committee is veneration for the 
Church of Scotland’ This noble sentiment was 
lately quoted by the Rev. Dr. Bunting, Presi- 
dent ofthe Wesleyan Confereace, at a Meeting 
of the Couference, as the ¢xpression of his 
sentiments of regard for the Scottish Church. 
And yet this venerable National Institution, 
which has done so much to elevate the charac- 
ter of Scotchmen both at home and abroad, and 
its venerable Founder, Mr. Hudson attempts to 

_calumniate. And at the same time with a sec 
tarian bitterness peculiarly his own, he de- 
nounces as Aati-Seriptural and Anti-Ca- 
tholic, the British and Foreign Bible Society, 
and includes in his sweeping condemnaiion also 
the Religious Tract Society, of London. Nor 

does he spare even the excellent Bishop of 
Chester, andthe Evangelical Clergy of his own 
Church, whom he saeeringly designates low or 

he langnage, and such the practice, 

. ratherno Churchmen. How then could the 
when | bytery of Miramichi hope to escape his 

As Mr. Hudson seems to have a parte 
fondness for noticing any chance aceessl 
Episcopacy from any other Church, we sh 
doubt hear from him &lso of the eonverst 
the Roman Catholic Church of the Re 
Bernard Smith, Fellow of Magdalene C0 
and Rector of Leadenham, in Lanca 
which has just taken place. This Gentle 
who hasrelinguished a living, said to be 
£900 a year, is one more convert from 
ranks of Puseyism to the faith of Rome 
is another proof of the tendency of thet 8 
Tn one of the late numbers of ¢ The Ban 
Ulster,” we arc informed that two hig 
spectable Episcopalians, residing in N&¥ 
North Britain, upon reading ¢The Ped 
Presbytery,” renounced Episcopacy, and 5 
braced Presbytery, and that a third editih, 
this valuable Treatise, eo creditable to the ¥ 
Presbyterian Church, is about to be issué® 
appears then that conversions are not alt’ 
the side of Episcopacy. > 
The public are aware that the only point 

which Mr. Hudson has attempted with 227 
gree of fairness to meet the statements 0% 
ed in my letter of the 20th November, 18 
which relates to the establishment of Pow 
pacy in this Province. In proving thi 
ever, he has completely failed, as I shall 
in my next; which, so far as I am con 
shall conclude this correspondence. R€ 
controversy, or indeed controversy of aa 
to be carried on with any degree of edifitd 
to the public, or of satisfaction to the P 
engaged in it, must be conducted wit , 
ress of temper, fairness of argument, 80! Jed 18 
orable means. That Mr. Hudson has falc; 
these particulars 1, I believe, the verdict 
impartial public ; and therefore he can ot) 
claim upon the farther notice of an op) i 
who wishes to avoid personalities and & 
1 cannot think, therefore, of folle¥ 
Mr. Hudson through all his ry” 
and vitnperative ramblings. Should 
imagine that he has, in consequence 
ed any laurels—such as they are he is bo 
to wear them. I have again to state Hy 
have no cause of difference with the Chut® hel 
England, and no wish to interfere Wit® 2 
forms. For her Rev. Rector, in this pi% 
have a sincere esteem, and had the V2 
Missionary been as careful to avoid giv 
fence, this correspondence might have 
spared. ; 

Iam, Mr. Editor, 
Yours, truly, 

JAMES 8 

> 

To the Editor of the Gleaner, 
Sir, 

I closed my last upon telling yo 
the attack upon Mr. Hutchison, i 
lost one of his Pistols and Bayonets, 8802 
his nose, ears ané hair pulled at Coughlal Hh 
repeat it so far here, merely by way © ’ 
word; Mrs. Coughlan took my word fe, 
good conduct of our people, and so far 
apprehensions as to any vielence went, wel Xl 
mind, as she herself assured me, perf : 
rest. The main body of our people well, ist 
Hustings, which were held in the school" on 
a few rods from Coughian’s, while a po ole 
them partook of refreshments, and alt 
with those at the Hustings, uatil all were=2 
ed. 

Shortly after the affair with Mr. 7 
on geing into Coughlan’s, I met wit 2) #0 
Donald, Esq, (one of the Powers that D8 get 
was strutting and splutiering about at ome 
“size,” making a mighty exhibition of ar8 Nor 
and good sense, was I going to gay girt J 
think I shall say with quite as much F455 
Baflalo-skin, big buttons end whiskef® | 
condemning in t magnanimous and avid 
sured terms (of'¢ e you would say first of the 
made himself acquainted with both sidets the 
case, Sir, before pronouncing judgMEighy 
circumstance of the Poll being 2ccomPl ye 80 
our mob! Now, 8ir, you will say, rig 
doubt, that it was perfectly concisteBh i 
and proper, that this worthy JusTIC® ago 
Peace should have expressed his most? mor? 
fied disapprobation of such conduct, his oo 
especially when he was go very neal, of 
Dang-kLill,—where some country "Squif 
Tre GrEAT Bic Maw, I assure oly PL 
particularly, if, with the appendage of cont? 
happen to be go fortunate as to hold 8 p pt 
sion in Her Majasty’s Militia, which hapt ihe 
be the happy case of *Squire Donald, V0 fii ihe 
his resignation, tendered at the HIT ppb 
Restook War (and which resignatio® = & go 
red for him on the very table on hor 
write, addressed to the Adjutant G€R 
stating how very delicate (7) ar 
the ’Sqnire was, and unfit for act 
was accepted. I fully agree with ¥° :; 
to what would have been right end P icy | 
the Squire to have done under certall anf : 
stances, but there was rather an impo sg 
ture in the case, which it struck me we he wl 
was not acquainted with, to wit, hi ee 
men who were standing close about eal? 
all through the house at the time WEF ygel ; 
exclusively of the other side force, iP 10 we i 
fact he did not know a single thizg asi? : 
merits of the case upon which he wall 
judgment, and the consequence Wa= 
the "Squire had expressed his disePPis 
and waen of course having * declaréC. 
he was in a very great hurry to b@ the 
the Mighty, against the small,— So atton 
ty of fastening upon two of the Big wher? 
addressing him,~—and held him last! 
stood until I told him the other side 9 “g pe 
—at which liberty his High MightinCe d, “hy 
amatter of course, very much mor mised 
ceiving his digaity very much compro, 8 
my treatment of him,—however re 19 
in pickle for me —and determine 


