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things taught in oce of the meeting houses in
Newcastle- ¢ Soaterites,” or the people who sit
or stand there, for I am told that nobody
adopts the °superstitious, antiquated, [an=
oient] proctice of kneeling mpon their koees,
a devotional postare of the body recommended
by the example of THE sAvIoUR, King David,
the Prophet Daniel, St. Paul, (or Paul as the
Bisbop of Chester and Presbyterians would
say) and otkers of whom the world “was not
worthy? or think you that your Rev. brother,
the negel unauthorized champion of the so-
called Presbytery of Miramichi, would be too
well pleased i [ were to nickname his preach-
ed Prayers and his Sermons—Archibaldisth—
and * his beloved and attached people’ Archi~
baldites, Do M. G. think of all these things;
and if nottoo proud to receive a hint, yoa
may in fotare adopt the phrases ¢ Tractarian
Opinions,” and * Tractarians’ in ligg ‘of ¢ Pu~
seyism’ and ¢ Puseyites.’

Well, in the first paragraph of your first
epistle. yoa are desirous to know * upon what
ground’ the ¢ Honses of Prayer’ * lately
eracted in the Parishes of Richibacto and
Blackville, are entitled to the imposing ap=
pellation of the Parish Charch,’ either of the
one place or the other?’ Now I have already
given you a very capital and Catholic reason,
which, let me assure you, is not taken from
¢ Tractarian’ Writings, that ¢ that Building is
the Parish Church whose Aliar is served by
a Priest, bath Catholic and Protestant, ordained
by a Bishop, the rightfal successor of the
Apostles.” Ag yoa appear to be quite dis-
gatisfied with the foregoing reason, I presume
yon are tn want of a few references to human
laws, whereby the Anglo-Catholic Charch is
¢deemed and taken to be’ the Parisu
CHURCH of the various Towns sod Hamlets
thronghout the Province. Now (thank God)
that branch of the Charch to which [ belong,
can do very well withoat the aid ofthe Lsws
of Man, but with such gemnsses as M. G., X.
and G. M. of Bathurst, stafute Jaw, has very
grast weight indeed; aod in trath I cannot
mach blame your love or straggling for this
Law; for you know right well that it is Law
and Law alone which elevates you in Scot-
land one inch above ¢ the dear dissenting
Brethren and friends® of the Jpostolic
Church io that coantry It I do not greatly
err, an Act was passed pcior Lo the separation
of New Brunswick from Nova Scotia, declar«
ing the Church of England to be * the Estab-
lished Church of the whele Province, that is,
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick; it is
certain toothat thia enactment has never been
repealed; on tho contrary, it was confirmed
during the first session of the Legslatre,
thereby plainly recognising the Church of
Englund as ALREADY established 8s ¢ matter
of course, vide Colonial Statates—XXVI.
Georgii 1Il. Cap. IV.—being * An Act for
preserving the Church of England as by
Law Established in this Province, and for
secaring liberty (licentionsness) of couseience,
in matters of Religion;” by reforring 1o that
Statate it will be perceived, that the Cherch of
England alone is mentioned, while not the
least reference is made to the human law
established Presbyterian Kirk of Scotland, in.
deed it (the Presbyterian Kirk) appears to be
amalgamated with the mass of Dissenters to
whom liberty, or licenti of ience
is kindly permitted: I may also mention that
the said enactment is frequently referred 1o
and quoted thresghout our Statote Book. la
tho third clause of Cap. I, XXIX. Georgii
111., itis enacted * that the Parishioners of the
said Parish [St. John] shall on the first Mons=
day after Easter * * assemble and meet to-
gether at the said Parish Church [Trinity
Choreh]. V. Georgii LV. Cap. XII. is an Act
to provide for the permanent interment of the
remains of the late Lieut. Governor Smith,
within the walls of the Parish Church of
Fredericton.” [In the preamble of this Actit
ia stated, that the Jate Lieut. Governor enjoin-
ed his Execators to bave hia remains interred
under THE said Church in Fredericton: by the
1st clanse it is eaacted, that the body of the
said Governor is to remain interred under TH&
said Church in Fredericton; plainly recognising
itto boe e Charch of Fredericton.

By V. Georgii IV. Cop. XIX, Clause II,
it is enacted ¢ That the inhabitants of Carlion
shall, &c. &c. &c. assemble aud meet toge-
ther at the said Parish Church of Carlton.
8y L. Galielmi [V. Cap. XXIHI, Claass II. it
w enacted ¢ that the inuabitants of the several
and respective Parishes in this Province, who
shall be owners or proprietors of Pews in THE
Charch of the Parsh, whereia they shall or
may be resident,” §c. &e. By Il  Guhelmi
1V.Cap. XVI. clause [. it is enacted *:ihat
sach Pewholder in the said Parish Churech
of Siint Andrews’—vide also V. Galielmi
1V. Cap. V. again teferdng “to the Parish
‘ Church of St. Audrews.” By VI. Gulielmi
1V, cap. III. "clause IV. it is enacted * that
Grace Charch shall ba deemed and taken to
be the Parish Church of the Paiish of Porte
land® [near St. John].

By an attentive pernsal of the preceding
extracts from, and references to, the Colonial
Starates, I think it will appear very evident
to evory body, but Presbyterian Teachers, that
the Anglo«Catholic Churches in St. John,
Fredaricton, St. Andrews. Carlton and Pori«
land are the Parish Churehes, or the Charch-
es of the aforesaid Towns and Villages.

Sarely then we may reasonably infer from
the gpirit of the foregoing enactments that
¢ the Epiacopal Charches’ in the Parishes of
Blackville and Richibucto are respectively the
Purishy Cburches thereof. Let mo also ask,

is it not juet as plainly declared by the first
:‘mee referfed to, that the Church of England
is the established Churcn of New Branswick?
But even supposing that our Provincial laws
were quile silent aboat this matter (as they
might jast as well huve been) the principle of
the Brish Constitation is, that * the umted
Charch of Esgland and Ireland’ is THE Charch
in all parts of the Home and Colonial Empire;
excepl in that part of the Kingdom called
Scotland. By the often quoted Act of Union
(about which s0 much fuss 1s made) it is
well known that tha Presbyterian Kirk shail

not be ¢ established,” nor be considered so!
beyond the borders of the ¢ Norih
Connirie,”  or Scotland. I may row

remark that if X’s majority of Members 10
the County of Kent (where it is stated * erro-
neously’ Iam sare) * that Presbyteriavs are
to Episcopalians probably ss three to one,’
makes his dingy shabby-looking Meeting House
the Parish Charch, or if its priority of erece
tion cenfers this Title, then it is quite certain
that the Roman Catholic Priest in Richibacto
(the Rev. Mr Pacquet) can take away all
these honors from X, in behalf ofthe French
Chapels, which are said to contain congrega-
tlons ten times as numernus as that which
frequents his (X's) Preshyterian Meeting
Hoase, and were undoubtedly built and com-
pleted prior to the lawer. ~This argament,
therefore (if it be an argaument) maust fall to
the gronad. M G appears to attach a very
great and unjust stress to the opinion of the
late Lieat. Governor, Sir John Harvey, who
as he (M G) etates, spoke advisedly (pray
how i that circamstance known) when he
called the Charch ¢ that portion of the estabs
lished Church of England 1n the Province’ in
bis ¢ trumpery address to the Episcopal Clergy
assembled at Fredericlon some years ago.’
Now every body knows that Sir John Harvey’s
idol was popularity; to obtain a goodly snare
of this thing, however degraded or short lived
it promised to be, was his chiefest siady—his
chiefest ambition; like my poor friend All-
sides, he was indeed * all thiogs to all men;’
and even if he had the moral conrage 1o have
stated his honest cenvictions, he was neither
Theologian, nor Lawyer. His valaable and
weighty opinion was therefore worth as much
as the writer would have esteemed it, if it
had been against him. The quibble about the
question of the Canadian Clergy Reserve was
not whether Presbyterianism wus €0 ordinately
established with the Charch in order to Tob
her of her ordoabted property, bat whether
Presbyterians could have been entitled 1o the
nama Protestant at that time; if England’s
twelve Judges, (a batch of Laymen, by the
way) had examined and searched the matier
more thoroughly and deeply, their-Lordships
would have discovered that the Presbyterians
were not at that tima even called Protestants.
The land was granted 10 & Protesfant Clergy,
not to an Established Clergy. Now 1t is
scarcely necessary for me to remind a learned
Divine ke yourself, M G, that Meibodists,
and no 1wfact Baptists, et Hoe genus omne,
are jost as much Protestanis, or rather ulira«
Protestante, as Presbyterizns, and consequently
al) sorts of Dissenters, (Presbyterians included)
greedily pounced vpon the Canidian Church
property so dishovestly, yea, sacriligiously
wrested from the Apostolic Church in that
country, and thrown to its enemies ag 4 sop.
In the szcond paragraph of the same letter, M
G ¢ very strongly ebjects (and what Dissenter
will not object) to several of the ductrines and
views pat ferth in the article, &e. &e.” Now
[ rejoice in my heart that he doesso * ohject.’
tis disapproval is the best possible proof that
I am not wrong in my doclrines aud views.
Iadeed, so long as M G abstains from ¢ bold-
ing me up as a pattern and model for the Pros
vincial Clergy,” I shall be impressed with the
thought, that my principles (whatever my
practice may be) are right; his dis-prawe is
therefore of far more service to me ikan his
praise.  Woe, indeed, 1o *the . Christian
Pastor of whom ail men rpeak well, for so
did ther Fathers to the Faise Propbets!” M
G then proceeds to remark thot [ bave ¢ ima
bibed the notions of the Oxford ‘I'ractarians:’
will he credit the statement that [ have not in
all my life read twenty of *the Tracts for the
Times?' Bat from whatl do kaow of these
celebrated pablications, and from late convers
sations wih those who have read them, aud
profited by them, too, I am quite safe in
stating that ¢ this powerful sect’ [sarely M G
maust have had Presbyterianism in his niod’s
eye when he penned that word sect] * is NOT
tupidly *corrupting ths Dectrines,” mor is it
¢ dividing the Clergy and lai'y of the Charch,’
not of, but in England.

The principal authors of these Tracts have
been writing to promote, not disgnton, bat
oneness or wnion among the clergy and laity,
and using their powerful pems 1o win back
unhappy wanderers (Presbyterian teachers
incloded) now feeding on ashesin the ranks of
dissent, to a Saviour Shepherd’s fold, where
they will be duly cared for and nourished,with
the pare milk of God's word.

Again let mo tell M. G that ¢ the Tracta-
rians do Nor attach a superstitious'importance
to ¢ antiquated (ancient) forms,® nor do they
(if T am not misinformed) *set the aathority
of the Fathers’ on any pointe, above that of the
loly Secrip'ares themselves.” Like myself,
these Clerzy have a reverence for the sncient

! forms of the Chorch, and a very great and
. honorable respect aud regard for the weighty
_and solemn opinions of thess learned men,

every one of whem movingly cantions the
faitaful against the commission’ of, or partici-

pating in the sin of schism, which is just as
much a sin, as morder, dronkenness, or adul-
tery. Again—* Tractarians do net holl in the
most voqualified sense Baptismal regeneration;’
but every sound charchman does adhere to that
Scriptaral dectrine in some sense or other:
and that to parteke of the Holy Eucharist with
a true faich in Christ and a penitent heart is
a very great meons of attaining salvation. M
G. then states that Puseyiles (Tractarians)
farther hold ¢ that no clergymsu who has not
received Episcopal Ordination can rightly and
daly diepense eitker Baptism or the Lord’s
Sopper.” Does M G require to be told that
the Clergy in this Provioce are frequently
called apon to baptizs infants and adulis, once
‘ named’ (to mse the expression of a neighbore
ing brother Presbyter, who is not a Tracturian)
by Dissenting Teachers? Ishe not aware that
infants alleged to have been buptised, or so
* named’ by himself, have eabsequenily had
the sacrament of Baptism *rightly aund duly
dispensed’ to them by a law(ul mianister; end
maust he be told that no clergyman could refuse
to withhold Buptism from a person so ¢ named?’
Does be not know too, that if a Roman Ca«
tholic Clergyman, and a Presbyterian teacher,
and a Layman, seek office at the same time in.
the Church of Englsnd, that the former is
recefved, whila each of the lutier is daly
ordamed by a Bishop, the only rightfal and
known ordainer in the Church for the first
fifteen hundred years?  Aund why all this?
Because the Church and not I'ractarians alone,
consider the Roman Catholic clergyman as
having already had ordination, whereas the
Presbyterian ‘I'eacher is viewed by her merely
38 the Layman, and ordained accordingly.
Now I will nov underiake to assert that if a
man’s commission is not valid, that his acts
are invalid too; althoogh I believe, that this is
the opinion maintained by wankind with regard
to earthly mattere. * No; to his own master
the uncommissioned Teucher stendeih or fslieth.’
Bat fiom what has been stated,! do think that
the Church [nut Tractarians only] consider
Presbyterian orders to bae invalid,

lo the next sentence, M G displays his asaal
ignorance by stating * that with the view of
adding impostance to their Liturgy, they [the
Tractarians] lay more siress vpon the reading
of prayers, than the resding of Gon’s Woid,
and the presching of the everlasting Gospel.’
Now that prayer i1s more beneficial to the sot)
of sinful nian 18 not the opinton ofthe Traciariang
alone, but thas of the whole Church, which
certsinly always did, snd to this day does,
lay more stress upon piayer AND the reading
of God’s Woid, than un preaching  Doss not
M G know ihai four fifths of ihat * carnal’
thing the Prayer Look, 18 tuken froa the Bible;
and is ba notaware that wore of God’s Word
18 tead [ty the conflession of honest minded
dissenters] in the Chuich, than ia avy weeting
hoase whatsoever. = Dut what says tHoly
Scripiare about Prayer? let us see. ¢ Men
ooght altvays to pray;’ * pray without ceas~
ingy’ ¢ praying always with all prayer;’ ¢ Ged
forvud that I shouid sia against the Loid in
ceasing  to pray for you,’—* wo will give
oarselves continually to prayer,’—* he kneels
ed down upon his knees three times a day,
and prayed and gave thanks befure his Gop as
he dud aforetime,—* in the evening and morn~
ing and at noonday will 1 pray, and that
instantly,"—* seven times @ day do I praise
thes,”—* Christ risiug up a great while before
dsy, went out und departed nto a eolitary
place, and these prayed,”’—:* * he coniinued all
night in prayer to God.’ [Iloly *Anoa the
daoghter of Phunnel departed not irom the
Temple, but served God with fasiings and
prayers night and day,’—*good Corneiins
prayed to God a/ways.” Now, according to
God’s own Word, which do you, M G, ho
nestly think is ¢ the most solemn and essential
purt of public Worship.” Prayer to the Most
Liigh, or man’s preaching? iIf Zou caunot
decide this point, others will readily do it for
you. Letus now look into the Prayer Book,
(if you do not fear being contaminated thereby)
and ascertain what is the opinion of the Church
on- this matter—* All Priests and Deacons are
to say daily the morning and evening prayer
either pfivasely or openly, not being let by
sickness, or some other urgent cause,’—* and
the Carate that ministereth in every parish
Church or Chapel, being at home, and not
being otherwise reasooably hindered, shall say
the same in the parish Church or Chapel where
he micistereth, avd shall cause a bell to be
tolled thereunto a convenient time before he
begin, that the people may come 1o hear
God’s Word, and to pray with him,”

From thia injunction, [not too well observed
Just now] it will be percewed, that the sucri«
fice of Prayer and praise is to be offured up
twice every day throughout the year, except
thers ba some reasonsable canse tu the cou
trary. I the Prayer Book we also meet with
the Titles *the order for Morning and Evening
Peayer daily throughoat the yeer.” The Ra-
bric, or role preceding *the Collects for
Peace nad Grace’ at Moruing Prayer, and
the Rubric before ¢ the Collects for Peaco and
Aid aguinst afl Perils,” at every Prayer enjon
those short aud very ancient prayers to be
said at Matins aud even-song daily thronghont
the whole year. Evea the poor wanderer on
the deep 1s not forgotten, for the Church ene
Jjoins that moraing and cvening service is also
1o be used Duaily st sea. By the fifigenth Canon
asd a Rubrie, the Litany, that ¢ wonderfal
remembrancer of haman wants.” is commanded
to be sung or s:id wpon all ¢ Sunduys, Weds
negdays and Fiidays.” From these fiw res
furences to the Prayer Book, cur aathorized

§ dread-nought gentleman would add, ¢ yoo mk',
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Fomalariosr—acd from the circumstance tht
the Chorch does NoT erjoin a Sermon ¥
follow Evening Prayer, you may, or may 0
perceive that the whole Church sets M’*}f
value ‘on Prayer than Preaghung * |
The sweeping accasaiion that *the PosseV™
ites [Tractarians or sound Charchmen’] 8%
following the example of snother charch,
the bosom of which they are apparently fosh
hastening,” I must denounce as mere slandth
however desirsble it may be to onite Wil
the other church,still I defy you, M G, with ‘.“'i:
your flimsy, pretended knowledge of whlt_";‘""
goiog on at home, 10 produce a singlo ™
stance of any clergyman holding Traclll','."»
opinions, having joined, or manifesting any “."f,‘
pos tion to join, the Charch of Rome as lh'"’};
Let me now tell yoo, M G, that your Tes#
about * Preaching’ are nothing t the Por*
pose. The Greek word, translated ¢ Preach
g’ in three passages of tha quoted fod
might be rendered with the strictest pwpfl"
Publisking, Declaring Publickly, Pr claim!
as an Herald; any thing therefore Publick %
Proclaimed, or Heralded, [which is the
LITERAL signification of the: eriginal "P"l,,f
soch ss prayer, praise, or thanksgiving, 18 *
much Preaching, as admonishing or exhorii’®
is, and every body knows that the first step’® :
planting Chrisuenity among the Heath®®
vations wouold be fo preach it in the l8HE
way—for how could the Heathen or '
anbelieving, join in the public prayers of ¥
Chorch, the infinitely higher daty, until &
were first enlightened by the lower and '
paratory one of Preaching? [ think it was '™
practice of the Clergy in the primiiive Chur®™
first to preach the Sermon, on the conclosi®®
of which the Hesthen wero desired to Wi o
draw: the Christians then engoged in the !
solemn act of Prayer OQor muouwal (riead?
will now perceive that it was M G’s stopid*
or his non acqaaintance with the idioms 0 F
English language [though he be Secretsfy’
the Board of Education] which cagsed BI® 2
imagine that | UNDERVALUED the Ofd‘""; ]
of Preaching— what I eaid and have jast pro¥
was, ¢ that the Church of England, a Br#
of the Catholic Communion, rests moi®
Prayer than Preaching.’ o5
In the foarth paragroph of yoor AWROCR
Epistle, yoa appear to eneer at the 9’?'.;;7.?
sions ¢ rightly and daly administered’ bY lbl i
officiating Priests [] Tho words between fE
inverted commias way bae found in 08 O e
most  sublime Prayers'in the Litargy [oh
prayer for the whole state of Christ’s CBO!
Miiitan: here on earth’] a Prayer, by lh’,"i:.’-‘i

. fuf,r

o

seldom read by the Clergy, tho’ itis enjo
1o be used every Sunday immediatety ®
the: Sermon or Houwily, " And now
enquire, do you, M G, msintam tiat lb‘“’,‘ «
not ary Priests in the Church of Englent® o
yoa do not know this fact, * yoa must bes oy
the Editor of The Church would say * 81 o
ignorant,” or. grossly dishonest if you do ko i
it, and conceal the matter; and as (ho ”‘:’;

Jjusttake whieh horn of the dilerama you s
best.’ In‘the remainder of this [the fo9 il
paragraph, I cannot perceive uny P'“m}f
requiing explanaiion, except to remoiks m"’;‘”.
what ycu are pleased to call ¢ Pussoy®™’ =
rank [stinkiog] Posseyism,’ mark tbe "i‘n":’
LING 00, is uol the opinions of Trncllf“”
but the pure and undefiled Doctrines
Church of Englard, oo
As you ure already acquainted W"‘! il
seuliments ~ respecting the 'impt’“’" i s
cautions cenveyed in the coucluding P"h‘,n
your firat letter, itis unnecessary for Mm@ "
lo repeat any expression of the sanme,—0%, ¢
your memory is really defective on this P'5y
1 must in that case trouble you to refef =
once lo ty first Communication. o
I have just finished a few short noted HEA :
Jd
pp

your second letter, coutamnirg as many
presentations and blunders as tho firsh
intended 10 have added them to this comﬂ‘.w
cationybut I do not like to be too troublﬁ""",gl‘
the obliging Editor of the Gleaner; nest o
however, D V, you shall be gratified ",aﬂ
sight of them. Meanwhile let mo l?'“"l {
MG, X, G M, and all other kind friend®; oo
all your benevolent endeavoura to * D solo
me and mine, as well as Lo injure m"lrb‘/
ness (sach as it is) in this district, W' b‘"i‘ ;
thank God—to no purpose; as long “; ot
lent menitor within me approves, 1 'h.al.'m. ]
tinge to ba perfectly . inditferent, nay ;
to wlander. .o pret) 1
The * whale host of [Presbyterian] 170
ters!’ ona woald fancy tha: each of the o
¢ Philisiine of Gath, a man of war ﬁ""P
you-h, whose height is six cabits _lnd B nd
having an helmet of brass vpon h“-h”of 1he
armed with a coat of mail; the weight ave!
coat five thousand shokels of brass,with 8 et !
of brass wpon his legs and 8 ‘o
of brass upon his shoulders: and th? &0,
the spear like a weaver’s beam, and the ;‘zw,:’
hesd weighing six hundred shekels © g1
I say ¢1the whole host of [pf“by‘o o
Presbyters may come out against wes W
but a youth, *having in mine hund®
staff, a few smooih stones and o shf8s yjly
trasiing in the nawe of Hia who was 'l: o®” B
David when he went forth to meet * 1 oV |
mies of the armies of larael.” Lot mat 'in
more tell you all, that with the Bible Kk o0 [
hand, and tho *neblo oid prayer BOSCipen
A postolicl and Catholic Tradition in ! ety gl
I fear not the whole [+o called] Presby
of Miramichi.
Deeming 4
fraokness to annex my name to this €0
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