
~ * Charch of St. Andrews.’ 

THE GLEANER, &c. 

things taoght in ove of the meeting houses in 
Newcastle. ¢ Soaterites,” or tha people who sit 
or stand there, for I am told that nobody 
adopts the superstitious, antiquated, [an= 
sient] practice of kneeling upon 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 
Bishop of Chester and Presbyterians would 
say) and others of whom the world “was not 
worthy? or think you that your Rev. brother, 
the as yet unauthorized champion of the so~ 
called Presbytery of Miramichi, would be too 
well pleased if [ were to nickname his preach- 
ed Prayers and his Sermons—Archibaldista— 
and * his beloved and attached people’ Archi~ 
baldites. Do M. G. think of all these things; 
and if not too proud to receive a hint, yoa 
may in fotare adopt the phrases ¢ Tractarian 
Opinions,” and * Tractarians’ in ligq ‘of ¢ Pa- 
seyism’ and ¢ Puseyites.’ 
“Well, in the first paragraph of your first 

epistle. you are desirous to know * upon what 
ground’ the * Houses of Prayer’ * lately 
erected in the Parishes of Richibucto 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 rightful successor of the 
Apostles.” As yoa appear to be quite dis~ 
satisfied with the foregoing reason, I presume 
you ere in 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 without the aid ofthe Laws 
of Man, but with such genmsses as M. G., X.’ 
and G. M. of Bathurst, statute law, has very 
graat weight indeed; aod in truth 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- 
Jand one inch above * the dear dissenting 
Brethren and friends’ of the Jpostolic 
Church io that country If I do not greatly 
err, an Act was passed pcior lo the separation 
of New Branswick from Nova Scotia, declarv 
ing the Church of England to be * the Estab. 
lished Church of the whele Provines, that is, 
of Nova Scotia and New Branswick; it is 
certain too that this enactment has never been 
repealed: on the contrary, it was confirmed 
during the first session of the Legslatre, 
thereby plainly recognising the Church of 
Englund as ALREADY established as ¢ matter 
of course, vide Colonial Statutes—XXVI. 
Georgii III. Cap. IV.—being * An Act for 
preserving the Church of England as by 
Law Established in this Province, and for. 
securing liberty (li ess) of J 
in matters of Religion;” by referring to 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 i 
is kindly permitted: I may also mention that 
the said enactment is frequently referred 10 
snd quoted throughout our Statute Book. ln 
tho third clause of Cap. I, XXIX. Georgii 
111., itis enacted * that the Parishioners of the 
said Parish [St. John] shall on the first Mon= 
day after Easter * * assemble and meet to« 
gether at the said Parish Church [Trinity 

" Choreh]. V. Georgii IV. 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 Act it 
ia stated, that the late Lieut. Governor enjoin- 
ed his Execators to bave hia remains interred 
under THE said Church in Fredericton: by the 
1st claase it is eaacted, that the body of the 
said Governor is to remain interred under Tug 
said Church in Fredericton; plainly recognising 
itto be THE Charch of Fredericton. 
By V. Georgii IV. Cop. XIX, Clause II, 

it is enacted ¢ That the inhabitants of Carlion 
shall, &c. &c. &c. assemble and meet toge- 
ther at the said Parish Church of Carlton.’ 
By I. Galielmi IV. Cap. XXII, Clause 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 Parish, whersia they shall or 
may be resident,” &c. &e. By II  Guhelmi 
1V.Cap. XVI. clause I. it is enacted * that 
pach Pewholder in the said Parish Church 
of Saint Aondrews’—vide also V. Galielmi 
1V. Cap. V. again teferdng to the Parish 

By VI. Gulielmi 
1V. cap. III. clause IV. it is enacted * that 
Grace Church shall ba deemed and taken to 
be the Parish Church of the Parish of Porte 
land’ [near St. John]. : 

By an attentive perusal of the preceding 
extracts from, and references ta, tha Colonial 
Starates, I think it will appear very evident 

. to every body, but Presbyterian Teachers, that 
the Angle«Catholic Churches in St. John, 
Fredaricton, St. Andrews. Carlton and Port« 
land are the Parish Churehes, or the Charch- 
es of the aforesaid Towns and Villages. 

Surely then we may reasonably infer from 
the spirit of the foregoing enactments thst 
¢ the Episcopal Churches’ in the Parishes of 
Blackville and Richibucto are respectively the 
Purishy Churches thereof. Let mo also” ask, 

' 

is it not just as plainly declared by the first 
Statate referted to, that the Church ‘of England 
is the established Church of New Branswick? 
But even supposing that oar Provincial laws 
were quite silent about this matter (as they 
might jast as well buve been) the principle of 
the British Constitution is, that * the umted 
Church 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 so much fuss 1s made) it is 
well known that the Presbyterian Kirk shail 
not be ¢ established,” nor be considered so! 
beyond the borders ef the North 
Conoirie,> or Scotland. 1 may row 
remark that if X’s majority of Members 10 
the County of Kent {where it is stated * erro- 
neously’ lam sare) * that Presbyterians are 
to Episcopalians probably as three to one,’ 
makes his dingy shabby-looking Meeting House 
the Parish Charch, or if its priority of erec« 
tion confers this Title, then it is quite certain 
that the Roman Catholic Priest in Richibucto 
(the Rev. Mr Pacquet) can take away all 
these honors from X, in behalf ofthe French 
Chapels, which are said to contain congrega- 
tions ten times as numernus as that which 
frequents his (X's) Preshyterian = Meeting 
House, and were undoubtedly built and com- 
pleted prior to the later. "This argument, 
therefore (if it be an argument) most (all to 

the ground. M G appears to attach a very 
great and unjust stress to the opinion of the 
late Leeut. Governor, Sir John Harvey, who 
as he (M G) states, spoke advisedly (pray 
how ia that circumstance 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 Fredericton some years ago.’ 
Now every body knows that Sir John Harvey's 
idol was popularity; to obtain a goodly share 
of this thing, however degraded or short lived 
it promised to be, was his chiefest stady—his 
chiefest ambition: like my poor friend All- 
sides, he was indeed * all things to all men;’ 
and even if ha had the moral conrage to have 
stated his honest cenvictions, he was neither 
Theologian, nor Lawyer. His valuable and 
weighty opinion wus 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 eo ordinately 
established with the Charch in order to Tob 
her of her urdoabted property, bat whether 
Presbyterians could have been entitled to the 
nama Protestant at that time; if. England's 
twelve Judges, (a batch of Laymen, by the 
way) had examined and searched the matter 
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 a Protestant Clergy, 
not to an Established Clergy. Now it is 
scarcely necessary for me to remind a learned 
Divine hike yourself, M G, that Meibodists, 
and no 10fant Baptists, et Hoe genus omne, 
are jost as much Protestants, or rather wiira« 
Protestante, as Presbyterians, and consequently 
al) sorts of Dissenters, (Presbyterians included) 
greedily pounced vpon the Cansdian Church 
property so dishooestly, yea, sacriligiously 
wrested from the Apostolic Church in that 
country, and thrown to its enemies ag 4 sop. 
In the second paragraph of the same letter, M 
G © very strongly objects (and what Dissenter 
will not object) to several of the doctrines and 
views pat forth in the article, &e. &c.” Now 
I rejoice in my heart that he does so * object.” 
His disapproval is the best possible proof that 
I am not wrong in my doctrines aud views. 
Indeed, 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, to ¢ the . Christian 
Pastor of whom ail men rpeak well, for so 
did their Fathers to the Faise Prophets!’ M 
G then proceeds to remark thot I have * ima 
bibed the notions ofthe Oxford 'I'ractarians:’ 
will he credit the statement that I have not in 
all my life read twenty of *the Tracts for the 
Times?" Bat from what] do kaow of these 
celebrated publications, and from late conver 
sations with those who have read them, aud 
profited by them, too, I am quite safe in 
stating that * this powerful sect’ [sarely M G 
must have had Preslyterianism in hie mind’s 
eye when he penned that word sect] © is NOT 
rupidly *corrupting ths Doctrines,’ mor is it 
¢ dividing the Clergy and lai'y of the Charch,’ 
not of, bat in England. 
The principal authors of these Tracts have 

been writing to promote, not disanton, bat 
oneness or union among the clergy and laity, 
and using their powerful pens to win back 
unhappy wanderers (Presbyterian teachers 
incloded) now feeding on ashesin the ranks of 
dissent, to a Saviour Shepherd’s fold, where 
thay will be duly cared for and nourished, with 
the pare milk of God's word. 

Again let mo tell M. G that ¢ the Tracta- 
riars do Nor attach a superstitious'importance 
to ¢ antiquated (ancient) forms,’ nor do they 
(if [ am not misinformed) * set the aathority 
of the Fathers’ on any pointe, above that of the 
Holy Scrip'ares themselves.” Like myself, 
these Clerzy have a reverence for the ancient 
forms of the Chorch, and a ve great and 
honorable respect and regard for the weighty 
and solemn opinions of these learned men, 
every one of whem movingly cantions the 
faithful against the commission of, or partici- 

patiog in the sin of schism, which is just as 
much a sin, as morder, dronkenness, or adul- 
tery. Again—* Tractarians do net hold in the 
most unqualified sense Baptismal regeneration;’ 
bat every sound charchman does adhere to that 
Scriptural doctrine in some sense or other: 
and that to partake of the Holy Eucharist with 
a true faith in Christ and a penitent heart is 
a very great means of attaining salvation. M 
G. then states that Puseyiles (Tractarians) 
farther hold ¢ that no clergymsu who has not 
received Episcopal Ordination can rightly and 
duly dispense either Baptism or the Lord’s 
Sopper.” Does M G require to bs told that 
the Clergy in this Provioce are frequently 
called upon to baptizs infants and adults, once 
¢ named’ (to mse the expression of a neighbors 
ing brother Presbyter, who is not a Tracturian) 
by Dissenting Teachers? Is he not aware that 
infants alleged to have been baptised, or so 
* named’ by himself, have eabsequenily had 
the sacrament of Baptism ‘rightly and duly 
dispensed’ to them by a lawlol minister; end 
mast be be told that no clergyman could refuse 
to withhold Buptism from a person so * named?’ 
Does he 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 
received, whila each of the lutier is daly 
ordamed by a Bishop, the only rightful and 
known ordainer in the Church for the first 
fifteen hundred years? And why all this? 
Because the Church and not T'ractarians alone, 
consider the Roman Catholic clergyman as 
having already had ordination, whereas the 
Presbyterian ‘['eacher is viewed by her merely 
3s the Layman, and ordained accordingly. 
Now I will nov undertake 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 mankind with regard 
to earthly mattere. * No; to his own master 
the uncommissioned Toucher siendeih or fslieth.” 
Bat fiom what has been stated,! do think that 
the Church [nut Tractarians only] consider 
Presbyterian orders to be invalid, 

io the next sentence, M G displays his asnal 
ignorance by stating * that with the view of 
adding impoitance to their Litargy, they [the 
Traciarians] lay more stress vpon the reading 
of prayers, than the resding of Gop’s Wo:d, 
and the preaching of the everlasting Gospel.’ 
Now that prayer 18 more beneficial to the sot) 
of sinfal man is not the opinion ofthe Traciarisns 
alone, bat that of the whole Church, which 
certsinly always did, sud to this day does, 
lay more stress upon prayer AND the reading 
of God’s Word, than un preaching Doss not 
M G know thai four fifths of that * carnal’ 
thing the Prayer Look, 18 tuken frora the Bible; 
and is ba notaware that wore of God’s Word 
18 read [ty the confession of honest minded 
dissenters] in the Chuich, than ia avy meeting 
hoase whatsoever. = But what says Holy 
Scripiare about Prayer? let us see. *¢ Men 
ooght always to pray;’ * pray without ceas~ 
ing:’ * praying always with all prayer;’ ¢ God 
fortud that I should sia against the Lord 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 did aforetime,—* in the evening and morn~ 
ing and at noonday will I pray, aod that 
instantly,” —* seven times a day do I praise 
thee,’ —* Christ rising up a great while before 
dsy, went ont und departed into a eoliary 
place, and these prayed,”’—* * he coniinued all 
night in prayer to God.’ Iloly *Anva the 
daoghter of Phanuel departed not irom the 
Temple, but served God with fastings and 
prayers night aud day,”—* good Cornelius 
prayed to God always.” Now, according to 
God’s own Word, which do you, M G, ho 
nestly think is * the most solemn and essential 
part of public Worship.” Prayer to the Most 
Liigh, or man’s preaching? if Zou cauvnot 
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 privately or openly, not being let by 
sickness, or some other urgent cause,’—* and 
the Curate 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 misistereth, avd shall cause a bell to be 
tolled (hereunto a convenient lime before he 
begin, that the people may cowe to hear 
God’a Word, and to pray with him,’ 

From thia injunction, [rot too well observed 
Just now] it will be perceived, that the sucri« 
fics of Prayer and praise is to be offured up 
twica every day throughout the year, except 
thers ba some reasonsble canse tuo the cous 
trary. In the Prayer Book we also meet with 
the Tiles “the order for Morning and Evening 
Peayer daily throughoat the yeer.” The Ra- 
bric, or rule preceding *the Collects for 
Peace nad Grace’ at Moruing Prayer, and 
the Rubric before * the Collects for Peace and 
Ard against afl Perils,” at every Prayer enjom 
those short and very ancient prayers to be 
said at Matins aud even-song daily thronghout 
the whole year. Evea the poor wanderer on 
the deep 1s not forgotten, for the Church ens 
joins that morning and evening service ia also 
to be used Daily at sea, By the fifigenth Canon 
asd a Rubric, the Litany, that ¢ wonderful 
remembrances of human wants.’ is commanded 
to be sung or s:1d upon all ¢ Sundays, Weds 
nesdays and Fiidays.” From these fiw rex 
ferences to the Prayer Book, our aathorized 

Fomalariesr—and from the circumstanc 
the Chorch does NoT erjoin a Sermon 
follow Evening Prayer, you may, or ma 
perceive that the whole Church sets 
value ‘on Prayer than Preaghung * 
The sweeping accusation that *the Po! 

ites [Tractarians or sound Charchmen’] 
following the example ol another charch 
the bosom of which they are apparently T 
hastening,” I must denounce as mere sl 
however desirable it may be to onite FE = 
the other charch,still I defy you, M G, with! 2 
your flimsy, pretended knowledge of what ) . 
going on at home, to produce a single IP L3 
stance of any clergyman holding Trac 3 ols 
opinions, having joined, or manifesting an, 
pos tion to join, the Chorch of Rome as 

Let me now tell yoo, M G, that your 
aboat * Preaching’ are nothing to the 
pose. The Greek word, translated * Pi oN 
ng’ in three passages of the quoted fou  *Y 
might be rendered with the strictest proprio = De 
Publishing, Declaring Publickly, Pr clam =  p|; 
as an Herald; any thing therefore Publick’ = on 
Proclaimed, or Heralded, [which is the MoE 18 
LITERAL signification of the erigimal wors = 
sach ss prayer, praise, or thanksgiving, % A 
much Preaching, as admonishing or exhort = = gi) 
is, and every body knows that the first 8 OF 1 80f 
planting Chrisuanity among the leath? 4 
vations would be to preach it in the IBMEES — Tey 
way—for how could the Heathen of po b 
anbelisving, join in the public prayers of 
Chaorch, the infinitely higher duty, until ¥ 
were first enlightened by the lower and | 
psratory one of Preaching? I think it was 
practice of the Clergy in the primitive C 
first 10 preach the Sermon, on the concld 
of which the Heathen were desired 10 
draw: the Christians then engoged in the. 
solemn act of Prayer OQor muwal 
will now perceive that it was M G’s stopid™)* 
or his non acqaaintance with the igioms of ¥* 
English language [though he be Secretsfy 
the Board of Education] which caused hit) 
imagine that | UNDERVALUED the ordind™ 
of Preaching — what I said and have just pro¥*s 
was, ¢ that the Church of Englond, a b 
of the Catholic Communion, rests m! 
Prayer than Preaching.’ ; 998 

In the fourth paragraph of yoor AW 
Episile, yoa appear to sneer at the exp 
sions ¢ rightly and daly administered’ bY 
officiating Priests [7] "The words betwee? 5 
inverted commas way be found in owe Of Bo 
most sublime Prayers ‘in the Litwgy b 
prayer for the whole state of Christ’s ¢ 
Militant here on earth’] a Prayer, by the *® 
seldom read by the Clergy, tho’ itis on) 
to be used every Sunday immediately * 
the: Sermon or Howily, And now 
enquire, do you, M G, msintzn tit ther® 
not acy Priests in the Charch of Englund 
you do not know this fact, * yoa must bes 
the Editor of The Church would say * 8° 
ignorant,” or. grossly dishonest if you dob? 
it, and conceal the matter; and as the 
dread nought gentleman would add, ¢ yoo ° 
Just take ‘which hora of tie dilerama yo# 
best.” Inthe remainder of this [tha 09% 
paragraph, 1 cannot perceive nny pss ts 
requiring explanation, except to remarks UH 
whut you are pleased to call ¢ Pussey® 
rank [atiukiog] Pusseyism,’ mark the 
LING t00, is uot (he opinions of Tractaf 
but the pure and undefiled Doctrines of 
Church of England, oe 
As you ure already acquainted with 

sentiments respecting the * imper HY 
cautions conveyed in the concluding PAT 
your firat letter, itis unnecessary for me : 
to repeat any expression of the sanie,— 
your memory is really defective on this P° 
I must in that case trouble you to ré€ 
once lo ty first Communication. : 

I have just finished a few short noted 
your second letter, coutamnirg as man 
presentations and blunders as tho firs’ 
intended 10 have added them to this cow® 
cationybat I do not like to be too troubl 
the obliging Editor of the Gleaner; next i" 
however, D V, yon shall be gratified ¥ yo 
sight of them. Meanwhile let mo spell pst 
M G, X, GM, and all other kind frie jacke?” 
all your benevolent endeavours to * aselo” 
me aod mine, as well as to injare my 
nees (such as it is) in this disicict, Who 
thank God—to no purpose; as long po 00 
lent monitor within me approves, 1 8 ped 
tinge to ba perfectly indifferent, nay 
to slander. a 
The * whole host of [Presbyterian] m 

ters!” one would fancy tha: each of (B io 
* Philistine of Gath, a man of war If WP 
you:h, whose height is six cabits and 8 

of by having an helmet of brass opon his b E 
armed with a coat of mail; the wipe rear 
coat five thousand shokels of brass, with Bo gah 
of braze wopon his legs and 8 of 
of brass upon his shoulders: and th? 8% 5.5 = 
the spear like a weaver’s beam, and tes ‘4 
hesd weighing six hundred shekels © 
1 say *1the whole host of [presby 7 
Presbyters may come out against we, W 
but a youth, * having in mine hand® "Ged 
staff, a few smooth stones and 8 sling poly 
trusting in the nawe of Hiar who wae fo on?” 
David when ho went forth to meet * ! 00 
mies of the armies of [srael.” Lot me ther 
more tell you all, that with the rt 7 v 
hand, and the *noble o'd prayer Bebe 
A postolical aud Catholic Tradition in 

I fear not the whole [+0 called] Presby! 
of Miramichi. } 

Deeming it -consistent he hot 
frankness to annex my name to this . 
cation, [ shall as usuzl subcribe wysel®s 


