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gy or expedient from the consent of others, as o condition of
communion with them,

Let it be assumed that none of the Christion Confessions of
Faith have been doetrinally in error ; but, thot the visible Church
is comprised within the runge of one, or & certain number, of
ecclesfastical arganizations, "There are probably we persons
who, whatevermay le their iden of the Church, ns associnted
awith sucl und such communions, have any doubt that the grace
of God-—of that nature whiclt motally qualifies the soul in this
life for w state of blessedness herenfter—is possessed by very
many who are not withint the Church s the former mny under-
stand i, And his spiritusl phenomenon is explained by them,
not without charity (in the popular sease of the term,) in this
tharmer,—that God has dispensed extranrdinary means of sav-

. ing, unaccountable fur on the terms ol hig covensnt as apparent

to them. Juis not necessary 1o enter into the question, whether
thoze helding these views are consistent in sutistying themselves,
and in conceding to others, that Gaed gives bis uuesvenanted
salvation 1o persons who not enly refuse 1o come within the pale

“in nuestion, but who make o use of the grace of Ged, to.prove

by it that God’s covenant is not confined o that pale ; and of
whom, (in the case of not a few,) the very st act, consequent
on their becoming subjects of the grace of Gad, lus heen o

<degert the fold i question, on the grovmd that the Spivit of God
“-has guided then 1o nore congeninl, perhaps better, pastures.
sdssuming the extmordinary or uncovenanted character of the

meins of suving grace, thus recognized as Divinely extended (o

~muay, and so recognized even by those who coudenmn the use of
ithem, this question is Rinnbly proposed ;—whether the Divine

empioyment of such extraordinary means,—and this o con-

=stantly, s ta render it apparently (ho Diviee will that sonls shall
“be suved as well without the Church (ussumed 1o be such) as
swithin it—does not. witngss against soniething abnorsal in the

glate of the Clwreh.  "Phis abmormial state appeiis i 1he too

ernped character of ceclesinstical institutions, such that they
-ure rendered by Innnan policy too linle adapted to be universal;
sthough such was the designed character of the Churel iself.
“To say that there is actual universality in the adnptedoess of its

diseretional instilutions, is to muintain what is not borne out by |
the existing state of things.  Whatmany persons mean by such

culleged adaptation to epirttunl wants, is rilier. that the spiritual
swants of all men ought 10 1ake that form, which wonld lest
“hrove the vaiversal adaptedness of the inslittifons approved by

the wajmity.  Bav if the various forms of spiritual an, snels
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as they ore, or of that spirilunl.weakness which is a source of
experienced want, are not provided for by the Church, she does
wot fulfil her mission. It is her duty to tend and nustare alike
thoze who feel {hemselves to be helpless without gitual aid, nod
those who cannot endure exclusive ritunl institutes.! ‘What
gpiritunl wanisave here thal have nof grown out of infirmity ?
e weoker (he brethrem, the more cinim_ they have ot her for
anch an adaptation of Iyer institntions as shall include provision
for their case, if practicable. 3f the Churchis an asylum for
sick souls, it should nol pe made io appear, in the cose of any
who are secking the Saviour, either that there is no room for
them, or that they are not wanted, beeause the form and linea-
ments of their spiritunl character do not follow suit. The
Chureh was designed o compriss the development of the entire
file of Christinnity; in the variety of its confoymations. If then
ler legislation tends to promote the separatiou, from her pale,
of any who are © alive unto God,” she cuts off fife, and js ne-
countable for such axcision 5 she is then, in fact, seclarian.
Onalit shie noty rathier, to it at heing so comprehensive, that
aodliness conld net casily be fonnd o of her pule °—1IL niight
Tiwve heen expected that those who hold the riost exclusive views
ont the Clureh question, (in the usual forms af its presentalion)
would he the most anxions that the wings of the Church should
e extended over those 10 whotn unifority is impracticable, or
whe arc impracticable 10 wniformity,  The gaerifice of unessen-
tials (strietly suclt) by the former, must be o small mater n
conparison with the vital interests involved in the question of
incorporation with the Churel. Suill, n sense of the inesfini.
hle imporiance of sueh @ question is [ from
expression, i @ policy gorrespansive (o it.
The interposition of what hos been lermed extraordingry or
uncovenanied groce, by Him, who is © the Head over all things
to the Chuvch,” bos the mnaral significance and effect of u strong
protesl against the unreasonable policy of \he Church. He thus
informs the Church, that de will not abide by her limitativns;
and suggests, vigibly i
body,” she should aspire likewise lo o state in which ehe can

shew that she i © the fulness of him that filleth oll in all!

.
e

* Fhe janter class of Christians appea
10 one department of litnrgical rites—the hymaic.

2 The case of the Society of Friends, from the paiure @
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wuuld most probably merge in apy truly catholic sysiem.:
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difficulties in the way of practical co-operation among those
who difier widely on & variety of points, it should be remember-
ed that there arc various departments of practical co-operation,
in some of which those who are not in the same communiot
join notwithstanding, while in others communion is no guaran-
tee for co-operation. And, even os regards a contemplation of
difficulty in’ the professional intercourse of differing clergy uni-
ted in communion, two considerations present themselves. One
is, that where there ave opposed parties within the same denomi-
nation, the differing clergy are at no loss with regurd to the or-
dinary exclusion of one another from thair pulpits,—and this,
inollensively enoush. The other is, that inlercowse s0 based
as outwardly to imply a recognilion of various points of wide
difierence, is more easy and discretional than wien hased on
professed agreement on (oo many points, or on a reference in
common 10 sindards to which each party assigns a dillevent nndl
exclusive interprotation. _
On the fensibility of a restoration of uwity in communion,
liear 1Ir. Nevin, in the concluding passage of his ireatise on
Seet end Selism — Paith in the CGhorel) is not of itsell all
that the cose requires 3 but it is the first and greatest thing, that
wusi open the way for all ulterior counsel and aciion ; wnd it s
worse than idle to prate sentimentally of our good purposcs inits
absence.  Hall of our sects would be at ence dissolved by i,
lilce mists before the rising sun ; while the field of division and
debate, among the rest, would be nasrowed to less than half its
present dimensions ; and, in the distance at lenst, would be seen
vising to the fond vision of hope, the glovious one Catlolic
Crunes o Tar TUruRs as the praise, and joy, and glory of
the whole earth.”

*The platform un which Protestant Episcopalians ticel js an awhkward
one, off which diffeving parties desire to push oneanother, Althongh their
standards of faith have been drawn up in o spivit of compromise, (wo fiar
ties respectively insist that their owa construction of them is the only jus-
tifinble ouc, und that persons Liclding the opposite views ought not to be in
the Protestant Episcopal Chiurch. Esuch of these parties has more affinily
with some denominations with which it has no communion, than with the
opposite party within the same ¢oinmunion. The consequences are, per
petusl heartburning, party caplicusness, and exposare o vecasional borass-
ing from ont another, since neither can well enter into the religious sensi-
bilities of the other, and it is a rather eurious phenomenon, that whilé, in
noagly every dincese, the parly which happens to be in a minority, com-
plains of being excluded by the other from representation in the execulive
councils of the diucese,—~the members of the same party, if ascendant
in poother diocese, ingur the same complaint for similar exclusiveness.
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i iversity there
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cconomy. If however but onepure Chureh is shewn him, then
the variety of independent socicties within it, instead of distract.
ing him, would provide for-the greater freedom of his mind,
through the-scope they would aflord to his Christian liberty.
- If a disposition were prevalent, townrds such a re-union as
Dr. Nevin well terms “a final ve-integration of the intevests (thus
divided, into their proper catholic unity,” there would be na
difliculty ns to (he adopion of theexternnl bhond necessniy for
their cohesion.  T'his bordd must necessurily be a constitutional
cloment, whatever might be the chameter of the corporations
intended to be associuted.  And in the ense of the Cluisting
economy, what can that element be but the ministry 7 All the
Christinry badies have indeed their ministry. Wl then is need-
" ed to identify, so fur as communion can do it, the minislry of
ane denomination with those of the others?  Simply an cecle-
ginstical channel in common for ministerial comwission apd
recognition.  As we are speaking ef an exiernn! hond, and not
of- that spirit by which all true Christisns ars one in Christ, by
reason of their collective union with the Head, it would be iyrele-
vant for any one to offer the ohjecting plea that ministerial com-
mission i derived only from Christ, ~ "This is taken for granted,
and we may feel encouraged by this very consideration to liope for
something wore than one might otherwise do,—namely (hat
ininisters, having such a commizsion, will be the more prompt,

- Trom that circumstance, o make concessions (not otherwize than

- imocent) for the purpose of giving a universal characier, a uni-
versally recognized and welcome capacity, o every denominu-
tionnl ministry, amd of thus extending indefinitely the scape of
their eficiency. I thie clergy of entire denominations were (o
-censeut to a repelition of the professional ceremony for setiing
thew apart for the ministry, they might call this ceremony what
they would respeclively,—whiether re-ordination to 1he minis-
try; or institutions 1o an colurged field of ministration, ov the
tnauguralion of a re-union among the churchies; amd they
might mean what they would by the designation.  If this how-
ever should be attended,as in the case of not a few it probably
would, with some compromise of their Teelings, (seciarian
pride ) yet how small o matter does this appenr, in comparison
with the grotnds for exnliation, al the great ends promising (o
be answered by such a movement! Of what account would be
the contradicted feelings of whole congregalions, (such as feel-
ings of {lis kind ordinarily are,) ogainst the golden nuspices

* thnt would be reflected over the horizon of their prospects!

In sclving the question of an ceclesinstical authority, of uni-
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versal capacity, whatever might be Lhe contemplaled limitations
and conditions of the practical relation of such 1o the universal
Church, minds {res from a sectarinn spirit conld not butdesire to
fnd n historical and werld-wide principle ready at hand, as being
the best adapred for selection. 1f euch a polivy should inspire
the solution of the question, (and the guestion is here trealed as
one of palicy,) to what conclusion is it likely to lead them, if
nol to the ndoption of Episcopacy, s0 far asthe end in question
i« 10 be onswered 7 That ihis is the most prevulent system
liroughout Christendowm, is 2 consideration of especial impor-
tnnee, with veference to thase countries where corript forms of
Christianity pee ail, and that for obyvions reasons 3 while, for rea-
sons somewhat less obvious, the nbove mentioned ciroumstanee
snerits greal allention, wilh refercnte Lo regions where semi-infi-
delity severs the past from itsell.  These considerations tlo not,
certainty, furnish eonplete proof of the world-wide adnptedness
of Episcopuoy. Buwt b tha 3s wanted to complete such proof,
is (e foct that, in mast of the important denominations, that
syslem is practically in use.! Speh o retemion of it by them,
{under whatever denominational modificnlions,) a8 it were in
spile of themselves, seolis (o indicate a radical marnl necessily
for i, of @ kind nund degree hardly susceptible of explanation.
Such an impression of it essential conservatism does nol, in
iiself, involve, us even hesessary 1o consisiency, o tecognition of
the ministerial succession from ihe apostles, ns ciaimed for epis-
copally ordained clergymen.  Yet one My Teel surprised at &
osition sometimes Gaken by the opponens of [apiscopacy, in
ellect, that the assepled succession s 80 extraordinary o claim; as
to require not unly extraordinary proof, but such proof as can-
not he evaded : while, on the other hand, these who estimale,
ns of o remarkable kind, the evidences of thal succession, regord
bas the manifestation of o special Providence, in support of
what appears to them Lo have been o promise. Yeb, since s
continuity has heei 50 provided for by ccelesiastical praclice;—
three bishops having been plmost universally in requisition (0
tulee purt in o consecration,—il would seem 1o bea mattey rather
wa have been wondered at, if the succcssion had failed, nnd that
in every line. Iis continuity would appenr 10 be so obvious n

result, 1hat it might well weaken one’s belief in any speciul in-

' This remark has reference io e prevatent division of ministerial ofi-
cos amnng three elasses {virtually three orders) and to the peculiar func-
tiuns of presiding offieers. :

.in their edition of The Duirymon's D.ugh
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852.] Privciples of Ecclesinstical Unity. 331

terposition of Provi .
—Iﬂowcvef stcll?‘ i\dsBTim to effect this phenomenon in history
worth, it seoms morally immrasticable & and whatever it may be
in one cnnmumionl “1 jl],lznpmcuu.m?le for Christians to be united
nations will place if o L:[S'lhc-““”'sm"s of the different deiomi-
e stralh me;ﬁ" ! reinselves in a comon velation, by accemt
the arders of tln:‘slc'a otldcrs.ﬂs. comprise all 0[1"“'5’"‘—1‘:3”5‘3(} uenH 5
suporadided sucub:ui“ 0 ydmm ihe succession alfluded to. 'I‘IJ'Z
el it while 1;1311] \.\ould !{\e no burthen to such as do not
:?ecz’m-im.'. e.-.','u-isia).'.——'lfellli" |l1]|cuf:l(_\l ‘::::;Ill(.oll!- it would bo excision—
ine 1he : t : the communion ¢ o
IJIISE!](E;; Il.:ll:l||lr.i?{‘1'!cllt.Il'.U]I(_‘5, the sreater wonld be :I?(:U;:l:;ﬁllllcﬁ‘f{:
would ho |'lut :‘.‘L"](m each diceese.  he distribution of then
an unconfused e e any difliculties in (the way
e J\ft‘)llllil‘l(ll(]‘:} |:3[i nnembarraszed fulfilment of Lhcliirmu:;slgoar
plear bl ,‘.‘_é‘eni:ﬂljz_rufla n_uhculmns that they, ur their peo.7
minht be besiles. A Il;?ll;t(:\“(;\]ﬂ [J‘g iﬁfm?mmc’bwh;““"Cl' they
call the " 41 vliEe ard of metropolilns, (so «
“chu!l}i’l\.zﬂ)]i\\étv\:'ri‘l'i;:“.llz'd of the best jurists, mighlz b(:[ :: CUSZ(: :30(
impartially selected LL]I\?E]-M the Church,—the members being
some of the t|l1']c=‘L Cl - ”!_ ?I!f}ul’(l such & court fuil to includbc
Such n |.")n]Pl.l;hl‘“:i.\{se“g;lj:-ll‘llsls. W
A varley ¢ ens el wourld pot need (o lose Lime |
lu:1 1]le}s c‘c‘l'll?ll:é lCE(ln ,‘?‘-?]‘?Y e Wihat other llun'tlgs;]lllt?l]licdj;t
eoncede such d .:{t:m-‘ of Cluist?? She could well aflurd (o
whatover p-;njg-f. |___|u|1llmls ng ¢ (_,'u[]u-,]jc’” and “ Protestint.? to
“eapacity nf‘lcuér -i]m'.ar i want them,  ITaw great would he the
reason of e c!x"s‘i.iuL-?“S?IE.li“!mi body,—ilic more powerfut by
ence on the ;\'ol'll{] IL .L“’L%"”Hfa‘-fﬂtton. within it ~—Ffor moral inf) 1})-
ance {0 gzt ] "3\';11”{}1(1:“?‘4\} {:(‘J.I.l]])ﬂllf. would .il he for resisi
would e materially checke 1“b0 l-lldnm of cerlnin governments
lhljls diflused. ded by the public epirit that would be
L 1 .
Dron?gll:d lbh\?nllli]l:?r]llicmm life of the chureh would be gremiy
acteristic litersturo, 1"'51();2:3;;1!1!?&1;1‘{ {jl‘qsem, the "“".i"“SIJb', Cllm?-
e

t

"Pherc is, it i
18, 1L § H f
ture of (Ii!Te;‘culsd:al;:]oc[h?:nsldcmb]" interehange and mingling of the lit
sectarian dishonosty. 1 ations. Bt she process is s\rungl; ]H'll'i.edl bt
y. Imagine, for example, the'J‘rm:uim:im_‘,-5;J ted with
" e e oos ppressing
of the Anglican funeral-service, as if o er, a few words in cummendminhr;

of fhe Anglica ! rehensiv 3 i
h it might be intreduced to it. Pﬂad sucli Jgillgssd?;?cl::a;(ltunln-
N ed 10 an
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its plage . .

niiirc))ns, I’hlsff;l:ﬁc?%‘:‘mu for which Peaple must have (heir g fi

thero 15 all (hy el OF a true heart in loye ;7% in swhich by

Christ bajn 2. utary benefit fiom it, withont the Caae,
& 8sctred by (]ip Church, as when tle Su;ﬂnger of

. T Y from beh;
I : : iind the Mo
 ditn eclipse, disastrong twilight shm?:"”

Thia slight extension of rom

more inguiry, impartial, interesting, edifying, into the radical:
character of denominational features,—not such inquiry as is.
siow too common, mercly with o view to expose (hem,—*{he
head and front of their offending™ being, not unfrequently, that
the history of Lheir inward [ife transcends anything that the per-
gonal inward history -of the observer hinself has in common
with I.—But if it is found to be eminently insiructive to exam-
ine the deep principles of the characteristic life of a religious
sociely,—for example, to evolve or o trace those idiosyncrasies,
the synthesis of which constitutes Methodism,—edification of
2 more comprehensive kind, and on n giander scale, attends
anilogous philosoplical inguiry into the moral wants of humani-
Ly ot farge, as expressing a necessily foi divine institutes of uni-
versal applicability.  The adapiation of such institutes 1o meet
Ahose wants, can be set forth in all the forms that moral or intel-
lectual science suggest, without o disproportionale rcliance on
the scope of reason. The true doctrine of * Godl manifest in
the Hlesh’” commands the highest appreciation, when it is sub-
served by exhibitions of the untecedent demand in Nature for
such manifesiation, alzo of its ratioual probability, and of its all-
sufficiency to hamuaity, both for the recovery of the Intter from
any depth of mora! degradation, and fur the satisfuction of any
conceivable hurman aspiration, natural or inspired, towards nioral
elevation.  Even this extent of appreciation, which is wilhin
the capacity of renson, necessitafes, us a consuruence, o recog-
nition of the appeinted resource forall aspiration that is founded
on this cential truth and basis of lope,—tlat resouree being the
Holy Spiril, inseparable from the glorified person of Chiist. Tt
is to the failure of aduc collateral dependence on Aim, as the
Giver of life,—ihe Jife of and in the glorilied God-man,
whase messenger amndd everliving channel of grace to us he
is,—that those nnhealthful developments are owing, which, while
claiming 10 exalt the doctrine of the Incarnation, rather defeat
the spiritual end and vse of it, by inculeating undae dependence
on subordinale means of participation in Christ. A sensibility
to the operation of (hat Spirit, as our living tie with the Person
of the Redeemer, is the best guarantee for a right estimate of
visible institutions.  And the doctrine of the Church then lkeeps

,.
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i Cyprian, 235
ble.”* The sectarinn, morally such, is he who will-not's
furtherance of Christian unity. He who yearns forthis cons
mation, but cannot see his desire realized, must have. pay
with that seciarian position, from which be connet freo!
by any change in his ecclesinstical relations, -

There is abroad a sprending weariness of disunion, anil
of unity, which would no doult be much grenter, iU we
generally imagined (though unnccessarily) that denomi
predileciions and associations must be sacrificed toit3z oeen
plishreat. This sense of the ecclesiastical wont of th
checked as it is by seclarinn tenacionsness, is rather, coingit
with o gofitical spirit now diflased through several: coumi
in favor of lederal unity, which is however inpeded By
due proportion of sectional jeulousy. A perind of ik
perilous irial threatens to arvives when these coincident:s;
tmay together have reached an impatient cliviax. For.iby
of the age may ihen appear, pussessing genius and infernal
spivntion, adegqutc 1o sustuin n Gir promise to  gather togel
in one all things.”  Should therefore n churacter npn ;
mating the associate oflices of Prophet, Priest, and - Jing
should werely aunion of the imperial seeptre of the:Wes
the keys of n Pontifex Maximus, in the sune indivith
come o worlt-question,—such w chavcter may welly M
le, deceive the very elect,” ere the latter detect &
Antichriste  Thus, the continued  unsettement of -1
question will be in iself a probuble source. of lempiat
sueh an epoch. Tty 1o escape the snares of any. fulse:
ihe indispensuble securities for the inclividual Ghristigi
nefuuiniance with the person and character. of th
also with his woice,—which latier is, and will be, ne
that of the Paracltz, until our Blessed Lord sl
re-nppear.  Without @ recognition of the voices -
Spivit speaking to our heart of henits, how canwe
ihe person, from whom that spivit proceedeth as hisAgents
his re-appearing #—But, though it is only thranghil
i common of that Spirit that we can ull be-ongyn
and the Incarnate Son are one, thal we mny oo
gtill Unity in the exterual reludian of the profess

Christ tends materially—though of course in i hesd:
when they we quickened imo the Unity of the:Spt
above sense,—to the moral etfect of convering the!

CYPRIAN,
Secone Article.
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