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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
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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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ded o, for judgingof the SPW’mdlé\lﬂn.l.al Orl)fl?gh‘:-;;ﬁo nim at - one denomination with those of the others?  Simply an cocle-
is an illustration of the duty Or_ “‘f" . u-“:ilof ental charneler, ginstical channel in common for ministerial comnission and
supplying the spiritual watt Of,],m, m)‘r] ;n.:ccc Janee of sectional recognition.  As we are speaking of an external hond, und not
and that not on comnditions, suct a8 He clos ior even tribes, bul of- that spirit by which all true Christisns ars one in Christ, by
or socin] ehibboleths, that may do 'f.m L“LTLl'llil‘m Christinn leav- reason of their collective union with the Head, it would be irrele-
pot for humanity at large. L"l'llug‘u?i;]mllm]é i anything of any vant for uny one to offer the ohjecting plea that ministerial com-
ing the Church SRR “:lm\\ ﬁmt which lie abandons, mission 1s derived only from Clrist. ~ "This is taken for granted,
other occolesinstival organization ]lm__ [ Protesiant socicties, ie- and we may feel encouraged by this very consideration to liope for
gees suddenly before !nm a nuwm ).un(\)mm'i ill‘l{l.l having litle 10 so!npliling more than oue might otherwise do,—naniely that
cognizing no constitutional tie 1n ¢o + that his reception of the ininisters, having such a commission, will be the more prompt,
do with one another.  TTaving suppose tan end to his ritual from that circummstance, o make concessions (not otherwize 1than
rospel of Churist, in its purity, \\{ns to ‘p:l“; searcely be blaumed, innocent) for the purpose of giving a universal characier, o uni-
and confessional distractions, sut “"‘l one contont with o state of vessally recognized and welcome eapasity, 1o every denominn-
if, sitting ot the feel of h:.s ]_.cl!:(l? -]?];;ig?zmlism for po man 8 tional ministry, ond of thus extending indefinitely (he scope of
usoclesinstical isolation;—aor Tal EQ‘I:"'] e —-'m’d there declines their efliciency. 1T the elergy of entire denominations were (o
isolated who commuues witly his for o eis of ccolesinstical -censeut to a repelition of the professional ceremony for setiing
to he ¢ ecarcful and troubled ohout” ma : 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
thut would be reflected over the horizon of their prospeets!
In sclving the question of an ceclesinstical authority, of uni-
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