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A LETTER,
§e. Ge.

MY LORD,—

You will not be surprised, thet T should feel myself ealled
upon to take some notice of your recent Letter to the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury. The frequent referenees oceurring in
it to my statements on the controversy to which it relates,
and the patare of the observations made upon them, are such
as to require from me an epswer. 1 must be permitted to
add, that the attack which your Lordship has there made
upon our common ecclesiastical Ruler and Primate (to ssy
nothing of your censure of other and still higher suthorities),
would alone justify any of the faithful sons of our Church in
placing before the public & calm review of your stetementa,

My Lord, in making this sttack, you are conscious that
you are assailing one whose position entirely prevents the pos-
sibility of his offering any reply, and to whose Christian for-
bearance alone you are indebted for heing allowed to disturb
the peace of the Church with impunity. Your Lordship, with
characteristic ingennity, hss tsken adventsge of a phrase in
his Grace’s Preface to his new edition of his work on Apo-
stolieal Preaching, to represent him as having descended from
his high position into the field of eontroversy, on a subject in
which you are one of the parties, And, with your usual accu-
racy, you have stated, that, “in the whole history of the Church
of England,” yon are “not aware that anything of s similar
kind has ever before oceurred.” Have you never heard, then,
my Lord, of Archbishep Cranmer's Answer to Bishop Gar-
diner? Are you really so little versed in the writings of our
Beformers, that such a work ss this comes not even within

B



2

the limits of your recollection t  And, were your statement
correct, could you have placed before the world & fact more
zelf-condemmatory ! If the unparalleled character of your
proceedings had forced His Grace a step out of the usual
course, 1 leave it to your Lordship’s considerstion, in what
position it wonld have left your own canse.

But, my Lord, it isnot so. His Graee has done no such
thing ; and time will show, whether he has any intention of
w0 doing. The charge is, like too meny of your Lordship’s
accusations, groundless, unjustifiable, and offensive.  Your
Lordship does not need to be informed, but the public may,
that in the course of the recent controversy, and when it was
known that Hiz Grace would have to sit in jndgment upon the
Cause then sub judice, certain parties, on your Lordship’s side
of the question, felt it to be consistent with Christian eandour,
to cull certain passages from his work on Apostolical Preaching
(first published thirty-five years ago), —separating them from
modifying passages, of 33 ycarsstanding, in the context,—and, in
the face of these modifying passages, end also of distinet decta-
rations made upon the subjeet in the eourse of the last few years,
give them to the world as His Grace's sentiments upon the Cruse
then sub judice in the Chwreh, My Tord, those who sre de-
fending the canse of troth ean afford to leave such practices to
the fate which, sooner or later, inevitably awnits them, and
therefore your supporters were permitted to enjoy undisturbed
all the aid which such a system of defence could afford them.
They were left unnotived; and if anything was wanting to
show their true character, it has been supplied by the quota-
tions now put forward by your Lordship’s own hands, as proving
that His Grace’s sentiments were entirely opposed to what
they were thus represented to be. My Lord, under these
circumstances, was there any cause for surprise, was there
any just ground for charging His Grace with descending mto
the field of * eontroversy,” when in the Preface to a new edition
of his work, published after the Judgment had been delivered,
he pointed sttention, 1 an unconfroversial way, to the fact that
there were various passages in the very work which had been
=0 misused, bearing out the Bentence to which he had just
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éiun his public senction. Most justly did he * eall attention
to what ” he had * written concerming the grace of baptism.”
And he added, that his mind was confirmed in the correctness
of such a view of the matter by other arguments and testimo-
nice which he there adduces. And T believe, that, with the ex-
ception of & small and turbulent faction, the Church will thank-
fally accept such an exposition of His Grace’s views, without
dreaming of his having “descended * {as your Lordship justly
expresses it) into the field of  controversy * with you on the
subject.

My Lord, I need scarcely observe, that in the remarks I am
about to make on your Letter, I spesk merely nsan individual,
I alone am responsible for the statements here made. And
my remarks sre made on a copy of your Lordship’s Letter,
bearing on the cover the impress of the “fourth edition,”
delivered at my house before three o'clock on the same day on
which il was first published. T call your Lordship’s attention
to this fact, in order that yon may give such directions on the
subject as you think fit to your respectable publisher, who does
not nsually, I believe, adopt such practices.

My Lord, the first five-and-twenty pages of your Letter are
spent in the attempt to prove, that his Grece's sentiments have
recently undergone a great change on the subject of the effects
of Baptism. And you intimate at its conelnsion, that though
you have been his Grace's " affectionnte friend for nearly thirty
years,” such change has compelled you to become *“ now” only
his “*afflicted servant.” My Lord, if your charge were true,
wonld there be any cause for wonder or repronch, H, in his later
years, His Grace had thought good somewhat to modify the
statements made by him in a work published more than thirty
yeara ago ! Would it justify a virulenf at?ack upon one under
whose snthority you are placed, and to whom you have solemnly
pledged yourself that you will pay all “due reverence and
obedience 7' 'What would have been your Lordship’s feelings,
if a presbyter of your diocese had edopted the emme eourse
towards yourself, with respeet to certain works published
within & very short period of time from one another? But
your Lordship may perhaps say, that you claim ample scope for
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change, “excepting only one single subject, the fundamental
articles of the Creed.”  Tha efficacy of baptism,” you add,
% is such an article.’”” And is it really a “ fundamental article”
of the Christian creed, that every infent ia neeessarily a partaker
of apirituel regeneration in and by baptism? Where is your
Lordship’a autbority for such @ statement, either in Holy
Scripture or in the ancient Creeds of the Church ! L am quite
aware of the citations made from both sources by heated con-
troversialists, who find their own preconceived notions in every
passage that relstes to the subject, but I challenge your Lord-
ship to produce & single passage from either that will bear you
out in this assertion. [s it really a desertion of & fundamental
article of faith, to admit, that all the effects which were at one
time sapposed to attend the administration of infant Baptism
do not invariably and necessarily attend it £

Permit me, my Lord, to remark, that fundamental articles
of faith are not to be created by the dicfum of any man, or
body of men. They must reat, as the Creeds themselves are
made by our Church to rest, on #mest sure warrants of Holy
Seripture.” And such sure warrants, or any warrant, for the
invariable spiritus] regeneration of all infants in end by Baptism,
your Lordship will certainly look for in vain.

But, my Lord, the truth is, that you bave, unconsciously,
most incontrovertibly established the fact, (as I ahall imme-
diately show) that, secording fo yowr own view of the maiter,
there has been, for even more than this period of * affectionste
friendship,” no change af all. You tell us, that the  additions
snd omisgions” made in the Oth edition, just published, of
his Grace’s work on “ Apoatolical preaching,” make its * tone
on the subject of Baptism * very different from that which it
exhibited ” in the original work published in 1815, And
you courteously remark, that while his Grece, in his Preface,
¢ speaks of it as if it were still substantiaily the same,” it will
be your “painful duty to remark on some most important
changes,” &e. And your accusetion is, that this change is
recent. You regret that “now,” in his “advanced years and
exalted station,” he should “almost contradiet the sounder
teaching of his earlier years.” (p. 6.} . Now, my Lord, would



