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CHARGE.

HevErREnD BRETHREN,

I pave locked forward to meeting you cn the ocoasion
of my fourth Visitation, with mingled feelings of pleasure
i.ur.l IILI.'IE"- ; of pleasure, as being permitted by the good-

od o congestulate you upon the Church's
m-m'eued and increasing emergy, and usefulness, and
power; of anxiety, as being seosible that I should be
expected to speak, with the authority belonging to my
office, upon the most impertaut of the ch uestions, respecting
which the Clergy are at this time divided in opinion.
These questions are, in fact, 50 much more urgent than
any others which present themselves s suitable topies of
o address upon this oceasion, that I make no apology for
entering upon them st once, without pausing to notice
mattera of inferior moment,

The gquestions, to which I allude, relate partly to the
doctrines of our Church, and partly to its ritual, It will
not be possible for me, in the compass of a Charge, to do
more than toueh, in a summary manner, upon the prin-
cipal features of the sontroversy now carrying on amongst
us; and I must therefore abstain, sa far as the pature of
the subjeets will permit, from lengthened argument and
discussion : but you have a right to know my opinions on
these matters ; and I shall proceed to state them as plaini
and as briefly as I can. This is the first opportunity whic.
I have had of doing #o, in an official addresa to the Clergy,
since the controversy assumed a definite and prominent
shape ; and I acknowledge that 1 was oot unwilling to
pause, and to be silent for a time, in the hope that those,
who have been engaged in that controversy, would see the
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evils which must ensue to the Church from its continu-
ance, and be led to modify, or at least to keep within their
own bosoms, what I considered to be extreme opinions.
That bope has unhappily passed away ; and it now remains
for me to perform the duty of prononncing that deliberate
judgment which the Clergy of my own diocese are entitled
to look for. In so doiog, it will be my endeavour, in
humble relicnee upen the guidence of the Holy Spirit, not
to enter into a polemical discussion on the truth of the
doctrines, or the propriety of the rites and ceremonies,
which will come under consideration ; but to act as an in-
terpreter of the Church's sense as to the one, and of her
will as to the other. If these can be clearly ascertained,
we can have no difficulty, locking to the relation in which
we stand to her, as to whak we are to teach, or fow we are
to minister: for we have all solemnly promised, at our
ordination, to ' give our faithfal diligence always so to
“ minister the doctrine, and sacraments, and the isgipline
" of Christ, a8 the Lord hath commanded, and as this
# Church and realm hath received the same,”

But before I enter upon these subjects, end as introdue-
tory to them, I think it right to offer & few remarks upon
the most important of the questions concerning Church
government and discipline, that which relates to the source
and validity of our mission, and to the extent of our
authority, as ambassadors of Christ, the interpreters of
his Word, and the dispensers of his Bacraments. 1 have
so recently mads a public declarstion of my opinions on
the divine institution and authority of the Church, that I
need not repeat them on the present oecasion. If the
view which I have taken of the subject be correct, it
follows, as a necessary inference, that in this country the
clergy of the national Church, and they alone, are entitled
to the respect and obedience of the people, as their lawfal
goides and governors in spiritual things : that they alone
are duly commimioned to preach the Word of God, and
to minister his holy Sacraments. But the extent and
boundaries of their ministerial nuthority are points, which
admit of a considerable diversity of opinion, even amongst
those who do not question its origin or legitimaey. If it
be an error, leading to, and partaking of the nature of
schism, to deny, or undervalue that anthority, it is, cn the
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other hand, ipjurions to the cavse of truth and unity to

rale it, and to stretch i Gﬁflrerogativai beyond that
which has the sure warrant of s Word. Thoee persons,
who are driven, by the overstrained pretensions of the
clergy, to question their authority, are almost sure to
withhold from them the respect to which they are justly
entitled, and to consider priesthood and priesteraft as con-
vertible terms.

There is so obvious an analogy, in the general features
of ecclesipstical polity, between the sppointment and
offices of the hierarchy under the Levitical law, and those
of the Christian mioistry, that it is oo wonder if some
persons have imagined, not mercly an analogy, but a
typieal relation between them; the Jewish priesthood
being the titfpe. and the Christian ministry ghe antitype;
the high-priest, the priests, and Levites of the one, answer-
ing to the bishops, priests, and deacens of the other; the
latter inberiting the dignity, privileges, and duties of the
former. The Church of Kome, on the other hand, teaches
that our Saviour jnstituted a new and proper priesthood,
after the order of Meichizedek. Neither of these soppo-
sitions is consistent with the la.ng'unga of Holy Seripture.
The priesthood of Melchizedek, and that of Aaron, were
:{p'mll of that which was borne by Jesus Christ Himself,

e great high priest of the world, who fulfilled, once for
all, in his own person, every type and shadow of the older
economy of God's Chureh, which bore any relation to
propitiatory sacrifice, and to mediation between God and
man,

It is apparent from the whole train of argument pursued
in the Epistle to the Hebrews, that under the new dispen-
sation Jesus Christ was to be the m;_ly sacrificing priest; his
death the only proper sacrifice ; mself the only victim.
All the offices, authority,and eElnu.ny of the Jewish priest-
hood, as they pointed to Jesus Christ, and drew all their
efficacy from Ais mediation, were finally centered and
absorbed in Him, beside whom, and after whom, there is
oo victim, no sacrifice, no medintor between God
nm:l man. Whatsoever spiritual power, duties, or privi-

leges, belong to the Christian ministry, are derived to it
solely from Jesus Christ, as the Head of his Church, the
founder of a mew spiritual economy, wherein man, being



placed in a new relation to God, requirea a different pro-
vision of outward means, for the purpose of approaching
Him, and obtaining his favour. Our blessed Lord retains,
in his own person, the everiasting smeerdotal order of
Melehizedek; and he has given to his Church, not a new
order of sacrificing priesta; but some, apostles ; and some,
prophets; and some, Evangelisis; and some, pastors and
teachers; for the perfecting of the saints, for the work of the
ministry, ﬁlrt.h# amfng of the body of Christ.'

We hold, in opposition to l'.he Church of Rome, that
the offering of a propitiatory sacriice to God is not one
of the functions and privileges of the Christian ministry.
Jesus Christ, by one offering hath perfected for eoer them that
are sanciified;* and we derogate from the absolute wor-
thiness and sufficiency of that offering, if we soppose that
sny supplementary sacrifices are required for the purpose
of propitiation, If @od waes in Christ, reconciling the
world unto Himself; we need no other reconciler. We
have indeed owr sacrifice, and our altar, and our priesthood,
to offer the one, and to minister at the other. But the
sacrifice is a spiritnal sacrifice, and the altar is figuratively
an altar. We slay no victim, we offer no vietim elain :
but we commemorate the one great and final sacrifice,
properly o ealled, in the manner appointed by our Lord ;
and we contivuslly present unto God that memorial, with
prayer, and thanksgiving, and an offering of our substance,
and of ourselves, both soul and body ; and so we apply to
ourselves, through faith, the results of the one propi-
tintory sacrifice; and the whole is rightly, but figuratively
termed a eucharistic sserifice, & sacrifice of praise and
thanksgiving.

As to our priesthood, let us heware of arrogating to
ourselves the character of mediators between God and
men, in any sense which implies that we can stand between
them and their Judge, except with reference to that mys-
terdnus eEu:m:r which balongs to Chriatinn intercession,
by whomsoever offered, if offered in faith, aud which it is
our special duty to offer in bebalf of the people committed
to our care. At the same time let us be careful to impress
both ourselves and them with jost netions of the real

{1} Eph I, 10, (%) Heb. 1. 14, (4) 3 Cor. v. 10
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objects and inherent worthiness of our office. It is ours
to realize, instrumentally, to those for whom Christ died,
the blessings of which the Levitical priesthood administered
only the shadows. It is ours to graft them into the body of
Christ's Chureh ; to initiate them into the saving truths of
the Gospel ; to turn their hearts to the wisdom of the just,
guiding them to Him who alene ean deliver them from
the bondage of sin; declaring, as his ambassadors, the
conditions and assurance of pardon ; snd dispensing to his
household the spiritual food of his body and hlood ; to do
all this, and on that account to have the ehief stations in
that household, and to be entitled to the attention and
respect of all who belong to it.

Qur blessed Saviour's charge to Bt Peter, and through
him to all his ministers, was, Feed my sheep. Whatsoever
acts of kindmess, or authority, are requisite for the due
execution of that charge, with respect to those to whom we
stand in the relation of pastors, it is ours to exercise, and
theirs to acknowledge and submit to: but in our minis-
terial acts hoth of kindness and authority, especially the
latter, we are to have respect to the Church's laws and
erdinances ; and beyond what they uire, we may not
claim obedience. And it is well that it is so: for a spi-
ritual authority, oot so limited, in the hands of fallible and
imperfect men, wonld be perverted, as in the example of
Rome, to the ends of an intvlerable tyranny over the
secret thoughts and consciences, as well as the outward
acts and observances of those who should be subject
to it

This limitation of our ministerial authority, by the laws
of the Church to which we belong, extends also to every
part of our miniaterial duty. Ar tle clergy of an integral
aod iodependent national Church, we are bound and
restricted in the exercise of our funecticns oot ounly by
the general and fundamental laws of the Church Cathelic,
but by those of the particular branch of it in which we
hold office. We are to teach, aa our own Chureh teaches,
in ber Articles of Leligion, and to minister discipline
according to the laws by which she has preseribed and
defined it.

First as to our teachiong; “ The Church of Eogland,”
says Bishop Hall, ™ in whuse mutberhood we have all just

A 3
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+ cause to pride ourselves, hath in much wisdom and piety
“ delivered her judgment concerning all necessury points
“ of religion, in so complete & body of divinity as all
 hearts may rest in, Those we resd, those we write
“ ynder, as professing not their truth only, but their
“ gufficiency alsa. The voice of God our Father in his
“ Beriptures, and (out of them) the voice of the Church
“ gur Mother in her Articles, s that which must both
¢ guide and settle our resolutions. 'Whatsoever is besides
¢ these, is but private, or nnnecesaary and uncertain.”

If it be asked, In what seose are the Artieles themselves
to be understood, for they are not all eo precisely worded
as to ghut out ell possible diversity of interpretstion? we
answer, Where the meaning of an Article may seem to be
uneertain, we have the Church for her own interpreter in
her Liturgy and Homilies, especially the former: and if
in some few instances it should happen, that even with
that help we are unable to determine, with perfect certainty,
the truth which an Article was imtended to assert, or,
(which is more likely to be the case) the error which it is
intended to deny, we are surely to be guided, in our inter-
pretation of it, by the known, or probable, intention of
those who framed it ; inasmuch as that will determine the
sense in which the Article was received at the first, and
that in which it ought still to be received, where it has
not been contradicted, or quelified, by any later authori-
tative declaration of the Chureh’s opinion.? 1t is possible,
and I think barely peesible, that the words of the 2lst,
22d, and 31t of our Articles may be so construed, as to
bear the sense which some have lately attempted to put
upon them; but it is not the sense which their authors
intended ; it is not that in which they have been under-
stood by the English Church ; and therefore it is not that
in which they are to be subscribed or explained.

It has indeed been said, and not lately for the first time,
that the Articles of our Reformed Charch were drawn up
in general terms, that men of different judgments might
accommodate them to their own opinions: and that all
who, though differing in the branches, meet together in

4} Epist, Dedicatary to * The Obd Religlen.”
h!i Bes Appendiz, tﬁ-ﬂh [A] e




