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A

PROVERBS xXN1I. ©.

Train up a clild in the way he should go: and, when
he is old he will not depart from it.

Wuzex our religious Reformers had introduced the sys-
tem of doctrine and discipline, which is now established
in this ]\'illﬂ'hOIl] their next endeavour was to perpetuate
that system by an education adapted to it; by training up
the childven in the way they should go, that, when
they were old, they might not depart from it.  Though
convinced, on the one hand, that its tenets, as conformable
with Scripture, therefore rested on a solid foundation, yet
knowing on the other hand, that, if truth is not instilled
at an early age, 1ts place will be occupied by error,
they wisely determined to intermix with the first elements
of education the principles of that faith, which they them-
selves believed to Le true. Thus the prudent parent
awaits not the age of maturity, that his child may de-
termine for hinself, but, as soon as reason begins to
dawn, nculcates such principles of moral conduct, as, in
the opinion of the parent, will best contribute to the
happiness of the child.
A Q
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Our Reformers therefore deemed it expedient, at the
first Christian Office of which we partake, the Office of
Baptism, to introduce an Lwhortation to the Godfathers
and (rodmothers of the baptized mifant, not only remind-
ing them of the ““ solemn vow, promise, and profession,”
which they had made in his name, but requiring at their
hands that the child be mstructed in those things “ so
““ soon as he shall be able to learn” them. It is required
at their hands, that he learn, not only the Lord’s Prayer,
and the Ten Comwmandments, but the Creep, ¢ and all
““ other things which a Christian ought to know and
“ believe to his soul’s health.” They are then admonish-
ed “ to take care that this child be brought to the Bishop,
““to be confirmed by him, so soon as he can say the
“ Creed, the Lord's Prayer, and the Ten Commandments
“1n the vulgar tongue; and be further instructed 1n the
“ Cuurcy Catecuisya set forth for that purpose.”
Immediately after the Forms of Baptism, this Catechism
15 Inserted as a part of the Liturgy ; and is there termed,
““ An instruction to be learnt of every person before he
‘““be brought to be confirmed by the Bishop.” In the
rubrics annexed to it, the Curate of every parish is en-
joined to Instruct and examine openly in the Church, on
Sundays and Holidays, ““ so many children of his pa-
‘“ nish, sent unto him, as he shall think convenient, in
“some parts of this Catechism.,” Parents are enjoined
to send their children, and masters even their servants
and apprentices (if they have not learnt their Catechism)
“ obediently to hear and be ordered by the Curate, until

*“ such time, as they have learnt all, thatis here appointed
“ for them to learn.”

Irom this short statement it appears, that our Re-
formers themsclves laid at least the foundation for a sys-
tem of Religious Education, to be conducted under the
superintendence of the parochial clergy. And to afford
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additional secunity, that this Relicious FEducation be con-
ducted according to the doctrines of the Charch of Eng-
land, 1t was enacted by the seventy seventh Canon ', that
every Schoolmaster should not only be licensed by the
Bishop of the Diocese, but previonsly subscribe to the 1.i-
turgy and Articles.  And tis Canon was confirmed by-
the Act of Uniformity * ; which requires every Schoolnas-
ter, both to obtain a License from the Bishop, and to de-
clare that he will ““conform to the Litw gy of the Church
“ of England, as now by law established.” Lastly, by the
seventy-ninth Canon, all Schoolmasters are enjoined, not

only to use the Catechism, but to bring their scholars to
their parish CHURCH.

The plan therefore ot conducting a Church-of-England
education is very clearly prescribed, and prescribed also
by authority. Now the Liturgy, the chiet of this autho-
rity, is confirmed by the law of the land : it is the Reposi-
tory of the Religion “ by law established :” and the Reli-
gion by law established, must always be regarded as the
natwnal Rehgion. But in every country the national
Education must be conducted on the principles of the
national Religion. For a violation of this rule would in-
volve, not only an absurdity, but a principle of selt-de-
struction : it would counteract by authority what it ezjoins
by authority®. No education therefore in zAis country

¥ Compare this Canon with the 36th, to which it refers,

2 Sect. 8—-11.

* Hence, in all countries, both ancient and modern, the Reli.
gion of the state has been the basis of Education for the citizens
of that state. In other words, the National Religion has been
made the foundation of Nationul Education. Thus, in countries
where the Church of Rome 1s established, the children are edu.
cated in the doctrines of that Church: where Lutheranism is estab-
lished, they are educated as Lutherans: where Calvinism, as Cal.
vinists., And this education is not left to the will of the teacher,
but 1s prescribed by the laws of the respective couniries, and is,
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can be entitled to the appellation of nationul, where the
Liturgy 1s discarded, or where the cluldren attend not the
service of the Established Church.  Indeed the parochial
and charity schools, which were cither founded or new mo-
delled after the Reformation, were invariably conducted
ip such a manner, as to educate the children for the na-
tional religion. They were trained 1n habits of aftection
for the Church, of which they were members ; they were
taught to revere its rites and ordmances ; and regular at-
tendance at the pau::h Church on the Subbat/z day
was no less required, than attendance at the parish
school on ozher days. Had this system of parochial edu-
cation been carried to a greater extent, or had it been
more generally retained, the defection from the established
Church would never have been raised to its present height.
The good effects of this system in Scotland, on the religion
there established, is known to every man, who is acquaint-
ecl with that part of our island. The same system pre-
vails in the protestant countries on the continent : but no
where more completely than in Saxony, where the village
schoolmaster has a regular endowment, where their ap-
pointment or confirmation depends on the Court of Con-
sistory, and where the parochial clergy superintend and di-
rect then.

therefore, nationa! education. Iu the ancient governments of
Greece and Rome, the same care was taken to educate the children
for the relision of the state: Indeed, at Athens, though the seat
of philosophy, the youth were not ouly taught to revere the rekhi-
gion of their country, but, before they were admitted to the privi-
lepes of a citizen, wera required to take a solemn valk, that they
would be faithful, as well to the sacred, as to the political and
military institutions of their country. "The form of this oath is
preserved by Stobieus, (Serm. x1i.) and may be scen in Potter’s An-
tiquities, B.i. Ch. 26, or Warburton’s Works, vol.iv. p. 231. A
part of this oath was ¢ IEPA TATATPIA TIMHEQ, ¢ I will revere
the national religion,”

4
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Before I proceed, 1t is nccessary to observe, that the
arsuments in this Discourse are not designed as arguments
for restraint on those, who dissent trom the Established
Church. Qur Liturgy applies not to the members of oher
churches; our canons aftect no other clergy, than the
clergy of the establishment: and the Act of Uniformity
was intended only as an act of security for the Church of
England, not as an instrument of compulsion to become a
member of it. The members therefore of other churches
in this country, being bound by no such conventions, re-
tain the natural right, not only of worshipping God, but of
educating their children, in theirown way.  And this na-
tural right is confirmed by the Act of Toleration united
with other Acts in favour of religious hiberty. Nor are
the Clergy of the establishment at all desirous of abridging
the freedom of religious opinionand worship, which is ex-
ercised by men of other persuasions. The Dissenters
therefore have full liberty of applying their own principles
to their own education. And ndeed they act wisely in
promoting that, which is best adapted to their own pur-
pose.

But do the members of the listablishment shew the
same wisdom with the Dissenters, m promoting plans of
education, where no provision is made for the national
religion, where the Liturgy is disregarded, or where 1t is a
matter of indifference, whether the children on a Sunday
frequent the Conventicle or the Church? Is such con-
duct consistent with the ¢ solemn vow, promise and pro-
fession,” which we make at our Baptism, and renew at
our Confirmation? Do we act consistently, if, while we
profess to “ believe all the Articles of the Christian
Faith,” we encourage a system of education, from which
those Articles of Faith are excluded ? Can the Clergy espe-
cially, who not only subscribe to the Liturgy and Arti-
cles, but even hold their preferments by this very tenure,
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conscientiously support any other than a Clhurch-of-Fng-
land education? Can they do it without betraying the
cause, which they are pledged to defend*? It may indeed
be asked, whether every man, ifrom the lowest to the
Inghest, who holds an office of trust or power, whether
rehigious or civil, which he could not have obtained but by
professing himself @ member of the National Church, is
not boand by such profession, 1f not only openly to dis-
countenance, at least not openly to promete, a system of
education, from which the National Religion is dis-
carded.

Liberality and philanthropy are terms indeed of se-
ducing import; and no man, who possessed the faith
of a Christian, or the morality of a Heathen, would
recommend the reverse of either.  But hke other virtues
they have their limits : and if those limits are passed,
the good may be outweighed by the concomitant evil.
What 1s more amiable, more endearing, than chanty to
the poorr What exercise can excite a nobler gratifi-
cation, than to distribute what we can afford to the indi-
gent and the afflicted? DBut if we starve our own chil-
dren, to feed the children of the séranger, our charity 1s
converted into cruelty : we neglect a prinary, to perform
a secondary duty.—DBenevolence to all mankind, everr
love to our enemies, isa duty incunbent on every Christian ;
but we must not thereforc promote the cause of our ene-
mies to our own destruction. Foes, as well as friends,

* Though the Toleration Act, with an Act passed n the nine-
teenth year of his present Majesty, give full Iiberty in this respect
to Dissenters, and though dissenting schoulmasters, provided they
gualify as such under tlxe last-mentioned Act, are free to inculcata
‘their oun religicus opinions, yet no such Acts apply to the mem-
bers of the establishmeni. Indeed, it would be preposierous for
those men to plead an Act of Toleration, who have solemnly
bound themselves to the doctrine and discipline of the Church of
England, |

[
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when objects of compassion, are entitled to our rerard -
but, if they are possessed of power, and that pm;cr 15
exerted against us, no duty, either moral or religious,
can require us to increase it.  Nor should we forget,
that there are degrees of attachment, no less warranted
by political justice, than by natural feehng. It is con-
sistent with 0o/, to love ones own family, or onc’s own
country, morce than another family, or another country,
It 15 consistent with neither, to preach that wiversal
philanthropy, which excludes from its wide eabrace Loth
paternat and patriofic afiection.—1f thus plilantiwopy be
applied to religion, it is cqually capable of aluse. Hard
indecd must be the heart of that man, and poor indeed
his undcerstanding, who can sce a fellow-creature mn dis-
tress, and coldly ask, bciore he reiieves him, to what
religion he belongs.  Whether a Jew or a Samaiitan, a
Christian or a Twrk, it 1s a fwman being, that wants our
assistance : and if we refuse 1t, because our religions are
difterent, we bring disgrace upon our own. DBut this
principle of gencral benevolence, which in some cases re-
quires us to disregard religious distinctions, applies not,
where duty interferes m behalf of our own religion.  For,
as no philanthropy can warrant the neglect of our own
family, or our own country, so no philanthropy can
warrant the neglect of our own religion. When our
philanthropy aftects our family, our country, or our re.
ligion, it loses its genuine character, and becomes a weak-
ness, or a vice, instead of a virtue,

11,

1t is well known, that a system of education, conducted
by a very intelligent and active Dissenter in this covntry,
a system, in which, of course, as he himself conducts 1t,
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the doctrine and discipline ofthe Charch of England form
no part, has, during the last seven years, received very
extensive patronage from men of @// ranks and professions.

This systemn he conducts on the avowed principle, that
““ education ought not to be subservient to the propaga-

« tion of the peculiar tenets of any sects.” Hence no
other parts of Christiamty are there professed, than what
he terms its ‘“ unconiroverted principles®”  Whether
our religion, when thus curtailed, does not lose the cha-
racter of Christianity alfogether, or whether enough of it
remains to satisfy the demands of any other religious
party in this country, it is certain that the doctrines of
Chuistianity, as taught by the Church of England, have

5 These are Mr. Lancaster’s own words in the Introduction,
(p. viii.) to his work, entitled ¢ Improvements in Education.” It is
obvious from the general tenor of this Introduction, that the word
“ sect” 1s there applied, as well to the established, asto the tole-
ratcd religions in this country. N.B. The edition from which I

now quote, 1s the sixth, X

& Mr. Lancaster, speaking of s school at p. 23, says, “ This
“ school 15 not established to promote the religious principles of
“ any particular sect; but setting aside all party distinctions, its
“ object is to instruct youth in useful learving, in the leading and
“ uncontroverted principles of Christianity, and to train them in
“ the practice of moral habits, conducive to their future welfare,
“as virtuous men and useful members of society.”—Though I
have no concern at present with the lust clause of the sentence, I
bave quoted the whole, lest it should seem, that [ designedly omit
what is in Mr. Lancaster’s fuvour. lam as ready, as any man, to
allow, that he educates his scholars in ¢ moral habits.”” But moral
habits alone are not sufficient: children shiould acquire alsv refi-
gious habits; and tins 1s the pont, for which I contend in the pre-
sent discourse. The question s, whether the persons, whom Mr.,
Laucaster proposes to make ‘¢ useful members of society,” will
become so useful, as members of society in t4is country, by being
trained to moral habits, as they wonld be, if, beside the acquisition
of the labils, they were taughbt to found those habits on the prin-

ciples of that religion, which is established in this country.,
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no admission there.  That Dussenters therefore, Dissen-
ters of every descripiion, should join 1 promoting such
a plan of cducation, 15 not a matter of surprise. Lo su-
persede the parochral and charity schools, which our fore-
fathers had founded on the maxim m the text, of truining
up a child in the way that he should go, and to raisc up
seipinaries 1n thelr stead, where the childven sliould 20f
be trained in the way of the Established Church, was to
them an advantage, too obvious to be overlooked. If
no predilection {or anv peculiar scct was thereby excited,
one point at least was gaincd, and that an wmportant one,
—that the children cducated m such seminaries, would
acquire an difference to the establishment.  And net
onlyindifference, but secession from the Established Church
will be the final result.

Education, on whatever principles it be conducted,
must have some influence, cither faveurable or unfavoura-
ble, on the established religion.  Even neutrality, how-
ever strictly observed, 1s n #/us casc a kind of hostility. It
1s hostility to the Lstablishment, to deprive our children
of that e«rly attachment to 1t, which an education in the
Church cannot fail to inspire, and which, if Jost in tleir
youth, can never after be recovered 7.

7 Aristotle hus well observed, that nothing contributes so much
to the permanency of an establishment, as education for that esta.
blishment : and he at the same time complains of the neglect, into
wihich this necessary maxim had even then begun to fall. Miuces
3t walrTwy Tov ebpnufror wios T6 Qrapdrany Tag WolATig, & i 5}.;3,gr-§a-; b TECY
T WRIEVET meds T woivhizg. + And he adds, that no laws will
avail without an education in the establishment, & ®y Er6iTa E1IS 1T Ch

R m?rmé‘euyfm g 'r;E ':ru?u'rifgz. Aristotelis Politic. Lib. v. p. 150,
ed, I'rancoturt, It is true, that Aristotle is spcaking immediately
of cwil establishments ; for he continues, & wiv of wuos Snusrind,
Snporuniis' «f & Shuyapyinel, Suyasyir;, DBut the maxim applies
equally to establishmeuts of every description, whether civil, or
religious, or mixed. Other passages in Aristotle’s Politics, on
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If this loss were compensated by any solid advantage,
obtained by that neutrality for the gencral cause of reli-
gion, we should have less reason to lament the injury,
which we ourselves sustain.  But no such advantage can
be expected from such neutrality. For there is /ess pro-
bability, that men will finally embrace the truth, if thei
education dismisses them unaitached to any particular re-
ligion, than if they had been educated in some religious
system. Among the persons dismissed In this state of
supposed impartiality, how small must bé the number of
those, who will have the leisure, the inclination, and the
ability, to weich the arguments for religious opinions>
And when we further consider, that the question now re-
Jates to persons educated in -schools of public charity, an
union of those qualities m such persons can never be ex~
pected. But if those qualities are wanting, there must
also be wanting the knowledge, and the judgment, which
are necessary to direct men In the choice of therr religion,
In such circumstances, they will either choose 20 religion ;
or, if they choose any, it will be mere accident, that they
fall on the right one. Instead therefore of advantace
from that neutrality, we may certainly expect the re-

verse®, -

the importance and the effects of education, may be found by cou-
sulting Dr, Gillies’ Iudex to bis English Translation.  Art. Edu-
cation,

8 These arguments will not be ubviated by the excuse, that Mr,
Lancaster’s professed neutrality leaves the chiidren at liberty to
learn religion, either from their parents, or at those Sunday.
schouls, to which their pdrents inay choose to send them. For the
parents of children, who are objects of public chaiity, are for the
most part incapable of teaching religion to their children.  And,
if they send their children 1o a Sunday-school, accoerding to their
own persuasion, the peculiar doctrines, which the children will bear
ore day in the week, can bardly make a lasting impression, when
they are continually hearing of generalized Chiristianity during siz
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But the neutrality professed is virtually disregarded,
and hence indiff erence to our religion, which the mere cir-
cumstance of not being brought up to it cannot fail to
produce, is not the whole extent of the evil to be appre-
hended from this system. Indeed ncutrality in religion
it is hardly possible to maintuin. It we adopt a Creed,
we cannot expect, that /! parties should aoree to it. If
we adopt 20 Creed, we differ from all who kave a Creed.
We cannot be negative in respect to Creeds, without po-
sitive opposition to those who mainlair them, But the
Educator in question has formally declared, that. he ob-
jeets to Creeds in general : and he has declared it in the
work, which is intended to describe bhis plan of educa-
tion® Iis scholars therefore, who necessarily imbibe

days in the week, Yhere children go daily to school, the religion,
which they are afterwards to profess, should be an object of duily
attention. They must learn their religion as they learn other things;
and they will have much or little, according as their educativi supe
plies them, To assert, that our religion 1s not dependent on our
education, is to contradict the experience of all ages and nations.

® Mr, Lancaster, in his Introduction, p. 1x. says, “ [ feel a fer.
“ vent wish, as every friend to maukind must, that names may pe-
¢ rish, but trath prosper.” In p. x. he says, ** In the spirit ot sect
“ and parly, it is the object, though oiten blended with something
“ better, to exalt a peculiar crecd, to establish a name,” &c, In
p. xi. he has a passage, which explains what he means by names,
¢ Then the solicitude would not Le to make men nominal Catho.
¢ lics or Protestants, Churchmen or Dissenters, but to exalt by pre.
¢ cept and example the beauty and excellency of our Iloly Reli-
‘“ gion. The desire would not be the increase of proselytes 1o {his
 nume, or the other, but to the only name given under Heaven,
¢ whereby mankind can be saved, the name of Jesus, to which all
“ must bow m mercy orin judgment.” Having explained what
he means by the names, which he wishes may perish, he adds, at
the bottom of the page, ““ I long to see men, who profess Clirise
‘ tianity, contend not for Creeds of faith, vords, and aames, but in
¢ the practice of every heavenly virtue.,” Mr, Lancaster, therefore,
must long to see the Church of England abandon her Creed and her
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the sentiments of their master, will soon acquire a con-
tempt of the national Creed. The Oilice of Baptisin,
where the learning ¢f 1t 15 enjolned, and the Oilice of
Confirmation, where the knowledue of it 15 required as an
mdispensable condition, will soon be regarded as the rites
of bizotry and superstition.  Can the result then of such
an cducation be doubtful?  Will the children, #hus edu-
cated, have to choose, when they come to years of discre-
tion, whether theyv shedl be Churchmen, or not? No!
They will long belcre have decided aganist the Church.

When we turthicr consider, that this system of educa-
tion has In olker vespects so much to recommend it;
that the mechmircal part has acvantages, which no other
system possesses; that readmy, writing, and arithmetic
are taught by 1t, under one master, to hundreds of chil-
dren, at a moderate expence; that these useful arts are
learnt also in so shor¢ a tine, as to leave ample leisure
for manual lebour, which m charitable institutions is
so usefully combined with the acquirement of knowledge ;
and when we consequently conaider, that such a system
is both likely to meet, and actually does meet with almost
seneral encouragement, we must clearly perceive, that,
if the system is accompanied with such religious instruc-
tion, as is calculated to create indifterence, and even
dislike to the established church, the most powerful en-
gine, that ever was deviscd against 1t, is now at work for
its destruction ™,

Name. Whether “ the practice of every heavenly virtue” would
Le promoted by such abandonment, 1s a question, which I need
not examine.

" In the Mouthly Magazine for May, 1811, among the Provin.
cial Occurrences of the preceding month, no less than eight new
Yancastrian Schools arc mentioned, The establishmeut of the
Laucastrian school at Northampton, is related in the following
words, p. 389 : “ In consequence of a Lecture, delivered by Mr,
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I11.

It is a consolation, however, to know, that the rcli-
gious part of this systein is neither an essential, nor even
an original part of it.  The adinvable mechanism of th1;
system, of which the inventor, in the opinion of an en-
lightened magistrate, ““deserves a statue to his memory™)’
was originally combined with the doctrines of the esta-
blished church; and these doctrines were not detached
from it, till it was adopted by that active and intelligent
Dissenter, who brought it into gencral circulation. It
was weenied more than twenty years ago by a Cleray-
man of our own Church, who also fust practised it, and
practised it with great success, in a public mstitution at
Madras ™, It rests on the simple principle, which, indeed,

*

“ Lancaster, at Northampton, some tin: past, a town.meeting
“ was called, and the respectable mbabitants, i a most liberal
“ manner, came forward with o subscription, to set up a schaool,
¢ in which bigotry and intolerance should have no share.”—DLoth the
meaning and the tendency of such language, from whalever quarter
it may proceed, are too obvious to need a comment. There s a
very just remark 1 Mr. Luncaster's own book, at p. 185, * that if
 any particular sect obtained £he pracipal carc in a nativaal system
“ of cducation, that part would scon be likely to possess the great.
“ est power and influence in the state.”  Suppose then, that Mr,
Lancaster obtains “ the principal care in a national svstem of edu.
 cation,” what is to become of the relivion now established ¢ It
alrcudy its doctrines are called bigotry, and its constitution ntola
cratice, what must be its fate, if the ¢ power and iuflucnce,” aiis-
ine from education, should be wholly withdrawn frenyau?

Sce po 14, of A new and appropiiate system of education, for
the labouring peopie. By P. Colguboun, L.L.D. 18006,

4 The new method of practical cducation, which has appeared
¢ under diflerent shapes 1n tns country, originated 1n the Mihtary
¢¢ Male Asylam, founded at Madras, in 1789, There it gradually
‘ grew Lo maturify, and, after the experience of several years,
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may be variously modified, of “ Tuition by.the Scholars
“ themselves.”  The ingenious wventor, on his return to
England, having erplained the prmciple and the applica-
tion of 1t ¥, retived to his parccinal duties, ready, mdeed,
to afford informauon and assistance to all, who desired
it.  Of this mformation and assistance, that intcllizent
Dissenter, by his own acknow!e.izment, woailed himself 4,

“ was established in all ifs forms in that school.” See p. 1, of Dr,
Bell's Madras Sciwol, or Llements of Tuition. London, 1808,
‘“ The nation is indebled to the genius, the abithiy, and persecering
““ tndustry of the Rev. Dl Bell, late Superintendent and Director
“ of the Male Asylum at Madras, 1n the East Indies, now Rector
“ of Swanage, 1n Dorsetshire, for a most enlightened plan of edu-
‘¢ cation for the poor, which he some time since disclosed to the
“ public, and for which lic deserves a statue ¢o his memory.”  Sec
the place referred to in the preceding note.—*¢¢ To him (Dr. Bell)
““ the world are first indebted for one of the M0OST USEFUL DISCO~
¢ vER1Es, which has ever been submitted to society.” NMr, Whit-
bread’s Speech on the Poor Laws, ['eb, 19, 1807. Note A.

3 Ina pamphlet printed 1 1797, entitled, * An Experiment in
“ Education, made at the Male Asylum at Madras, suggesting 2
¢ system, wherehy a school, or family, may teach itself under the
“ superintendence of the master or parent.”

** Mr. Lancaster, in the first edition of his work, which was pub-
lished 1n 1803, says, at p, 45 : “The institution, which 1 benevolent
“ Providence has been pleased to make me the happy instrument of
¢ bringing into ulefulness,was begun 1n the year 1798." Now this was
nine years after Dr. Bell began his system, and one year after he had
published the account of it in London. But when Mr. Lancaster be-
ganr his school, he appears to haveacted in the common manner; or
at least not according to the zew method. For at the close of his first
edition, he says, “ I much regret, that I was nof acquainted with the
“ heauty of bis (Dr. Bell’s) system, till somewhat advanced in my
“ plan: it would have saved me much trouble, and some refrograde
* movements. As a confirmation of the goodness of Dr, Bell’s plan,
1 have succeeded with one nearly similar, in a school attended by
‘¢ almost three hundred children.” It was probably in 1802, that
Mr, Lancaster adopted Dr, Bell’s method: for in ¢haf year he cor-
responded with, and visited Dr. Bell, at Swanage, where ¢ every

“ requisile iustruction toward forming a school on the Madras syss
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And by the application of talents, which cannot he dis-
puted, he gave such cxtension to the principle, as excited,
and justly excited, general admiration.  Having attract

ed the notice, and engaged the patronage, of many dis-
tinguished characters 1 the metropolis, he was soon n-
vited to found seminartes in other places of this kinade:n,
It 1s true, that the relrgious part of the system had, in the
mean time, and under his hands, undergone a complete
alteration ; the doctrines ot the Church of England hav-
g been superseded by a few general maxims, which, 1t
was suppused, might serve as a basis for Clvistianity un-
der every form™. Whether the apparent lberality of

¢ tem, and upon a great and extended plan, was afforded him.”
See the Bntish Review, No. I. p, 193, A few lines Letore the
passage last quoted, Mr. Lancaster says, 1 ought not to clese my
‘““ account without acknowledging the ubligation I lie under to Dr.
‘“ Bell, of the Male Asylumn at Madras, who so noblv gave up his
“ time and hberal salary, that he might perfect that institution,
“ which flowrished greatly vuder his fostering care—~Dr. Bell had
‘“ Two HUNDRED BOYS, who instructed themselves.”  Sec more
extracts containing Mr. Lancaster’s acknowledgments ou this head,
in a printed paper, entitled, ¢ New System of Education,” printed
by C, Squire, Furnival’s-Inn.Court, and distributed by the patrons
of the Clergy Orphan-School, These acknowleduments it 15 the
more necessary to preserve, as Mr, Lancaster, 1o his later edittons,
has withdrawn them. DBat that the merit, not only of the invention,
but of the first successful practice of it, is due to Dr. Bell,is proved
by documents, which cannot be guestioned,  See Dr. Bell’s Ma-
dras School, p. 1v. p. 125242,

' ¢ The grand basis of Chyistianity elone,” says Mr. Lancaster,
p. 184, “is broad enough fyr the whole bulk of mankind to stand
“ un, and join hands as children of one family, ‘this basis s,
“ Glory to God, and the increase of peace and good-will among
““men”  Tlns may be a basis perhaps for natural religion, Lt it
cannot be a basis for the revealed doctrines of Christianity. It is a
downright contradiction to call that the basts of a religion, which
contains not those principles, which distinguish that rehigion from
other religions. ¢ Glory to God, and the increase of peace and
*“ good-will among men,” are precepts which would be inculcated

B
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this plan seduced the members of the church; whether
they regarded only the mechanisnt of the system, and,
mistaking instruction for education, supposed that ev2ry
thing was done, if only the former were promoted; or
whether they percerved its religlous tendency, and adopted
it with the previous intention of counteracting that ten-
dency as opportumty might offer, they concurred with
the Dissenters in promoting the system, thus proposed to
them.

Under these circumstances the Trustees of two of the
Charity schools now before us®, very greatly to their
credit as Members of the Church of England, determined
fize years ago, to apply to the Inventor of the Sysiem",
being of opinion that “ the children of a Church-of-
“ England charity school ought to be brought up in the
“ principles and doctrine of the Church of England **.”
With a zeal proportioned to the goodness of his cause,
that friend of humanity undertook the charge. 'lhe prin-

not only by a Christian, but by a Deist, a Mahometan, or a
Hindoo.

16 The charity-school for boys, and the charity-school for girls,
in Whitechapel,

17 See the Report of the Charity-Schools belonging to the parish
of St. Mary, Whitechapel, for the year 1806, 7.

33 Qee the preface to an excellent Serfion, preached in the pa.
rish-church of St. Mary, Whitechapel, on Sunday, Feb. 10, 1811,
for the benefit of the charity-schools in that parich, conducted on
the system of Dr. Bell. By T. G. Taylor, A. M, Vicar and Lec.
turer of Dedham. Oun this subject, Mr. Lancaster himseli very
justly observes, m the first page of his Introduction, ¢ that educa.
“ {ion, as it respects these who are wnprovided vath it, ought to
¢ become a national concern.” But then the very circumstance,
that it is a national concern, leads to the conclusion, that such na-
tional education should be founded on the national religion. TFor it
is ot a ¢ pharisaical sect-making spirit’” which supports the nationg!
religion, whatever epithets Mr. Lancaster himself inay apply.—The
necessity of making the nalional religion the foundation of national
education, is well illustrated by Mr, Bowles in his two Lettess to
Mr, Whitbread, aud by Mrs. Trimwer in her Comparative View.
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ciple of ¢ Tuition by the Scliolars themselves™ was ap-
plicd there with complete success; and egain applied in
unison with the Estabhished Church™.—Another school
was founded in the same parisi, under the same di-
rection : and not only has the saine prciple been ¢here
likewise successtully applied, Lut the children, by uniting
with their Jearning a profitable branch of industry, are
alimost enabled to support thieir own education®,—Ano-

2 The very great success which has attended Dr. Bell’s method
in the parochial schools of Wintcchapel, as slso the readiness with
which he undertook the charge, are thus desciibed by the Trus-
tees. Having observed, m their Aadress to the inhabitants of the
parish, dated April 3, 1800, ¢ the advantages of Christian educa-
““ tion in the principles of the Church of Lngland,” they procecd, in
their Report, dated April 7, 1807, at p. 4, to relate as tollows,
“ 'They accordingly took the earliest opportunity of introducing
“ into botly schools (that of the boys and that of the ¢irls) the va-
¢ luable system of education recommended by the Rev, Dr, Bel,
““ and-practised by hum with such IllSlil]guluhL{! snceess at Madras,
“ Tlhie Trustees, hearing that Dr. Dell was v Epgland, and would
“ readily give them advice, applied to him by letter,  Dr. Bell,
“ with that zeal and philenthropy, which pecoliarly mark his
“ character, left his house in Dorsetshire, and hastened to White.
“ chapel ; and has since from time to time given the Trustees and
“ the Schoolmasters his personal assistance; and bis system 13
“ now so far matured, as to conunaud the approbation, and excite
“ the admiration of several eminent person-, buth clergy and luity,
“ many of-them of high rank and the greatest respectability.”
And they add, in p. 6, ¢ The disinterested and generous spivit of
“ Dr. Dell, allows of no recompense for all his labours: The Trus-
“ tees can only therefore thus publicly expiess their lugh and
“ grateful sense of the inestimalle service e has rendered to man-
- ¢ kind, and p'lrt.i('u]ur]y his benevolent and mdefaticable atten-
“ tion to the organizing of this institution.”  In thetr Report,
April 11, 1800, they further say, * The plan of education recom.
¢ mended by Dr. BDell, has been now acted upon m this school a
“ leugth of time, sufficient to enabie the Trustees to determine
“ decidedly upon its efficacy, and to speak positively of its succest.”
This is again confirmed by the Report, Apnl, 1810,

2 Gee page 0,7, of the ¢ Third Report of the Free-School,
‘“ Gower's Walk, Whitechapel, London, for training up children

B <
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ther school, of which the children are now before us, has
been modelled by the same Director with cqual success.
And here I cannot but remark, that the nesw-modelling of
tlus school was undertaken, not only at the general re-
quest of the dubseribers and Trustees, but by particular
desire of our Metropolitan*'.—Other schools in this great
city and neighbourhood have already followed the exam-
-ple through the aid of the same Director**.  And as the

“ in the principles of the Christian Religton, aud in habits of useful
“ industry ; conducted under the system of the Rev. Dr. Bell.
“ Printed at the School, 1811,  The boys arc employed in print-
Ing, the girls of course in needlework. In the parechial charity
.school at Whitechapel, the boys are employed in toy-making. See
the last Report in the preceding note. It does not follow that the
bovs, when they leave school, must become either printers or toy-
makers; the acquirement of a habit of wndusiry is the great object,
which may afterwards be applied, as circumstances require.

- *' See the Sermon preached by Dr. Bell, in the parish-church of
Lambeth in July, 1807 : and page 32 of the Account of the
Clergy Orphan School, dated April 11, 1811..

** Both in the Marybone Charity School, and in the Marybone
Day School of Industry, the new method was introduced by the
mtervention of Dr. Belll Sce the evidence on this subject in
the British Review, No. 1. p. 200, 201. Dr, Bell has also very
successfully introduced it into the Royal Military Asylum, and
the Female Orphan Asylum.,  His system 1s likewise adopted
in the Iree School in Orchard-street, Westininster, which
is well described in the work quoted, note 11. It has been
adopted also in the Clergy Orphan School, and the Trustces
in their Report, dated 11 April, 1811, tbus speak of 1t at
p. 34, ¢ The Committec has witnessed the greatest advan.
¢ tages, derived from the introduction of the Madras System into
¢ this School, and are anxious to muke a public Declaration of
¢ their sentiments, being convinced of the nccessity of a “more
¢ cxtended system of National Lducation under the auspices of the
« Established Church, for the preservation of that Church, and
¢ the promotion of true Religion, and babits of useful industry
« among the lower classes ; and that for these grend and interest-
¢ ing objects no plan has yet been proposed, from the general ap-
plication of which, {omuch and such unmixed good can be ex-

™
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benefits are mcalenlable, which must arise from the ge-
neral adoption of the system thus divected®, let us
sincerely hope, that it will be adopted in all**,  Nor can

‘“ nected, as that for which this country, and many other parts of
“ the habitable globe, are ndebted to the piety, philanthropy,
“ and unexampled labhours of Dr, Bell.

3 +¢ The chief advantages of Dr. Dell's plan are, 1. It coma
“ pletely fixes and secures the attention of every scholar; the in-
“dolent are stimulated 5 the vicious reclaimed ; and it nearly an-
‘“ nihilates bad behaviour of every sort, 11 The children .nake a
“ regular progress in their learning, which is daily poticed and re.
“ sistered ; no Jesson being passed over, tliit be correctly studied.
“ II. It saves the expence of additional instructors, the eye of
““one intelligent master or mistress alone being required to sce
‘ that their agents, the senior good boys and girls, do ther dary
‘“ In teaching their juniors. 1V. It not only possesses excellent
‘“ mechanicai advantages m cormmunicating instruction generaily ;
““ but it ts particularly adapted to instil into and fix practicaliy in
¢ the mind the principles of our Holy Relivion; whilst it materi-
¢ ally secares the moral conduct of the children, both in and out
“ of school; and V. By economising time, hitherto so lamentably
“ wasted in charity schools, conducted oun the old plan, 1t affords
“ ample and very lnviting opportunity to add to the ordinary esta-
“ blishment a School of Industry,”—This is the testimony of men,
who speak from an intimate acquaintance with the subject, the
T'rustees of the parochial schools in Whitechapel, to whom weare
under the highest obligations, next to Dr, Bell himself,  See p. 5
of their Report, dated 7 April, 1809.  Sce also the Preface, by T,
Bernard, Esq. to the first part of a Dizest for bettering the condi.
tion of the poor, containing a selection of those articles, which
iave a reference to Ilducation. 1800,

** Though the parochal schools mr Whitechapel, were the first
which were modelled in London by Dr. Bell wi person, yet the sys.
tem itself, so early as 1797, “ was partially adopted with good
¢ success in the oldest charity school 10 London, that of Aldeate.”
See Dr. Bell's Madras School, p. 1. It was introduced there * by
“a Trustee of most distinguished and exemplary zeal for the
‘“ education of the poor, D. P, Watts, Iisq. of Portland Place.”
See the Report of the Clergy Orphan School, p. 32. It was
adopted also in 1799, at the recomincudation of Dr, Briggs, in
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I be silent n the merit of another eminent Prelate, whose
inunificence, as well as personal exertion, has given
rapid and cuccesstul extension to the new system in the
Bishoprick of Durham, under the guidance and immes-
diate inspection of the Inventor, whom he has enabled to
withdraw from his parochital duties, that he might devote
himself entirely to education®,  And, what i3 of great
importance, the same distingmished Prelate has founded
a seininary for Jfesiers in the new system, that there
never may be wanting a supply of fit and able men *".

the schools of industry at Kendal, and with great success. See the
account, by T. Bervard, bsq. in the 3d Volume of the Reports of
the Society for bettering the condition of the poor, p. 184~—201.

> After Dr, Bell was prescuted by the Bishop of Durhiam to the
Mastership of Sherburn Hospital, he resigned his Living of Swa-
nage in Dorsetshire,

*® ‘This seminary is founded at Bishop's Auckland. Of the other
schiools, which have been established or new modelled 1n the Bi.
shoprick, the principal are those at Bishop’s-Wearmouth, Sunder-
land, and Gateshead, where Dr. Bell has had great success,  Hee
the Britisl: Review, No. 1, p. 202: also Dr. Bell's Instructions for
conducting a school threugh the agency of the scholars themselves.
2d ed. Lendon 1809, I the city of Durham the Rev. G. Bou-
yer, Prebendary of that Cathedral, has instituted a school * 1n the
¢ hope "(which there is a fair promise of realising) of proving ex-
¢ perimentally, that schooling on the Madras System fwo howrs a
« duy for three years, will suffice to give the lower orders of chil-
¢ dren that instruction in reading, writing, and arithmetic, and
« religion, whicl is thought requisite.’” b, p. 16.—The Bishop, with
the Dean and Chapter of Salisbury, have established a school on
Dr. Bell's system.  The same has been done at Lichfield; and
the Dean, as Archdeacon of Salep, has, In a late charge, strongly
recommended it to his Clergy. The importance also, which the
late Bishop of London, attached to Dr. Bell's exertions, appears
from his ¢ Letter to the Governors, Legislators, and Proprictors
of Plantations in the British West India Islands.”

Such examples of encouragement, on the part of the Bishops and
other Clergy, bestowed on the new method of instruction, afford
sufficient answer to the reproach, which has been made to those,
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1V.

We have the choice therefore of the new system in
two different forms.  In the one foru it is a Church-of-
Iingland educaiion: m the other form it is not so*.
Both forms are alike accessible : both forms are equally
practicadle.  We have also books of instruction, as well
for the one as for the other®, Nor is the Inventor of the

who object to Mr, Lancaster’s plan, as if their objection pro.
ceeded from a desire to keep the people in iwnorance. 1t this was
their desire, they would not encourage Dr. Dell. It is not the
mechanical part to which they chject ; for it is the same as Dr.
Bell's, [Itis only the rcligiaus pait, to which they object. And
it the Clergy do net object to the religiouns part of Mr. Luncaster’s
plan, their conduct 15 very inconsistent with their duty.

>’ That Mr. Lancaster’'s mode of education ‘is not a Church-
of-England education, 1s evident from s owr account of it.  And
this 1s the point, on which the question hinges, whether kis educa.
tion should be promoted by Churchimen.  ‘The question, therefore,
what the religion really s, which Mr, Lancaster teaches, is of in.
ferior moment 1n the present inquiry. Indeed, 1t is much easier
to say what it 1s #of, than what it ¢s: for, though called at present
a British education, 1t teaches not Christianity, under any of the
forms, which are practised witlun the British dominions. It ap-
pcars, however, to be more favourable to Unitarianism, than to any
other form of religion, at least if the Report be accurate, which
was printed in the Morning Chronicle of June 6th last, relating to
the meeting of the Iriends of the Unitarian Fund, For, according
to that Report, one of the speakers said, * that Instruction awd
“ Unitarianism were 1n his opinion the same, and he could not
“ help, therefore, looking on the endeavours ol Mr, Joseph Lancas.
‘“ ter in the most favourable point of view, because his enthusiasm
* was merely directed to education.”

H M, Lancaster’'s mode of education is described in his work,
entitied ‘¢ lmprovements in Edacation, of which the first edition
was printed in 1803, the sixth in 1806, Dr. Bell's mode of edu-
catton was first described in 1797, in the pamphlet quoted

note 13, of which a second edition was printed in 1805, More

I
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system, who combines with it the national religion, Jess
withing or less able, than his dissenting rival, to promote
it, both by his advice and his personal exertions. The
alacrity with which he consented, and the ability with
which he procecded, to regplate some of the schools,
whicii are now before us, afford suflicient proof of the
assertion. It is true, that the appellation new given to
the svstem,does not operate in bis tavour. Like Columbus,

he has lost the honour of giving name to his own dis-
covery. Dut, though the #it/e has been transferred to

bim, who, in adopting the system, has estranged it from
the establishment, the Inventor has suffered no diminu-
tion of his real worth,

That Dissenters should apply to a friend of the esta-
blislinent for the regulation of ¢heir schools, however
greatly i other respects they mnght approve his method
of mstruction, it would be useless oa our part to desire*.

complete informaticn 15 to be obtained from his octavo volume,
publisbed in 1808, called the Madras School, or Elements of Tui-
tion,  With this werk should be anited bis ¢ Tostructions for
“ conducting a schoo! throush the agency of the scholars them-
““ selves,” of which the 2d edition was printed in 1809,  Mr, Col-
quhoun’s pamphlet, alrcady quoted, coutains much valoable infor-
maticn for those who wish to conduct a school on Dr, Bell’s plan.,
The Reports likewise inay be uscfully consulted, which have been
published by the Trestees of those schools, where Dr. Bell’s me,
thod has Leen adopted.

27 [ would not be understood to throw any blame on the Dissen-
ters, for not applying to Dr. Bell.  On the contrary, I commend
them for not applving to Dr, Bell.  They are then only blameable,
when they censure us for acting on simifer principles; when they.
consider us as intolerant for payving the same attention to vuar s,
terests, which they vanably pay to their own.  In fact we cannot
be intolerant in preferring Dr. Bell to Mr, Lancaster, unless
they are 1ntolerant n preferring Mr, Lancaster to Dr, Bell, If it be
said, thut liberal-minded Christiaus should lay aside all party diss
{inctions, and that the ngmes of Bell or Lancaster should be disre,
garded in the great cause of religion, it is not very consistent with
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Put if the Dissenters ave too wise to promote a plan of
education in unison with the doctrines of the (.huwn
shall the imcmbers of that Church have the weakness, to
promote an education, from which those doctrines are
excluded 2 It s by no means a matter of indifference to
which of the two principal Directors we apply for
assistance.  The schools which we desire, either 10
found or to regulate, mav perhaps in either case have
equal mechanical fidmmune"’“ But the religious -
pulse, which they will rceeive from their vespeetive Con-
ductors, must carry them into opposite directions. It is
true,- that the impu]ue which 15 unfavourable to the
establishment, mav In some cases be checked: and by
the interposition of Churchmen, where such interposition
~avails, may be gradually introduced some torms of com-
pliance with the established church.  But such aniended
seminarics will not so casily attain the character of a
Church-of-England institution, as those which are mo-
delled for the Church from the begmning.

Why then should the members of the Lstablishment,
where they have the chozce of the two Dirvectors, Lave re-

this professed indiffercnce to have constant recourse to AIr. Lancaster.
I could easily declaim on the illiberality of rejecting such a2 man as
Dr. Bell, were it not that declamation of this kind is sound witli-

Qut sense,

1t is obvious, that the principle of ¢ Tuition by the Scholars
“ themselves,” is not only capable of, but perhaps requires, various
modifications, according tn a variation of circumstances, Thefe
medilications, or subsidiary practices i the application of the
general principle, are, some of them, different in Mr. Lancaster’s
from those in Dr. Bell’s Schools. I do not profefs to have {uf
ficient experience in the defuil of the mechanism, to determine
what subsidiary practices are the best, But wherever Mr. Lan.
caster, or any onc else, has introduced a real improvement, it
should of courfe be adopted, especially as it may be done without

deranging the general system.
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course to any but faeir own? Why should they aban-
don the Establishment to obtain instruction for the poor,
when that mstruction may be had with equal advantaze
in the Church? If Musters are wanted, we have a
seminary for that purpose.  Nay, have we not before
our eyes, at this very moinent, pernaps an hundred among
these charity children, who erther are, or soon will be,
enabled by their education, to assist i directing a school
on the new system: Has not the Royal Military Asy-
fum, which has been most successtully guided by our own
Director, already farnished assistance of this kind?".

Why also should we rchinquish the old istitutions
altopether? Why should we not endeavour to adapt
our present schools, if possible, to the new system? And
have we not before our eyes abundant proof, that such
endeavours may be crowned with success? That an ed-
cersary of thc establishment should argue and act, as if
our present parochial and charity schoools had either no
existence, or 1o capability of improvement, 1s not a mat-
ter of surprise.  Our parochial and chanty schools have
been hitherto Church-of-England schools. They are
unserviceable therefore for purposes, which are not
fiiendly to the Istablishment. DBut this 1s a 1eason why
we should be anxious to refein them, to retain them as
institutions, which the Church may consider as s own.
Who indeed in this great audience would not deeply
lament, if the nuierous charity schools, which are here
assembled, were condemned to dissolution, n order to
make way for a few great seminaries, from which the
children would never more be conducted to this place:
What friend of the Establishment would nat rather desire,

¥ Namely, for the Marybone Charity School. See the evi.
dence of Mr. Cox, the Master of that School, quoted 1n the
British Review, No, I, p. 201,
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by an extensive application of the new system under our
own Director, to e?&pand the benefits of these Very schools,
and thus embrace, within the pale of the Church, the in-
digent children of the whole metropolis **r

V.

With those, who are meinbers of the Chureh from a
conviction of the Zruth of our Religion, no further argu-
ments can be wanted, to determine #heir choice of the
form, under which the new svstem should be adopted 3.
Put other argnments are necessary to influence those,
who, though members of an Fstablishment, which is a
compound of Church and State, arve indifferent with re-
spect to 1ts religiowns wngredients. It would indeed be fo-
reign to the present purpose, to ofter arcuments, cither
for the Trath of Christianity in general, or for that pure
and reformed part of 1t, to which we belong.  Equally
toreign to the present purpose would be the examination
of the question, whether a national veligion, or a relisicn
of the state, is a thing desirable, or not ; whether «// reli-
gious parties should be placed on an equal footing, or the
State, by an alliance with one religion, should atford it an
Establishment, and only tolerate the rest.  Indeed, these
questions have been alrcady so ably discussed, that it

3 0Of the avgmentation in the number of the children without an
augnientation of capenee, of which these schools are capable on
Dr. Bell's systemn, some judgment may be formed by cousulting
Mr, Colquhoun’s new and appropriate System of Education fur
the labouring People, p. 00.

13 Even were 1t {rue, that Mr. Lancaster invented the mechanism
of this system, and even it Dr. Bell had no otéher merit than that
combining it with the doctriiies of the Church, the mechanism so
combined would equally recommend itself to our acceptance.
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would be as useless, as it would be foreign to the present
parpose, to attempt any further illustration.  Weare now
concerned with the facts, that theve s a religion by law
established m this conntry; that the State has made an al-
hance with the Church; that it has allied itself with the
Church of Iingland; that for the security of this Church,
provision has been made, not.only by repeated Acts of
Parhament, but by his Majestv's coronation oath; and
fastly, that every man, who accepts an ofhce of trust or
power even i the crvi/ adnunistration, 1s by law required,
to profess himself @ member of this Church by assisting
at the most solemn of 1ts rites, the celebration of the
Lord's Supper. Now whether men consider Religion as
nicrely an engine of the Stale, or regard 1t also, as they
ought, for its own excellence and truth, as the means of
obtaining happiness in another world, they must in ei-
ther casc admit, that its «llience with the State inplics
utility to the State.  Without a prospect of some advan-
tege to be derved from the Church, the State would
have neither sought 1ts alliance, nor granted it protection.
Whether our ancestors judged »ightly iy tiis respect, or
whether civil socicty (as some modern theorists imagine)
can be as well conducted, without the aid of an establish-
ed religion, yet as long as the present Constitution re-
mains, 1t 1s both the duty and the interest of all, who are
members of it, to adhere to the principles, on which it is
jounded. It 1sthe mterest of Statesmen, as well as of
Clergymen, to preserve to cach of the contracting parties
suiticient power to cnable 1t to fulfil the Zerms of the
comnpact; to enable thercfore the Chureh to render that
service to the State, which the State requires, and com-
pensates by reciprocal aid. Dy weakening cither of the
contracting parties we diminish the strength of the whole.
By detaching men from the Church we create divisions
m the State, which may end with the dissolution of both,
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So congenial 1s the Church of England with the State of
¥ngland, that, since their alifance at the Reformation they
have neither /al/en alone, nor rsen alone. They fell
together in the reign of the first Charles; they rose tove-
ther in the reign of the second Charles.  Let not States-
men therefore imagine, that the Church may fall with-
out danger to themselces. 1t no reverence, no devotion
15 excited by the dicine origin of our relizion, yet, unless
men reject also the opinion, that religion advances the
sood of civil society, they will pause at least, beforc they
contribute to the dissolution of an alliunce, which has so
lons and so usefully subsisted. "They will be c:mtiou:
how they treat the nstitutions of the Church, as unnecessar
ingredients in a plan of national cducation.  They will hc
cautious how they -patronize seminaries, from which the
doctrine and discipline of the Church ot England areopenly
and avowedly discarded. Dut if such patronage 1s hestow-
ed, where we have mest reason to expect support to the
Establishment, we may then despair of being able
to fulfil the condition' of our alliance. Qur utilit; 2y will
cease. We shall lose the power of domng good. No
residence, no preaching, no catechising will further avail.
Our flocks will have deserted us; thu.- will have grown
wiser than then guides ; and the ue tional Creed w 1il have
become too narrow for mmds accustomed to the liberal
basis.

VI
But whatever be the circimstances, m which we may

hereaiter be placed, let us endeavour to {fulfil the dutics
of our station, while we have dutics to perform.  If we

cannot recall the thousands who have deserted the Churel,
let us double our eftorts to retain the fwthiul bang,
which rallics round hev standard.  Let the union of i
Jatter ncrease with the defection of the former. It
hoth the Clerey and the Laity, who are still attached ta

L i
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the Church, combine for mutual defence. Itis an union
of Churchmen with Churchmen, which must promote the
welfare of the Establishment. We cannot indeed expect,
that Dissenters should be wilting to co-operate with
Churchmen, when the object in contemplation was the in-
terest of the Church3*.  I'or this purpose we must asso-
ciate among ourselres : we must retain the strength of the
Establishiment in its own channel, for its owxn preserva-
tion : we must not divert it wnto ot/ier channels, where the
current may be turned against us ¥,

An association of ¢/us kind is the Society for promoting
Christian Knowledge. Itisa true Church-of-England
society ; and no one is received among 1ts inembers, with-
out testimony of his attachment to the constitution, as well
n Church as in State. 'Though its exertions therefore

* This is not spoken to their disparagement, or intended as a
matter of reproach. However well-disposed, however well-afficted
in all other respects, they cannot be well-affected to the Church,
or they would not be Dissenters from it.  'Their interests in respect
to religion are differcnt from ours, and therefore must lead them «
diffcrent way., Though Dissenters of erery description may unite
emong themselves against the Church, for the support of a common
cause, yet an union of Churchmen and Dissenters in favour of the
Church, 1s a supposition, which contradicts the common principles
of human action. But if we cannot co-cperate in the prosecution
of this object, it isto be hoped that we shall never fail to join hand
and hieart 1n promoting objects of gencral benevolence,

# Self-defence is not only justifiable, but a duty. And we are
surely not chargeable with intolerance or bigotry, if, while we
leave our neighbours undisturbed in their religion, we use every
fair and honourable exertion in'sapport of our oun. Hitherto we
bave rights, as well as they. And, if the defence of those rights is
called mévlerance, the charge recoils it on these who make it.  1f it
1s bagotry to disrespect a religion which is tolerated, it cannot be /i.
beralily to insult the religion cstablished, 1f it is right (as it unques-
tionably is) to preserve unimpaired the privileges of Dissenters, it

1s 4 violation of equal justice to trample on tne privileges of the
Churck.
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arc not confined to one nation or language, though it pro-
motcs Christianity as widely as its means extend, yet,
when its benevolence 1s exercised at home, it never loses
sisht of those doctrines, whicn we in particular believe
and maintain.  I'or, where the Church of England is es-
tablished, 1t 1s not Christianity under any form, which it
15 our duty to promote. Qur exertions (though withnut
the smallest restraint on the zcal ¢f other parties) must
be especially directed to the furtherance of that system,
which we are especially pledged to support. The Society
therefore for promotme Christian Knowledge does not
confine itself, where the Church of England is establish-
ed, to the distnibution of the bible alone. It adds the
Liturgy, m which tho:e doctrines are derived from the
Bible, which we belierve to he correctly derived from it #°.
For though, without the Bible, the Liturgy has no sup-
port, vet, without the Liturey, men are left in doudt,
whether the primciples of o faith should be embraced by
them, or not. Without the Liturev, they vwant a suide,
to lead them to the Established Church,  Witheut the
Liturgy, the Bible may be made to lead them into doc-
trine and discipline most discordant with our own. Where
the Chwrch of England thercfore 1s established, the Bible
and the Liturey should be united.  kor every Chiistian
party cither finds, or supposes that 1t finds, its peculiar
teaets 1n the Dible. And hence the Act of Uniformity cx-

35 1f other religious parties believe diffirently, far be it frem me
to reproack them with their opintens. It 1 think them wrong, [
still respect them as refigions opinions. And with the freecdom, with
which I assert, that our doctrines are in unison with the Bible,
with the sane freedom let all other partivs claim that unison to
themselres,  But let them claim it without veproaching zs for the
exercise of the same privilese,  And et us @l submit with humilt-
ty to Him who ulone cannot err, to determine where the Truth is
really to he found.
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expressly enjoms, that no Sermon shall be preached, ot
Lecture given, except mn the University Churches, till
after the L:furey has been publicly read’7.  But beside
the Liturgy, which 1s the authorised Repository of our
doctrines, the docicty distributes a Collection of Tracts,
written chiefly by our most distingmished Divines, and
containing ample struction both for our faith and man-
ners, Nor has our Society neglected to provide for
Christian education and Christian Schools.  With suc/,
a Society 1t should be the earnest endeavour of every sin-
cere fricnd to the Establishment to become connected.
"The names of our Prelates, without exception ; the names
of our parochial Clergy to a considerable extent ; and the

names of many most respectable Jaymen, arc enrolled in
the catalogue of its members, We have likewise reason
to rejoice that our numbers, within a short period, have
rapidly increased, and are still increasing ¥,

37 Sect. 22, 23.

3 For this increase we are greatly indebted ta that excellent
plan, the formation of Diocesan Committees, which our Society
adopted at a general meeting on June 12, 1810, for the purpose
of ¢ extending the usefulness of this Society, for increasing its
“ influcnce, and promoting the vnion and co-operation, of the
“ narochal Clergy, and other friends of the Church throuzhout the
“ kingdom, with the designs of the Society.,” No plan could be
Letter devised, or more suited to the object in view, As every
Bishep is a member of the Society, these diocesan committees, at
which the Bishops themselves should of course preside, affurd a
medium of comnmunication, a bond of union, between every diocese
and the board mn London. The distant clergy, as well as other
friends of the establishment, become in this manner acquuinted
with a Soctety, whose usefnlness, or even existence, might other.
wise be unknown to them. And, when they are admitted mem-
bers, their communications with it are facilitated by committees,
to which they bave constant and easy access. INor is this the sole
advantage of the plan. It promotes (what at present is more than
ever wanted) the iitercourse between the Bishops and their
Clergy ; 1t wvigorates the princigle of diocesan government ; it
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Another Association of the same kind, and closely
connected with our own, is the Seciety of Patrons of this
Anniversary otthe Charity Schools. Thisdociety islikewise
a true Church-of- England society. 1t contains a thou-
sand members, who, as trustees or subscribers to these
assembled charity-schools, are all employed in supporting
the Protestant Rcligion, as cstablished 1 this country.
They deserve, therefore, the protection of every friend of
the British Constitution. And, 1f viewed in the light of
humanity, as well as of policy, they claim the patronage
of every friend to human nature®”.  To this Society we
arc indebted for the glorious display of these thousands #°
of children, who are now acquiring those principles of re-
ligion, and those habits of industry, which, if they are
carcful to preserve them, will ensure their happiness in
this world, and in the world to come.

And may God Almighty, of his infinite goodness, so
rule their wills and affections, so put into their minds good
desires, that, by his contmual help, they may bring the
samnc to good effect, through Jesus Christ, our Lord.

reduces co-operation to a spsiem ; and thus contributes bevond
the reach of individual efforts, to promote, both the interests of
our Socicty, and the general welfare of the Church, It would be
want of gratitude therefore not to add, that we are indebted for
the antroduction of this plan to the Bishop of Lly, and for the
zealous promotien of it to the Archbistiop of Canterbury, who im.
mediately communicated and rccommended it to the Bishops of
his Province. See p. 178—180 of the Society’s last annual pub-
hication.

% See the Preface to the List of the Patrons of the Anniver-
sary of the Charity Schools, 1811.

¥ ¢ More than seven thousand children clothed and educated

‘“ in this metropolis.”” Ib.
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