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Brief
7 Samuel Palmer.
" [From his Funeral Scrmon by the
Kev, Thomas N. Toller, of Kett’cfmg.’)
~ "The Rev. SAMUEL PALMER was
born at Bedford in the year 1741.
He received the rudiments of his
education  at the free grammar
s¢hool in that towa, and was
brought wp under the ministry of
Mr, Sanderson, an eminently

pious and able dissenting minister

there. Discovering a thoughtful
d serious disposition petimes, he
yas greatly noticed by that gen-
';{@flﬁﬁa:ﬁhﬂﬁﬁ pffection” for him
and care ¢ vere | )
ternal; apd 1 have heard him
speak with tears of ?grﬁnm’de and
ope of the most amiable and
gxcellent of men. Mr. Palmer
Yecam ;m he ch
- at Bedford at an early age, and

b

And sexio
) of him were truly pa-
veneration of Mr. Sanderson, as
e a mgmber of the church

‘having cowplefed bis grammar

e removed to the
Wiskeating agedemy at, Daventry
at the age of fifteen,years, and
passed through the usual coyrse
of study, upder the tuition of the
rply learped aond respegtable Dr.

edugation, b

dies he removed hither,[Hackney];

in the year, 1762, gnd brgarge s
VOL. IX, L

I, you, exhorting

Memoir of the late Rev. sistant to Mr. Hunt, the sﬂcc‘eﬁéT

of a Barker, .a Heiiry, and a ‘Bates,
whose praise is in all the churches.
“‘While Mr. -Hunt was able to
preach, Mr., Palmer - undertook
the morning service at the Wéigha
House in London, in connection
with Dr. Langford ; but on Mr.
Hunt’s being 1aid aside, our friend
became pastor of this society ; and
‘here, through the good proyidence
of God, he has ‘been enabled,
with unremitting diligence, and
with Tittle interruption front iH-
health, to exercis¢’ his’ mifistyy
during the protracted period of
‘more than fifty years, Soon after
his settlement in 1766, he enteregd
into the conju gal umon, | ;Be qu-
sequence of which has been a nu-
merous progeny, a large majox‘i?
‘of which have had the painful,
‘though in some sense honourable
opportunity of dropping the filial
tedr into their father’s grave.

" As'to the manner in which your
minister has conducted ‘himgelf,
and discharged the various duties
of’ his office, ye are witnesses and
‘Gad also, how holily, justly, ahd
‘in an essential sense, Gu bl’a’x,ﬁ_]ééb‘lji",
‘he has béhaved ' hipiself among

ortinig, Comforting, and
every one of you,

i
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fnther does his chnidren. In, re~ voice or lose, sight of his.
spECtY’ His g@nci‘al 5gdalr’hcat§ons Letft,,t Lﬁ emsg %‘? iﬂ ‘

e to " nge a public and decided
opition 3 - but surely thus far I
may g0, that it was Tanifest to
his acqbaintance, his hearers, and
the public, that those qualifica-
tions were hlghly respectable, and
fall y'adequate to the general calls
Gﬁhas office.” He was distinguished
by a-remarkably cléar and lucid
understanding, a solid judgment,

and o sound dlscnmmatmg talent
o all subjects within his sphere.
Hé possessed ‘a very reputable
slifite’oF information on the topics
of genéral literature. It was evi-
dent that he had attained to emi-
hience in biblical knowledge, and
that be hdd more than a common
scquaintance with the most ap-
proved and useful writers, both
ancient and modern, especially
o0 sacred sbujects. He was par-
%Ieula;rly' attached to, and con-
versant: ‘with; the wrmngs of the
Tost ‘emitient of the puritan di-
Vities 6fthie two former centuries.
Heswas likewise well versed in the
cotitroversies which compose what
is:called ‘polemical divinity. He
Hadaan mtnmate insight into the
freman heart, and was exceedingly
well informed as to the knowledge
of the ‘world, of men and things;

@8 least in the important and useful
sense of that expression.

- As a preacher, his manner was
gvave and dignified, calm and
serious ; his pronunciation “easy
and' namral his prayers simple
and devonona] interspersed co-
piously with ﬂpt quotations from
seripture; ‘atid  partaking of a
rengonadblc and desi rable degree, of
eétngass “end: variﬂy. He never
seeed: to lose the’ posspsswxi of

hivwelf} - wmwcm af ‘lis

“”Jr} h \?‘ ‘ u;]]? L» v? . /}, ﬁ“-’&

P msff’omce, it 'would ill becomse th

the gx‘eat gusmess jn"'v}'fm hu
was engaged. I his.. dehvery
wanted any. th)n&, it was. what

,natuf"e seemed copg@thtqdlgally to

bave denied him, viz." animation;
and yet on certain subgects, and
certain occasions, it appeared that
he could feel, and ~make.. olhexs
feel too. I bave seen 2 consi-
derable proporiion of a congres
gation in tears, under the tenderm
ness and pathos of hxsxcpxcagx;-
tations. PRI
His public d:scqurses weiemt
much dxstmdgmshedhbiy m@gﬁﬁ,
cence of style, eleganq%of, dicion,
eloquence of desgrngu&x‘x,g /SO
manding apPeals ﬁo the. j;a.g»?}pgi
or ‘the . consc1enée, or; abs teyse
profundlty pf{ thoug}xt‘; )but they
always appeared o, ‘me to. . be
charactenzet’i by a ve!u;mf instryuce

nve, senousf scuplmfral good
sense 3 they wete t] d“ €85%. Of

a wise and pious . manmsegmuslg
conversing ‘with® lus . surroupding
flock, and ¢ reasuhmg wgt!} them
out of the scrlptutes %’ fqglqtgd
not so much to ‘strike tbc careless,
as to inform and, dmprove. the
well-disposed, lxsgepmq bgarﬂ"
His treatment of sacred .subjegts
was remarkably perspxcuou‘&, -Bis
ideas were well arranged ; Vend
few ministers knew bettex;f

thoughts belonged ‘fo~ 8 (3H

A '

or succeeded betler in pmygg
them 1in thelr prop,_‘ '1ac,él o md
. His tlzeologzcaL ¥ sentune §§, x

have no doubt,’ were prexa, lggh
evangelical, in the usual aceepta.
tion of‘that word, thoUgh at Lt.lm
samé time' dnstpnt from all ,e,:gy
tremes ; sq POSE mu m)t e
line with'the iexéf:’ﬂent Doddridge,
whdsb characier mga}arx o |

KidWw he- | Hdst ﬂi" ly. (zeyerag.
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#u Hi ¥Rl Sthot “ﬁﬁfﬁ‘éaeﬁﬂy gq.
ciaitreéd With" the silbordmaté arJ
t "leQﬁéﬁls creé'a to’ prodnce a
tégilar ‘enimerdtion of thém (wers
that proper.) T'am persuade
that.‘Pﬂ‘!g s:xpi}":r:)e object of _ his
ministry was ‘to secure and esta-
blish the' grand, fundamental in-
térests of ‘grace and helinéss in
the ‘constitution of ‘the gospel, in

their' mutual necessity, harmony,

:m&cunslstency laying the foun-

dation * of - human ° hope in the
sgveréigrty
through the mediation of the great

Rédeener,” in m‘separable connece

tion with tbat Rl hoh‘ness without
which ' ne“nidh “%hn sée the Lord ;”
“&’?eshfyi‘h“ff ‘th " tﬁe Jews "and also
t&‘tbﬁe‘@ré@ks, i'e entaﬁce towards

Gad, ahd fiith” Osvarés the Lord

lﬁ'éus Gﬁnsfz‘j“m conjunction with
*Cdoin
walking. rinb) y with God.” Here
Pin co{iﬁﬂeni 'be résted his own
so ¢k and“ii ther “heé wished to Jead
hisﬁ%éarers“?‘ i\rhlle, with respect
0 'the’ vaﬁ’O’us topncs of theological
Giscixs's:oh ;he’liad a mind as open
’wjt‘mwrcflon ‘as” most men, and
&%tﬂ?unﬂd““tbe undue bias of
éﬂﬁc”ﬁhbn ‘and prejudlce as most,
Hédrdely tﬂought for himself, and
Was i thspos:rd S pursue truth
ivberevei"lt sbmrld lead bim. His
38emfoﬁs “on 'I‘ruth” convey,
pethiaps) ‘as fdir a specimen of the
staté _O‘l'”h‘ls own mmd, in this re-
pect; “as €oald be given. Though
ke coutd hardly be said to bave
enlistéd” himself under the banner
&Sl?sany particular religious party,
ytt Tam sute IFgo not a step too
fur m*say%ng ‘that he'was a cordml
lover of gvud ien,” of all parties ;
he: coyld* ‘see ahd aypr ciate true
worth ‘whetever it appedred, under
tny ‘external i n%’e, and thrg gq
alk the’ﬂhaﬂeﬂbf vaiying 0p|mon.

'a%: i 1are R‘w. Sar

of divine wmercy,

jlistice; Toving nercy, and

- 1
r‘\a"! } \;CSE.

wvel Pa er. 7 5

-""" "’:Azti' ,\)E:f J)aﬁwﬁt

Wltb respectv 10. the . mwmﬁégl

‘exercises of"- Cbrxstmn beneficence;

he dxscovered less of httleness of
partiality to those of his own views
than most men I ever knew, Ha
bad indeed, formed a very extenr

. sxveacquamtance amongst difierept

classes and denominations of Chrige
tians, and had acqmred by his
liberal and friendly spiriyy a largs
share of general respect among&g
them all.

It .is -well knowu, that 1bopgb
descended - from a membﬂr of ;thg
established church, he was nop
(mly a decided but & sr;‘exiumts
nonconformxst—-a chssenter,‘ pr@L
perly speaking, - from. principle,
Indeed, the most, ‘popular works
he ever pubhshed, which had:tle
greatest spread; and perbaps: p;gg
duced the grea.test effect, were qg
the subject of dissent  from 1hg
established church. Yet, though
he treated the subJect. with: the
firmness of a man, and the. fm{b@
fulness of a conscxentlaus Chrise
tian ; nevertheless, blttemess and
wrath, and illiberality, -canspt
Jjustly be aitributed to him towards
the established church. of  his
country, its ministers or mem,bgm,
as an evidence of which, it Bk
pears that-he was upen as intimiate
terms of friendship with,.and: as
highly respected by, many -miost
respectable clergymen, and private
members of the establnsbmgm_, as
any dissenting’ minister in . t.ba
kingdom. . s
" As an gquthor, his - works haw»
been numerous, though: not very
voluminous ; and a considerable
proportion: of them not altogether
original: compositions, but come
pllaqons and abridgments of ::the

»w;rlupgs of others. _.Noue of . them

gﬁn be ’ classed, amongst profennd

reatises on- “metaphysical subjects,
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or . discussions -of nice ‘poipts " in’
tbeomgy‘, or popular representa-

tions_of favoutite. subjects in the

rellgmns world 3 or indeed in any

wdgy calcu!ated to fascmate the

pubhic alltention, and obtain &n
extensive sprcad : vet all his pub.
llcat;ons have one grand charac:
téry viz. a manifest tendency to
usefuliess, and for the most part
reqﬁs jous lmprovement ;s and it
may be said, that he has never
sent. (a'sm{gle pamplilet into the
‘ggrld but what was adapted o
make men. mser and better, and
wou}d make. any man’ §o, if read
thfhattemxon and candour, and,
to a.certain amount, has pxoduced
ti]@t e-ﬁe(‘/tp

VVguie hxél mmd was studlous

,and active, he did not confine his

exertions to his study, hispen, or

lgs yqlplt : he_was a. man formed
for various species of public utility;
l}ghce, from a - knowledge of his
worth and ablhty, he was chosen,
in seveml instances, .as asupporter
or’ trustee to institutions of general
m;portance, for the discharge of
the duties of which his Judgment,
caution, and benevolent activity,
admirably qualified him. He was
the father of the Sunday schools

esfabhshed in this place, and the

zeak)US friend of others of similar
‘tendcnq Indeed he was never
backward to lénd a helping hand
10 any peod work : at the same
tm}é { have often thought, that m
in the capacity of a private friend
was cxhibited -his most shining
cﬁauctxr. He was a visiling
ftiend among his hearers, espe.
'Cld“y when -such visits are most
likely to be useful, viz. inseasons
of aﬂl c{lon. He ‘entered intv,
and sym athized with, the sortows
-of the dxstfessed: he ‘had a tear
to drop at the tale of woe, aad

of stckness.-.

‘public charmes. ‘the alnioner: Gf_
‘the bount;as of others; and in’ the"

Bitef Memoir af-the late Rev; Samiel Palmeti

a cordial’ to send’ to the ¢hmbet™
As the distributol of :

beneficent - commumcdtnon of hif

‘own properiy; he felt the truth of -
the maximg and acted upen its-

reality, vw‘ ~that ‘it i3 . mbges
blessed to. give than to receive.”:
Since tbe day of his. departurd:
from the academy; he has-béed:
the affectionate adviser and patron-
of students..and young ministersy-
who looked up to blm as-a fathery
and a. most Kind and ‘atlentivé

friend and ‘helper. 1o his pooref

brethren in the mibhistry.,

It.is now about fortyctwa yeais*
sinte [ first saw him 1 thé con's
descendmg frankness and fdmiliars’
ity of his' behaviour atttacted iy
hedrt 3 from thei day, T elievey
a mutual attachment ook plaéey
which “has continued; without =
moment’s interruptiony to- .this
time.  He 'was one df’ tﬁie oldesty
most judicious, steady;-faithful;
and affectionate friendsy I éver
had. Though there was a “¢ fregi
dom of speech,” which he somei
times used in his intercoursé With
his friendsy which, to & stranger
had the ppeatzmt:e of harshrress,
yet they who knew him bést were
the least dffectéd by those seeming
severities, knoWing the {mnesty
and goodness of his heart. For
myself, I have lost ‘theftiend of

my right hand ; ‘and my inclinas
tion would almost lead [ ey on
this occasion, to léave this pulifit,
and take my Statnon in yonder pew,
mingling my tears with thé fa.
therless and the Mdow 2] thfwt
beréaved famly. - -

Though he ‘had hved 'beyond
the age of man, yer his death
might Ye said, in a 'sense, to be
pretatdre, suddeh and urexgpetts

4 ,yi @ ,J



Brigf Meitir o the late Bevy Samyel Palmer. -

ed...; Blessed. with, a sound: con.
stitation, upimpaired by mtempe.
rance, he seemed built for several
fuiure years: his mental powers

retained sheir vigour and his na«

tusal strength . was little. abated ;
but infinite wisdom fixed the
bounds of his habitation, and ap-
poeinted his lot on earth. Many.
merciful circumstancés have at.
tended his removal. In point of
extent of durationy he had lived
quile as long as a wise man would
choase. to live, if he dared to
choose, . at all ;- and yet he had
not lived long enough: to become
a burden or trial to his friends,
dr .a. cumber-ground in society.
I,,'Lﬁ had nat lived so as.tv out.live
his usefulness; preaching, with.
qut, difficulty, onone Ldrd’s day,
apd taking his: ﬁlght into eternity
ear{y on the wmarning of the next.
Aad, when he.did die, he died in
the faith and hope and puace of
a Chm;xstta,ni in the bosom of his
family, amidst the tears and be.
nedictions.of his friends, the re.
%e& of a, large proportion  of

Lristian ¢hurches, and the un.
feigned respect of a very extensive
ngighbourhood. His qualities and
viriues not being of a showy, dae-
zling descngtion, but 1atrinsic and
substantisl, will probably secure
Ppermanence of recollection .and
Iegpect,,. by their solidity; and
therefore 1 venture to predict, that
his fame will dast longer than that
of maoy of more noisy and popu-
lar wame ; nay, that he will be
_Ingre honoured after his death,
than duning his dife. . ¢ The me-
mory . of the just is blessed.”
“The righteous shall.be in ever.
lasting remembiance.” .

As to the peaceful stdte of mind

1a which e didd: ‘_bhave bt - ‘hule :

. D4
PR
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evidence to produce, arising. from
what fell from his lips; but whas,
I have to produce amounts to the-
contents of volumes, because fmm'
thence it appears pmbablc, that,
strictly and literally speaking, tile
last day of his life was, in pomt
of mental phd spiritual happmess,
the most blessed of any in- his
whole earthly existence.  After
taking some refreshmeist, he re-
peated the language of the apostle,
‘¢ 1 have fought the good fight, .1
have finished my course, I have"
kept the. faith ; henceforth there
is Jaid up for me a crown of righ=
teousness,”” &c.. Observing o
wards evening that the whole bad.
been a very eomfortable day to
him, both: in boey and mind, he
said that he could subseribe. te
Mr. Henry’s remark (of-whom he
talked. much), that ““ a life speut
in .the service of God, and com.’
crunion with him, 1s the ‘happiest
life of any in the world,” and
which;, said he, no one ever Te-
peated. . Upon its being observed
to him, tkat his mind appea.m4
perfectly serene, be replied, * Re-
ligion, religion is all in all 3 NO=
thing without it.”” . He often 33-"1
¢ It is finished ;—my work s
done—our only mediator 27 aml
it.1s a remarkable fact, that regl.
iging views of the mediatorial cha.
racter of Christ seemed to fill his
soul with sacred joy, partlcularly
in the repetition of that passage,

¢ Behold the Lamb of God which
taketh away the sin of the world,”?
The : text also of his last sermon
wus frequently repeated, and scema
ed to be deeply enjoyedw“ His
commandments are not grievous.”

He often appeared cugaged in
prayer,. uttered sentenoces oply 1o
pexxfcw y heard, and al, lrngxh, ia



arted wntbout astruggle. Mark.
";qurfect man, and behold the

upw'ht for 'the end of .that man.

s peace.’,?_‘

Supplementary Hints to the late

- M. Palmer’s Memosir of
=l Dr. Ashworth.

i; " (Centinued from p. 12.)
Tbe improvement of his pupils
way an object not only. proposed,
but as far as fidelity and pains
m!ght hope- for divine blessing,.
was little. less than secured.. He
was not satisfied with = pressing
forward to this mark, but he

graapcd the prize. A lecture was

a pemoﬂs business : what the tutor.

had “assiduously prepared,  and
what his charge could not without
notice neglect. The subject of
({elxvery on.one.day, was the.sub.
ject of - examination on another,
Such Guestions were proposed and
sgch replies expected, as would

pfesenﬂy decide on the attention.

5t betgwed on his statement and
the: attention which it afterwards
rﬁcelted ‘Occasional as well as
frequent madvertence was marked.
is omission of a lecture would
shrprlse and almost startle his own
afid all the other classes. . Sharp
attacks of the gout did not long
suspend his labours Often have
his pupils been under the painful
necessny of going through (per-
h@ps rather going over) long de-
njbnstratmns amid his extorted
moans, which sadly disturbed and
confused mathematical harmomes.
Whén crowded by the demands
of ‘his correspondems, he has.at-
,'j,pted to write.letters while con.
d"‘étmg a Hebrew lecture, which
pld admit. of absence of regular
tﬁongﬁt Better than the dnscumon

. Additions, to the Memgir, of Dr. Ashwarsd..
ti q..g@cat pexfect composure; de-.

of abstruse.sciepce :: butithe idocw
ter did not appear .to: passeds. the:
capacity of :dictating. to thred
amanuenses on distinct . suhyects,

- at the same instant. -He frequently

toreand burned what he then-wrotes

- Though suﬂimently ‘authoritative;

and. sometimes imperious; be : did:

- not impose his:-peculiar sentiments:
- on his pupils, .

‘1t was easy. to.conjecture to what

On most subjects

side he inclined, but in positively
ascertmmng it there might be some
difficulty. - Freedom of  inquiry
was . left unrestrained. Truth -was:
considered as having the sole right:
to controli Study..is efien. curd
tailed by implicitly embracing thid
opinion of a superiox, -and impo
sition_ successfully :practised oma
superficial lecturer by-the eonpli=

_ment he has ﬂat{ered himself -he

receives by such: acquiescepcei
Some young men will. labourimore
to conceal their defects than -to
make proficiency.. In consequence
of thus mildly and fully:. bringing
out the whole..of a controversyy
there was never, or-scarcely ever);
a bigotted student, or a. dogmatncﬁ,
censorious preachev; Possibly
owing to such caudour in the fue
tors, for all pursued the samsé
_)udxcmus course, . habits of friends
ship and kindness prevailed throngh;
the house, and .were fondly. cben
rished by all the members aftex
their departure. . * Ye - are alk
brethren,’ it was unnecessary to,
inculcate, and even the, pupils:
who had other objects in .view,
(literary, professional, : or - comw,
mercial) but who gencrally were:
as circumspect and exemplary as.
those designed for the Christian.
ministry, were equally: sympatbm)
tic and affectionate.

Hedid nat excel in: t.hm«happy«
art of giving a charm to a subject.



Additions to"the Mewmoir-of-Dr.. Aﬁ%};ﬁ_

Tmth,»#s itids; ‘was safficient for
himselfy: ard‘lie seemed to -think
that no more'should be required
by -otheérs, . In the same vessel
with- ‘which he drew out of the
well; ‘he distributed 3 as if what
was 80 precious and refreshing,
needed  not the recommendation
of the glittering urn, Taste, as
a . distinct faculty and habit, he
did~ not much cultivate. The
rhetoric of Mr. Burke did not
meet: his fancy. For him, there
was too little thought, too much
floarishi:: -and had he been a sena-
tor;Lord North rather than Mr.
Fox: would have been his model.
e was ~more the discriminating
judge than the voluble pleader,
and: of -our late judges he would
mere have ‘resembled - Lord Ken-
yon than this highly polished pre-
decessor. : Paul and Demosthenes
weresliis faveurite ‘orators. In no
men-did energy’ of sentiment and
diction better cerrespond and more
@a@ly’fadhere. -Of Cicero he did
not:speak ‘with warm admiration,
thou h ‘so much' distinguished for
Eéﬁnément ‘of thought and lan-
guage, for perspicuity, precision,
ardoty; occasional vehemence, and
forcall that a-philésopher, a poet,
ak orator: whether civil or sacred,
the: consul; the tribune, the judge,
the: ndVd&:ate can‘depict as calcu-
lated forcitistraction or pleasure,
for warning. for soothing, for
<ontrouling every passton and ar-
misting every ‘thought. - Cicero’s
avt and address Prépondexated
sgainist (hese ‘1mmortal accom-
plishivents < " dt least, excited a
prejudice in his mind, which, if
it:did not: disqualify, him for cri-
ticising such ah author, probably
1nd13posed h:m%O‘p’er&sef his pages’
VK su’ﬂi&xént“ ‘afteﬁt‘tom " But

A “7’ *-“«, S L Zf;“*;\’ o+ ‘:. (\‘,'% NCIRA

this impression.

o
m,
though not ﬁl\vays alive, tobean-
ties, no genius ever'more quickly
discerned -defects. A mixed méa
taphor quite distressed him. by-
nonymous terms had the same
effect, such as ‘¢ valuable and
important,” ¢ much wanted and
very seasonable,”’ ¢¢solemn and
weighty,” ‘¢ distressed and sorrowe.
ful.” He read with great pro-
priety, yet his acumen in regard
to pause and emphasis and ca-
dence were only by a few obe
served. He could shew others*
what to avoid, not -always exeﬁ)-
plifying what was" graceful, = He'
rather checked than ammated'
and his pupils were in com§mon
diffident, fearful, backward, wbere
they could dechne, yleldmg 9,
others rather. than obtrudmg
themselves. The character of the
academy <in this respect varied
under Dr. Doddridge and hns
successor 3 the one spurrmg oy,
the other reiding in;  the one
prompting, the - other cautmn‘fng
Under Dr. Doddridge, 'thefe
was a more -popular ‘exterior's
under Dr. Ashworth, a mofe dis..
ciplined interior. Tt is difficult.
for a young man to restrain his.
ardour - without being depresse&
and a tutor should proceed under,
The rule is ‘easy,’
but the practice is not genertﬁ
As a tutor should not say, ,Uk
a rock defy the ~waves,—neither
should he represent him'as a’ ves-n
sel to be always ¢ tossed wnt@
tempests.” The most skilful pxlot
may notice ' with - alarm sofne’
clouds and some seas, and my
dread to leave the port “Though
experience will ‘fot . warrant. thw
encouragement, The . skies wlll
never again frown, the ,mght never,

aga.m -be lopg, th? qlqmqn}sﬁpm )

..,.-» A
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siow hushed and - il - obstruetions
vanish, Neither: will: experience
Justify a zutor in this eddress,—
¢*8on, go work to.day in the
wvineyard. @n the sweat of thy
brow*’ cut thy way through these
hedges of briars and tharns, aad
the: spot will not then be cleared;
every step will require the same
toil, and the green pastures and
-stitl: -waters will recede {from thy
view the more thou seemest to
advance.  To this extreme ODr.
Ashworth rather veered, through
‘jealousy of that .conceit and pre-
‘sumptlion which expose the young
-16'30°'Many snares.
¢ ..'Fo decerum of conduct he was
amnetely attentive, Paul’s max-
em . was his ‘motto—*¢ Abstain
from the appearance of evil”” A
mewspaper was hever seen in the
‘ :ﬁmﬂy on ‘the sabbath: ance, in.
~aleed, ‘it was produced by his-or-
der, when & bill was in parlia.
“ment ‘relatrog to ‘the Dissenters,
" and there was - much .anxiety :about
 thesdivisian. But as .soon .as the
. desired satisfaction was obtained,
the servamt .was 10 .celled to
' Plage it, for the .day, on its usuval
shelf. Hlis discretion 'was mani.
dost :in the. affairs -of the towan,
baing net - meddling nor - tardy,
ot (ﬂiemus ‘but public.gpirited.
‘Bhetawn is what s -called high,
- Jit:the principdl gentlemen could
qwot : wefrein. from  atending :his
SROCessor's sermon ron +his docease ;
not- smmg, howewer, within the
salls the meetmg-ho\use,
‘though 1 hey walked through -the
sisles %0 select their station.
Bowewhat wquestionable was his
discretion in submitting 1o the
mandate 1of & eurate, by -retising
from: die' fromt 10 the rour - of the
funceal toin of 8/ pupr-dld worman,

) nioh delivered

.lddmmu to the Mmmr of Dr. Aalmo.rt&

But the professor of Hemw. £bo-
moured as sweh by a bishpp whe
had bumself pcc@pied;avz Hehrew
chair) the professor of. theology
and matbemaiics did pot choase
to bazard a violation of the S0
lemnities of a grave by entering
on o cortest, in which surely he
could not dread disparity. In
little things, as ¢hey are comapon-
iy estecmed, he was not negligent.
The apparently trivial cireunme
stance of dress escaped mot his
eye, justly reasoning that where
the habit of carelessness appessed,
is influence might affect the mind
as well as the person. His peca.
niary trensactions in the family,
the acadery, the meeting, an
point of receipt and. dt&hﬁrwnla
ecopomy .and, Jchm‘tts) WERS QR
the same scale by which his other
concerns and pursuits were

lated. .Aldlcould he Feen.. tbrvn@\
W 4 mofent, . ..

His piaty . paﬁeak rof his cbﬂ-
sactenistic. qualities. it zwap:&@wa
not assuming 5 it was steady. 5
dazialing. Hlis surviking f¢
{so fast foHoming him, oW, 40
the valley of the shadow of dersh)
do not boast, ¢ I ne'er shall lopk
on like again,» but -the recallpc-
tion of his. life and labouxs as. al-
ways aoccompanied with this ho-
nourable and useful reflegtian,
¢~ Being dead, he ymt spkﬂkﬂthn”

g

Brief Mcmmr,ﬂf the ’lﬁtc Jiw,
Jobn Simpson®
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Bruf Memoir. of the late Rev. J okn Szmpsam

Elizabeth Stmpson, respectable

inlabitatits: of thé town of “Leices.’
- Account of it by

ter, where he “was ~born, Mareh,
1‘74-5—3—6 + © He "was dem:endtd
fromancestors distinguished: by
their love of civil and religious
liberty, one of whom, the Rev.
John Woodhouse [ Noncon. Me-
mor. 8vo. 2uad. ed. 1ii. 107, &c ]
surrendered:* his prospects in the
religious establishmentof his coun-
‘try,” at the call of - conscience,
being one of the memorable band
of confegsors who were ejected
from the Church of England
(1’662), ‘by the Bartholomew Act.
' His parents 'devoting him early
to the work of the ministry, young
Simpson’ was’placed; 1754, under
the:care of Mr. John Aikin, [af-
terwards 'D.'D.] who kept a ﬂou-
‘rlshmg school” at  Kibworth,
Leicestershire ;"and on his remo-
val to take chargeof the Academy
“at Warrinpton, 1758, was sent to
Market Harborough. 1In 1760,
the’ pupﬂ followed his' tutor, to
‘Warrifigton, and there entered
upon 'a course of education for the
inistry ‘amongst the Protestant
‘Dissenters; under - this most_re-
pectable dlvme, aided by Dr.
Priestley,
"Hbolt. Of the great advantages
of this’ academical institution, the

o

an Bath on Sunday, ‘August 29, 1813.
*Jos&p'h Hunter. Crutwell Bath ;
Johnson, London. 1s. 6d.”’ 8vo
2. “ The Instructive Rememlbrance of
.U ridd {1 7orth. A Sermon preached
ill- - Chapel, in Léeds, on Sun-
‘day, {p , 1813, on occasion of the
deatli of ‘the' Rev. John Simpson: ‘Also,
‘an Address; delivered at the end of the
Pineral Service, on Tuesday, Aug 31;
‘ and a Memoir’ of his Life, &c. &¢. Bv‘
*:he Rev. ' Thomas Jervis, ]ohnso:: >
vVo. 25, -

+. Mr. Hunter says, * on the 1gth of
Mm‘ch ;" Mr, Jéngs “ m thc 30:11 ”
VOLe IX- o ™M

Mr. Seddon, and Mr. &

- candid with the jusétlyadidired Lar}éer'

reader may form an accurate;uﬁ -
nrent by consulting the Historical
-an able,: diseri-
minating pen, in our last Volume.]
No one knew better how to-avail
himself of these advantages than
our student ; and his attachment
to his tutors was in proportign to
the benefits he recetved from thems
of Dr. Aikin he always spoke-in
the warmest terms of admiration,|{
and his regard for Dr. Pnestley
continued to the last,. -
From Warnnagton, Mr. Sampsorx
went in 1765, to the University
of Glasgow where he spent two
years: -this ancient -seat:. of
learning he attended the lectures
of the’ able, pious,  and candid
Dr. Leechman,§ principal of the

1 May we presume to remind our
valuable corres(:ondent V. F. that” his
promised continuatior of this subject is
anxiously looked for by many of our
readers p - .

| The p]an of Dr Arkm s. tumon, as
described by Mr. Simpson, is ngcn by
V. F. Vol. VIIL P-.166,7.

§ The following character of Dr.
Lecchman, by Dr. Wodrow, "in” the
Life of him preﬁxed ‘to His' posthumbous
Sermons, in two Vols. 8vo. 1789,, will
ratify such as take an interest in. théo-
logical history :—

«“ Dr, Leecbman ‘was quahﬁed ﬁc—
yond most men, to be a succcssful
teacher and defender of truth. : His lpve
of it was pure and warm; yet. this
. generous warmth was stnctl guardcd
by the modesty of his own mmd ‘2hd
never: betrayed him into<any: harsh‘or
indecent language towards those whese
opinions he could not but. consider,- as
hostile to truth and to the best i mtercsts

of mankind. 'He was as free as an man
I ever ‘knew, from ' bigotry, or‘afi*‘im-~
proper attachment -to- any systeins:of
Theology or Philosophy, thatof Huitch-
eson his beloved friend not excepted.

He ‘“was; to ‘all appearance, ‘eq aﬂy

and though his reading or learning .was
. considerably inferior to that pro |
"knowledge, yet it ‘was itill very exten~




a8
Callege, a rank..which includes
the office of divinity professor.

Hete,. as befare at l‘Varﬂng%om

3 . r

sive, especrall in: the hmoncal moral-
and theologlcal branches. He had
perhaps more original genius, and force
of mxnd than i.ardner. He had a most
#ridble talent of stlecting what was
most important or most striking -on
every subjeet he handled : so that his
aFgnments were never specious, but
solid ;' not founded on speculations, but
fzéts ‘urged, at the same time, with a
degree of ‘warmth’ which carried the
sos:along with him ; for they were
ad ressc:d equally.to the judgment and
to tfxe heart. In fine, the exertion of
thése: atstxngm‘z’hed talents was stimu-
latedandheigthened by a spirit of manl
dexotion,  ‘which. -he never concealed,
bug. gave way to, an all proper occa-
sxons : and though the effects of this
‘transient on thany, yet it left such
mpi‘éssions onsome minds as will never
b% entirely effaced.
¢ Df., Leechman’s fame and successas
a teac er, was such as mxght be expected
frorit *such talents and virtues.
Diviniey Hall ac Glasgow was crowded

»»'n‘:.di . . ;

olars- thau any other in Scotland.
18 laboyrs there conmb utedto encrease
tl;’e"i‘xsxh_g reputation of chat University,
andF ditl - eminent service to-the church ;
especisify by inspiring young minds thh
&?MQOQI{ dar. truth, .cherishing a spirit
quiry. after 1t, and diffusing ra-
u&fa% ‘and. hbcral sentiments of. xcbg:on
in Sfh#t” cortér of the count Even
the yaung:men designed for ¢ minis-
Y :;np;;g ghe -seceders, who are con-
dered. as
3 tll‘.tqn ed Dr. Lecchman’s lectures
‘tonh?dmhie numbers; and thus
a thirst for knewledge, and

2 L - of mind, which did them
mm,!\ us, DIOUS YOURE
mcn,fxq nglandand. igland-attended . .

his* lecwrés, and improved under his
tnhibﬁ, .several of whom have since
\hed 1
. q:; qnd in- d\&Ch&;ch.
wever ight
d‘ﬂfa""iﬁ “%cii sehhmenes of gp%&m
itig fédducbmh w«:mm

The 8

inis time wicth a greater number of

.most rigid sect.in Scot-.

hepascl mong:,l
Sives Doch o " the-dissenters::; he adds, .

Brief Memoir of the late Rev. Jokn Simpson.

hw Studies  were .warious ;' buot
theology was his favoume pura
suit, and ¢ no less from: inélinwa
tion, than from @ seénsec of Pres
fessional duty, hemade every
thing subserve to' his advaricement'
in that science, the niest’ impotd
tant of all the sciences.”” 4 ~Under
the eminent tutors, before named,
at both places, he laid the foun
dation of that eminenee to which
he afterwards attamed in theo}&-:
gical knowledge.

To the latest period  of bls hfe,?
he rejoiced that he had been so
early led to those studies which-

- belong peculiarly  to-the ministes"

rial character’; and especially that
he had been in circumstanees: to"
pursue theological truthy, nolforrlf
unbiassed by professional - fntesest™
but also unfettered by: suliseri’p-
tion to articles of faithi - "His fé-
ard to this last point: was strongly
manifested in his “solititude "tu>
ascertain what wasthe truth, when

a few years ago it was iumnatedr |
to him by a friend; that when L "
was admitied a swdem inithe
University of Glasgow, be had'
subscribed to certain articles 6f
religion, incorporated: with the
statutes of that learned ﬂocaeay'
It turned out, much to his ‘satys"
faction, that his friend had bem
misinformed.{

From the period of hm leaxgmgf'
G}asgow (1767) Mr. Sanapisom -

A

Dr. Wodrow states (p, h)y tHAL
1744, Dr. (thcn Mr)Lceo thim'v
London, and was introduced.1o. Landm,.
Benson, apd.athes sminent mgn-

wards commcncca an acq 'amtzmy:c
comredpondeace with Dn. Pricé,
betwegn .qhesg. TWo

,smccrq friendship continued tbxol;ah

,l:fc .
. &R& H‘H‘ﬁ(

s Setmqn ,

llh‘ajj
Nete, p.. m, T
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,;gesi hrs tmw ebaeﬁy amongst
his famﬂyﬁenmtmm at Leices-
ter, still prosecating his private
stadles with. dHigence, til April,
17723, when he first settled: at
Nottimgham, as joint minister with
the learned and eloquent Mrp
George Walker, of the congrega.
tion of Protestant Dissenters, as.
sembling in the chapel at the High
Pavement in that town. From
henee in 1777, he removed to
Walthamstow, where he became
paster-of the congregation of Dis.
senters: in that  place which had
e;geyedsghe joint -services of Mr,
Farmer and Mr. Radcliffe. With
this:~congregation; however, his
conpection lasted only two years;
and he:.never afterwards-entered
intp the:pastoral relation, though
he:eontinued: to preach occasion-
al]y, to the end of life. o

..In .4hé year 1780 Mr. Simpson
mapried -Mase Frances Watson,
relict: -of ———-Watson, KLsq. of
Cottingham, ‘near Hull, and only
dayghtey and heiréss of Mr. Tho.
mas Woodhouse, of Gainsborough,
to.whom he was previously related.
By this lady he obtained a respecs
table . fortane. They lived most
happily togéther, first at Cotting-
ham, then at Little Woodhouse,
near - Léedy; and lastly, at Leeds,
till the la;ter ehd of the year 1789,
Wbeﬁ she was taken from him by
dﬁaﬂh _

“The.t tie which bound him to his
former . residence bemg brokesn;
Mi‘a. _Simpson removed in 1791,
‘Bath, where he resided, useful,
hdppy, and respected, till ’the day
of his -death, Wednesday August
18, 18%¥2.¢
montb, he wes interred,
own desire; in - the s‘nme

of three and twenty years before

"Oir the 315t of that
at his ¢
vault
which. be had prepared upwards'

8y

AR TR TRl
for. Mrs. Sampson M?. JQ!VPS pob-
forming the funeral rites, a_last
and mela.ncholy office of fnend-s
ship.

Mr. Slmp80n has left one»sen,
Mr. John Waoodhouse Simpgon,
of Rearsby, in Leicestershire, - -

The talents of Mr. Simpson as

& preacher; if not of the highest
class, appear to have been traly.
respectable ; but as an authoi- b_e
has obtained no meanrank anross:
those that have -illastrated™ and
defended the Christian religions,.
His first work, which appeazed-
soon after his retirement from'smiu-
nisterial engagements; was e AR
Essay to shew that” Christianity;
1s best conveyed in the Hlstorie
Form,”’ displaying both mgenmty
and ability. A still more impor-
tant publication’ was  The View',
of the Internal and Presnmpm’ﬂ
Evidences of Christianity,*®- of-
which an anenyméus correspott.,
dent in the Bath Chronicle, $aid’
to be a liberal and: exﬂlgﬁtgged;,
clergyman, proneunces ‘¢ that: it
1s a most useful, -masterly-afd’
excellent performance and iy
be ranked, in merit and ‘valae,
with the moral demonstrations of «
the verity of our holy faithjrelag?
borated by the deep erudino‘q{dﬁ}g
raré sagacity  of Jelemy Taylpx;
and John Loake Dr. -Lardnen, s
Samuel Clarke, dnd Atchﬂewbh
Paley.”’* ~Of the "* Essay¥ tffi
thé Language of Scriptuie,” the .
ample Review in-our last Volunig -
(pp: 600, 677, 792); will lmar*
enabled’ the readér to Judge

,hll‘nself “'some of the posmopé‘ma»y

be unsound, some of the critlcnﬁms
hot snﬂicxently uuthbm:ed sOtne

......

prv—

* Mr, Hw'mr’: Smnon. Nou:, Pp. 17,
18,



84

the.mode and temper of investi-
gation, the solid learning, the
ingenuily, and even the orxgmahty,
the genuine reverence for scrip-
turc, which the Ikissayist has dis.
played, will secure a permanent
place for his volumes in every
theological library, and keep his
pame familiar to the biblical stu.
dent |

It is_pleasing to consider this
yenerable Christian employing his
Closmo' days upon . the sacred
.volume, for the Essays were his
laat, as, in our judgwent, they
are bis best work ; and it is pe-
guliarly edlfymg to find both his
biographers attesting that his ve.
neration of the Bible increased
with his examination of it.* The
legltlmate office of scriptural cri-
ticism is to discover truth, and
its proper, if not 1ts mwanag]e
effect is devotion.

Mr. Simpson engaged in several
controversies on subjects connec-
‘, ted with his studies and profession,
‘as will appear from the catalogue
of hxs writings subjoined to this
“memou; ‘¢ I'hey were all con.
ducted w;th that temper and mo-
ﬂeratlon which became the gen-
tleman and the Christian. Even
l\rIr. Wakefield, who boasted that
in controversy ¢ he knew no man
) after the flesh” laid down his
€< strong and sharp incision pen”’
when encountering. Mr Simpson,
After wishing, in the apostolic
‘language, peace and mercy to all
‘who walk according tosuch a rule
as Mr. Simpson had followed, he
decldres, ¢ wuhout the mahonu_y
of fictitious praise and with the
truest cordxahly, I recommend
tpxs sermon to the perusal of all

. Mr Huntcx s Sc,r pp, 25, 27, Mr,
Jervis's S€ty pp. 17, 18:° -

Brief Memoir of the late Rev. John Simpsosn.

interesested 1n our controversy, as
a very temperate, sensible and
elegant performance; such as
might be expected from an author,
who had before ascertained his
competcncy for the discussion of
thesec subjects by an excellent
work, i 11ightly recollect, on the
Hestu: cal Conmyance of the Goge
per.”‘l'

4¢ [n  his theologxcal creed »
Mr. Simpson ¢ was an Umtarlan_
in the largest sense of the word.
And, agreeably to the enlightened,
conscientious and general consis.
tency of his character, his specu-
lative belief inspired hun with the
most genuine sentiments of a.ra-
tional piety and an elevated - dew
votion 3 for he was a most con-
stant, humble. and sincere, wWor~
shipper of the One God. and Fa-
ther, in the name of Jesus Ch’riﬁ‘t,
his holy and beloved servan(.}”

Mr. Simopson rejoiced exceed-
ingly in the publication. of .the
Improved Version, 9 a. measure
so confoermable to the course of
his own studies. Both Mr. Hun—
ter§ and Mr. JervnsH bear . testi-
mony to his zeal for truth; the
former asserts that ¢ he sought -ts
success by every means,” thoggh
the latter declares that there were
some mcthods of promoting:.it
which did not accord with: his
judgment, and these he seems to
explain to be controversial and
missionary preaching. 4t . It is naa

+ ¢“ See Mr. Wakefield’s Gencral
Reply to the Arguments against.the
Enquiry into Public. Worship, p. 20.”"
—Myr. Hunter’s Ser. Note, p. 31. .

1 Mr. Jervis’s Ser. p. 18«
9 Mr. Hunter’s Ser. pp. 19, 20.
§' P. 30. ; “ .P. 20.

Tt:Thf: langu.agc of Mrx. Jervis on
these topics requires notice, e says,
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tural that every man should lay
fnost ¢tress upon his own means
of usefulness : Mr, Simpson's was

the press: but we cannot see why
the different means may not be

-

of his deceased friend, ‘¢ No man was
ever more zealous for the spread and
propagation of truth, although he
differed from many worthy persouns in
his view of the methods most proper
and eflicient for this important pur-
pose, He was not impelled by the san-
guine temper of a restless activity, a
Janatical impatience to ccmpass sea and
dand in order-tomake proselyles.” (p. 20.)
—This woula seem to. .be the tempcer
of the worthy persons irom whom Mr.
Simpson differed! Yet we beg leave
to remind Mr. Jervis that he himsely
would not have explained the diffe;-
ence, or justified his standing aloof
from certain plans of religious activity,
i such terms. We write, 1 the distinct
recullection of a conversation with the
deceased on this very point, when we
venture to assert,.that he would not
‘have rebuked nncandidly what he
thought immoderate zcal, or have vio-
Iently enforced modération and quiet.
ness —~Mpr. Jervis.adds,: ‘¢ Nor was it
his-practice to: preach polemical ser-
amous. Controversial subjects he con-
sidered as. the proper province of the
press rather than the pulpit. The
titie comimonly occupied in this place,
-he thought might be more profitably
applied to the purposes of geuneral
instruction, of consolingand animating
the hearers, of inculcating upon their
“minds just and rational motioms of
- God, and of their duty, and 1mparting
to them the true spirit of the zospel.””
(it.) Upon this we might ask, how
¢ instraétion” ‘can be' ¢ geweral® but
by being particular ? and how ¢ just
and rational notions of od” can be
successfully taught without removing
such notions of God (amd in Mr,
Simpson’s judgment, in Mr. Jervis's,
‘and in our's, the popular notivus are
such) as are unreasonable and un-
scriptural?  Bat it will be sufficient
to remark, in order to shew that Mr.
Simpson’s authority is not adverse to

controversial sermons, that the only

sermon which he published .was con-
troversial! (See Neo. 3, of his Wri-
tmgs.) , . -

8d

cousistently adopted by the same
person, and why he may not avail
himself equally of the press and
of the pulpit, and not merely of
the regular, canonical pulpir, but
also of that which convenience
consecrates for the occasion.

We have it not in our power
to enumecrate Mr, Simpson’s more
particular friends, which as it
would be a most pleasant, so also
1s 1t a most useful office of bio-
grapby ; but we have the autho.
rnty of Mr. Jervist for saying that
he was in habits of nccasional and
friendly intercourse with Dr. Stock,
Bishop of Waterford, who transe
lated from the Hebrew originals
the book of Job and the book of
Isaiah : these two venerible per-
sons closed their lives, which had
been directed to ncarly the same
objects, about the same time, Dr.
Stuck]] dying on Sunday, the 15th
of August, and Mr. Simpson, on
the Wednesday foliowing.

Mr. Simpson appears to have
attained to a very rare degree of
moral and Christian excellence.
He was held in general esteem ;
the rich reward of his various
virtues, He was firm in his
principles, steady in his conduct,
and couricous in lhis manners;
modest, humble, atiectionate, dis-
interested and generous. ¢ His
life was innocence—his end was
pecace. When he approached the
close of his mortal career, his
disease, in its first auack, was
unexpected, sudden and alarm.
ing ; in its progress to its fatal
termination, rapid and awfully.
affecting. Providentially, his suf.

'+ Ser. Note. p. 50.

{| We should be extremély obliged
to any of our correspondents: who
would favour us.with a Memojr of this
learned and agiable prelate,
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fenmg was, }xght s nor did his nd<
tive composure desert him in his
utmost need.—His mind was finmn,

his faculties sound, his reason

clear, his temper serene, without
any- overshadowing cloud of de-
spondency or griefs All was calm
and collected and patient and re-
signed and consistent to the last,
He left this world withouat a mur-
mur, 2 groan or a sigh, and en-
tered mto peace.”+ |

-~ Mr. Simpson wrote

‘1. {1782) An Essay to shew
that Christianity is best conveyed
inthe Historic Form. 12mo, Leeds.

-kl €1786) An Abstract of the
Gospel History in Scriptural Lan.
gaage. 12mo. Leeds. N.B. This
was reprinted for the use of Sun.
day schools.

FH.
ments for Social Worship, a Ser.
mow before Dissenting Ministers
at. anml April 13, 1792 ; pub.
llsbed by request. 8vo. Bath.

¥V, (1793) Civil Mandates for
Da.ys of Public Worship no Ar-
gumﬁnt for-not Jommg in it, 8vo.
Bath:

V. (1793) A Form of Public
Prayer: for the Lord’s Day 8vo,
anate. ‘

KWy J— o

SUggestzons concemmg Maral Capabzlztg. o

say, shewinlg tbaf C‘l‘vﬁ Mén”ﬁates, |

(1792) Christian Argu- I

It..
A) -~

VI (1794} A° Rapl t§ iag Reg,
Mr, Wilffam$%: AHsWei' o’ an If

YSe

Y~

i

&c. 8vo,
'VIL. (1795) Essay on R?ezl‘gnous
Fasting and Humdranon ~ 8vo,.
Bath, . N
V1. (1798) Thoughts on tbe
Novelty, the Excelléncde, and the.
E\ndence of the Chnstnn Reh-
gion. Bvo. Bath. o |
1X. (1861) Interhal and Pte- )
sumptive Evidencesof Chnstlamty,
Counsidered Separately and as Um--
ting te form One Argumenr Svo.a
Bath, |
X. (1803) Arguments  for " the,:
Use of a Priated Conoregahonal'
Liturgy for Public Worsinp 112mo.{. |
London Private. -
. (1803) An Essay on'the
mpropnely of the Usoal Mode
of Teaching Theoiogy'. lZmo.u ;
London. Private,’ -
XII. (1812) EssnysontheLa?n-;
guage of Scripture, with Additions
and Corrections. - 2 Vols. 8vo,
Bath. Published by Egerton, Loh- -
don. N.B. Se¢veral of tﬁésé -
says were pubhshed separateLy tﬂd |
successively. o
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YRR O,
¥
.Y [ PN
: 4 c

b e~.

> e » . o e gt ws M o —

— > o

u— prarey

&L';&N‘.

MISCELLANEOUS COM MUNICATIﬁNS

' - L. ‘:1- ', ‘\J\-L‘,’)‘

Suggcstwns concerning Moral
Capability.
(Kud befere the Literary and Philoso~
phical Society of vacrpool
- March 5, 1813:) |
The question_of moral. ca pabi.
lity, may be considered as an ex..
tewsion of the question of actual

Aww

+ My, Jervis®s Ser. p. 26.

1{ R Y.
capablhty, or the free aoency‘ of - -
man. Much similar - reasoning -
may be used, with respect to both
questions ; - but there is one de-
tached argument, against the supw
position - of free agency; whicli it
will be very necessary, in the fifst
place, to dispose of. .This argue
ment is drawn from the fore-
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knowledge of Gad. - ¢ If," (says God, after having hestowed upen

the Fatalist) God knows. that a

certain event Wﬂl take place, that

a certainaction will be performed,
such action must be performed,
- therefore, is not performed by
the free will of man. In reply to
this—Although we look upon
things, as occurring, in successive
periods of time, this may not be
the case with Deity ; with respect
to whom, time is swallowed up in
eternity, and relative terms of li-
mited duration may be words
without application or meaning,.
Eternity for ever present, is an

idea which includes and absorbs

all .ideas of particular duration.
Our faculties may not be capable
of ‘comprehending the nature of
eternity—we can readily believe
that a _thousand years, .with Deity,
may be as one day with us; or
even as .one hour : and it may be
only our ignorance  in these mat-
ters.(and not gny. impossibility in
the _nafwre, of he thing), which
prg'g,gg;ts us- from conceiving how
~a thoysand. of owr years may
stand actyally present to the in-
18[1%_;!.1(!65 QfGOd% Now, if this
were admitted, what we call the
prescience of God will be no ar.
- gument against the dectrine of
the free agency of man; for it will
not be._denied that a being may
forbear to interfere in the promo-
tion; wx-distpibution «of events, ac-
tually passing and present.
Reasoning, however, under our
GQwn notions of time and suc-

cetgion, I .do net know that we

have any authority to suppose
any universal prescience of God.
Fhat, - the Deity. is. all powerful
18 admitted-~that. ble camp con.
trol the events. of this world, is
allowed:: . but the:ipower which is
Posseased 5° not always: cxerted.

’

his creatures a nature suitable to:
his purpese, wmay, for the good
of these bis creatures, decline to
influence the general temor of

their actions—or, to Anow of

such actions, before they are
performed (possessing, at all
times, the power to arrest their
proceedings, at any individual
moment). This might be

it would be a positive act of
volition 3 consequently an act of
power.

1s a proof of the foreknowledge

of God—-but, prophecies are oca. .
out of the commeon -

currences,
order of things; and the fulfile
ment of them cannot
thing, beyond the display of di~

vine interference, with respect to

the accomplishment of some par-

case ; it would afford an instance
of condescension, and of grace; -

It may indeed, be argued
that the fulfilment of prophecies

prove any-.

ticular event: but ewen this ine

terference does not, necessartly:

control, perhaps uever has cona

trolled the free purpose of mane:
The finishing of -2 propbecy may
be accomplished, as well by the -

Interposition of circumstances,.as

by -supernatural influence on the
mind of the agent; and, hence, -

arises the question, how far the
accomplisher of ‘a propkecy -is
answerable for his conduct, ad=

mitting the necessity of the pros

phecy being fulfilled. The ana
swer will be, that he is respon-
sible, 1n as much as he has acted

from kis own -free will; or, has

not resisted inducements to aACm

tians, which ought to have been rew

sisted, and-which, with the powers;
he possessed, he might have re-.
sisted.  Let as suppose a divine
prophecy. the ‘accomplishment of
which

will require ostensible cri-

[ON.
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mmahty, on the part of the acs
complisher. ~ Let us estimate” thé
nmoral powers of man at one hun~
dred. - Let us suppose the gradual
interposition of a chain of cir-
cumstances (comprehendingif ne-
cessary, internal 1nfluences), 1n
opposition to these moral powers;
which succession of circumstan.
ces shall termyrate in the fulfil-
mient of the prophecy abeve men-
tioned; let: us estimate the force
of these opposing chicumstances
ﬁt one hundred and fifty. Irom
a - comparison of these powers, it
¥s evident that the prophecy must,
eventuzlly be fulﬁ!led—-—neverthe.
Yess, if the human agent exert his
powers to ‘their full extent. he is
mm'ally exculpated, though phy.
sically ‘instrumental: but, 1if he
have not sé ‘exerted himsclf—if
the prophecy be accomplished by
his instrumentality, whilst the
gradual interposition of ‘ circums-
stances, tending to such accom-
p‘hs‘bment amounted, only, to
the ‘power of fifty (wmch we may
suppose the extent, ordinary,
the "course of Pr’o‘viden‘ce), 'his
own moral’ power being, at the
saine time, one "hundred, then,
is ‘he: answerable for such accom.-
plishiment, in as much as it was
brought about by means, over
which ‘he had control, and which
Tle might have overcome.

It 1s pOSblble that divine inter-
ference, by ‘the interposition of
circumstances, whether external
Or imternal, may exist, in the
‘common occun'ences of life : or,
to speak more - correctly, that
such interference iy ready to be
-displayed,  if the frée will of man
does’ mot accomplish what the
divine mind bas -declared shall
be accomplished, © But 1t7is also
possiblé; and it is reasonable,

Suggestwns cozzcermng bIoral Oapabzlzly
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that what is called the ordmary'
churse of-patareis’so’ #@%Fadapt»
éd to the-moral arid physical-eons
stitution of  ¥yhan, “‘that “thosé
events which the” “divitie™ B’blng
may have decreea shall - take
place, will take place (a§, in the
mstance of prophecies, we "have
shewn they may take place}, by
the free agency of man.

It i1s evident that any considera
ation of this question does'notide
fiuence the ordinary occurrencés
of this life; our reasoning theres
fore has a reference to anothet
world. - And with 1his limitation;
those who ‘argue for free dgeficy
bave a manifest advantage ovver
threir opponents, for admitting“the
reasoning of men in favour of
free will to be false, - they-cah
plead and are Jushﬁed by*necess
sity, it were impossible® they
could help reasoning as the
bave reasoned ; they of course
caunot be ce’r\SUré“cf,-“' thérefore
should not Be ptinishéd:Tor sueh
reasoning or its €bnsequehees;
n The situation" of the *fatalist+is
very difterent; if his- argurent
be sound, for him it may be well’;
but if it should prove to be fﬁlsé -
he must ‘answer at his perﬂ""ﬁr
the perversion of that understands
ing which ‘nature has given Hilife
Moreover they who supporl ﬂﬁ
doctrine of mechanism possess ™
title to our praise or admlratmﬁs
for what they may imagiiie ‘their
freedom from prejudice,’ orthén'
superior  penetration; " for, "¢
should” be remembered,’ that ek
soning and acting,* as tbty allow,
from mere necéssity, the ¢ ﬂfi&f
their arguments and tbem‘i“"‘
devolves entirely upon sore: poﬂer
ulterior to themselvés, > 't

But having disposed of this ar.

gument agamst: the actuat éa’p&-
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b!llty of man, there seems to be yet
a kind of impenetrability in the
nature of the causes of the degrees
of pm'fectmn which different men
attain.

Looking at the question some-
thing superficially, it seeins rea-
sonable to admit that according
to the opportunities of moral im-
provement which a man possesses,
considering the circumstances iu
which bhe is p]aced his bodily
constitution and spirits,—so must
we judge of the degree of moral
rectitude, to which he hasattained.
Thus two men may have advanced
to _the same elevatmn in the scale
of moral excellence, although one
may have committed more mis.
deeds than the other; owing to
~his temptations having been great-
er, or his means of resisting “them
Iess A man’s absolute state of
moral habitude is to be judged
by the degree in which he has ap.-
proached a capability of enjoying
moral happiness; of comprehend.-
ing the natare and excellence of
virtue. A man may have passed
through life without having evinec.
ed any great dereliction of prin
cx;pIe, without having eommitted
any ¢normous faults ; and yet be
very little able to comprebend the
dignity of virtue: whilst another
man with deeper reflection, and
compelled frequently to act upon
stimulating and perplexing occa-
afons ’ resisting some temptations
gmd yielding to others, may pos.
$e98 (ruer notions of the nature of
moral obligatlon, higher concep-
tions of the essence of virtue, and
consequemly be better ﬁtted for
the enjoyment of pure and ra-
txonal happiness.

But the comparative merit of
such a man is not determined by
kis ostensible virtue': a third man

VOL, IX, N
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whom circumstances may have
driven into retirement, may pos=
sess the same merit, though he
have not displayed the same  vire
tue ; the contingents of his life not
having been such as to call for
great exertions.  The merit of
the one has been proved—the
merit of the other may exist. The
warrior who mounts a breach in
the face of the e¢nemy, and the
soldier who would eagerly have
performed the same exploit if the
tasl». had been allotted him, are
equally meritorious. One receives
a laurel crown ; both deserve it. .

In like manner a man, A, may
have committed more mmdeeds
than another man, B, and yet be
the more virtuous character in the
estimation of his fellow men, whilst
at the same time his absolute me~
rit may not be greater than the
same qualification in B. The
personal privations and hardships
which A may have undergone
in the manifestation of his virtue
are a distinct consideration: for
these he deserves a recompence
in proportion to their cxtent, in
the same manner as the endu-
rance of unavoidable misfortune
in ordmary life is, in the eye of
juastice, a title of recompeace to
the sufferer. But the chief sub~
ject of applause i1s the inward
complexion of the mind, that
energy of soul, that exertion of
virtuous principle which prompted
to the endurance of suffering, and
was the chef support under its
pressure—and with these qualities
it is possible that the character
B mightequally be endued, though
he possessed not the opportanity
to display them. This might be
the case. The merit of A is ma-
nifest ; the merit of B remains. o
be proved.
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It seems then necessary. for the
exact estimation ‘of character to,
suppose two men, whose situation,
constitution, and circumstances
are precisely simitar. But even
here we are perplexed with con-
siderable difficulty. Oftwo men,
placed as far we can judge in si
milar circumstances, with, equal
advantagess, with the same motives
to action, the same advice, and
the same example, one shall prove
a noble, and the other a despica-
ble character. How shall we
accaunt for this variety, for this
opposition betwegn the two, and

How shall we estimate the actual

virtue of each? Will it be said
that ong has taken more pains
with himself, and is therefore more
worthy ? 'Fhat he has pondered
more upon the nature of moral
excellence, and altogether applied
himself more to the improvement
of his mind than the other?—

'Fhat corresponding effects will
result from such conduct must be
admitted —that s, this pains.taking
with himselfis the efficient cause
of his. future nobleness of charac-
ter. But why did one of two
persons, placed, under similar cir-

cumstances. take mere pains thap

the other; what induced him. to
think more upon his, moral nature;
whit was the cause of that deep.
thought apd persevering. study ?
He had no motive to action but
what the other man possessed 3
and if the same motive made._ a
greater impression on the one
than on the other, what was the
cause of this inequality, ofxmpres.
sion * In fine, were their mmdg
passive substances, and one more

the other? This is the conclusnon,
accordin with, the usual accegta,.
tion of- the doctrine of necesmty,;,

Suggc,slwn;s concgguwg Moral Capability..

that is, under the notion of the.
impessibility, of a manls acti
otherwise than 1n complgax}ce wmy
the motives. which impress. them,.
Bu* on the other, hand, if we'
adopt the notion of free agency,
we are without any distinct solu-
tion. of the difficulty.. It is mot
satisfactory to say that one man
chose to think, and that the other.
did not; for the fatahst allows
this. Why did he chuse to think?
if he had no good motive he had
no Ierit; and whatever mqt;ve
he possessed the other man poy=
sessed also : and this brlngs us,. to
the former questiony, why was qng
man induced to set abou‘t“obeymg;
a certain motive rather than the
other man? Moreover,, can these,
doubts be resolved by. referepce to
the bod\ly and mgntal original
constitution of tbe men.2 Itmay
be urged that if two men cquld
be found, whose clrcumsLanpeSm
these respects were precisely, si-
milar, their characters, would be
similar ; and that in, proportion as
the circumstances of either varied,
in so much his, character would
chapge. But 1s . this t,be faq:j\?‘
And do persons vary in, character,
in exact proportion as tbex,va;x,
in circumstances? 1f -they, da,
then are all men allke vm;sq,ou,g i
and into this predicament the, fa-
talist must fall, If they do not—r
that is,, if persons’ characters are
not the same, t3 taking uuoaa.qco\am;
the balance of cucumst@ppﬁs_,, then.
different. men whose c,x,rc;umgtapc,es;
agre precisel { the spme, will nevegs.
theless exhibit different. charactenss.

. and it 1s this. varipty, of character,.
capable of:bejng acted, upon tban_

under the same qu,umﬁtﬂﬂcsp,\
which, 1t is the. q}xesthng tq, ax-
plaig.

* The.doctring, of, ne;cssmtx wonld.
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afford & wefp compendivul ekplh
mution, bt this explanation would
not prove Yheédoctring of necéssity.
Am universabdystern ' of mechamsm
would equaly explain aby factm
patural Bistory, or any resualt in
chemistry wiich ‘had not beea
accounted for ; but the existence
of these facts and results would
not ptove ‘a systemn of meéchanrsm.
If this ‘doétiine be first proved,
wé Wwill -admit the explanation ;
byt mAorawde of a trie cause Is
o ‘ground for ‘thié substitution of
a falbe-one 3 and the Ysual® mode
of Erguing tpon this subject about
involattary impressions dnd tho-
tives'is’ 1ot at-all conclusive ; as
itpre-supposes eveiy nrotive to be
Aresistible’ whidch s not iresisted ;
&Ad might “‘With equal pﬁépm’ety
be urped with respect ta Ddity
hiihsélf, of with respect 1o any
dthei power ulterior to man. God
fhiny fadinit the motives of bene-
v&lttn)c@ ;' ibera lity and compassion,
m his ‘pi'bwdéhbe for the huthan
<Paer will 1t be said, that
iﬁex‘é"i s ‘o motad ’extre]he’nce in
aRts ' drisitfg from Such motives?
And with ftbe argued (as it might a
pidoti, with ‘Delty, asivell as with
fhiaki;) - that these fnotives present
thémseives thvoluntarily, that they
&ré thie strohgest which appear at
the timve— that, therefore, they are
ifpesisiibles ¢ondequently that €or-
regpdinding éonduct is the result;
Wit, ‘that-ih $iich conduct there is
no thoral beauty or grace, be-
&aase ‘the motives being irresisti-
Ble, it - is “hot possible that God
should act differently from the
nrannéer in whith he does dct.

"I obsérved
réhb()n‘mg might be used 2
i tespect to (Jod as well as in
fespect to man : now is there any
thing in the ¢onycioushess of Wan,

that this kind of

or
ot -in’ the réasonableness Of ‘the
thing, ‘which renders a distinttion
1n argwment Hetessary? On 'thé
contrary, is threre not an univegsal
feeling 1n the breasts of men whick
almost impels them to beheve
that they have a power’ to act, or
to refrain from acting accordmg
with theirown pleasure? And do
not reason and revelation, in brdad

and general terms, dictate thg
same ‘conclysion ? '
It seems to me that it is our

ignorance of the frst prmmples
and modes of operation in the hu-
man mind, which has é,nen ‘oé.
casion to that unepative sort of
reasoning on Wwhich the system
of the fatalist depends, and whlch
pathers strength only froin  our
inability to afford explanations of
subjects with respect 16 which wé
have no medns of information.
But is it reasonable because of our
ignorance (and this wnoranCe 1
shall admit) of the mode of ope.
ration and ektent of our moral
power to deny the existence of
the power itséll? and to pronu&,
into its place, a doctrine against
which, 1n genéral, the unsonhls-
ticated ‘mind" revolts, and whlch
Wwe have no teason to believe- trae,
but because we cinnot prme 1t
to be falsze. Noone, I xmagme,
will assert that free agency is a
thing in itself impossible. I'or the
sake of the dxgumcnr then, let Hs
suppose that man is a free moral
agent—now, have we any proof
Or reason to suppose that his cop-
duct would, in such case, be dif-
ferent from what it actually is-
that h¢ would exert his wmoral
powers dlf’fuemly from the man.

—————

prwrzmer in which he does exert tbem

at present 7 Or, can we |magme
that his consciouméss of such a
power vusted within hlmseli would
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\be in any ways, d‘ﬁ’erent from that
‘Gonisciousness which every man
fow fidels. of such a prkrogatwe;
and which i¢ nevkrdlsputcd undil
he Atiempt to explain whar may
not admit of explanation; ard to
search into modes and opcration
of causes, which may in their
fiature be inscrmable. If we can-
not perceive that our consclous~
ness of possessing this power wouid
be different from that conscious-
fiess which we do experience, it
seems reasonable to conclude that
we have this power, uutil it shalil
be shewn that we have it not.
"The degree in whlch moral ca.
pablhty 13 posﬂessed is not material,
fior is it essential that man sbould
know the extent of it, or compre-
hend the mode in which he de-
rives it ; for these considerations
do not affect the rcasonableness
of the supposition. We admit the
influence of constitution and cir-
ewmstances upon ostensible cha-

racter :* we allow thdt the ambi.

tious "™ m’ém cannot always help
beéing ambitious, nor the effemi.
nate man, tﬂ“emmnte. Diversity
of ¢lraracter may be bencficial to
mankind. Some men may be
formed to honour, and some to
dishonour ; the economy of the
world may require it: but each
may have a power within himself
to improve the capacitiecs which
nature has given him. This may
bethe case; there is no proof that
1t 1s not—it 1s reasonable that it
should be. The comparative de=~
gree of virtue, orof criminality
which attaches to different men,
it may, in many cases, be im-
possible for human ingenuity to
determine. The martyr who suf-
fers death in defence of the truth
exhibits strong ' positive nrtue'
his merit is obviols.

EE RSP B
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circumstances.

Amonost
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the number who. lament -kis
fate, tnere may be: some who
would not havc hesitated, - had

they bheen called 1o the same trial
—these huve tbe same mcnt,
their reward will be less. inas-
much as their sufferings have been
lighter. The criminal who pays
with his life the forfeit due to hjs
country may have exerted his
moral powers as sirenuously as
thousands who witness his execu~
tion. ltis possible that bis crie
miuvality shall prove only the abe
sence of strong positive  virtue—
of virtue strong enongh te €ouna
tervail the influence of opposing
This might be the
case. It s, clear that the. cu){)r}t
was destilute of a_certain , degree
of virtue. That a similar.degree
of virtue is possessed by those-whe
have witnessed his sufferings.is net
manifest ; it is DOU.Dnecessary- it
should be. Man is not the. judge
between them.. It is sufficient that
he attend to his own state, and
exert the moral powers which he
may possess : the result \wilk be
influencéd by circumstances.; bug
the result is not the criterion of
merit. A man’s constitutiocnand
circumstances are with respeet;ta
himself (1. e. his moral capacity)
what a block of marble is. to.a
sculptor—which may or may not
admit of very high polish.and beate.
ty, but upon _wthh his power:
and skill may, nevertheless be:
exerted, while the. resylt of bas-
labours will obviously correspond
with the nature and quality of the.
substance, on which his talents:
have bLeen employed The pze-
vailing dispositions of a man’s:
mind, and the una.vmda.ble .COlle;
tingents of bis life will give a tone.
to his character; for we do not;
know that his moral PAWELS AL,
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sufficient ‘fo prevent such an in.
fluence; but he may improve
what he ‘cannot render perfect,
and modify what he cannot sub.
due. A vessel in a strong cur-
rent cannot be prevented go:ng
down - with the stream ; buta skil-
ful pilot may frequently chuse the
line of his course, and avoid the
rocks which he cannot remove,
- H. B.

Sundag/ Schosls of Catholic
Orzgzn.
Sir,

- Amoncvthemsntutlonsby which
this country is distinguished, every
eonsiderate Christian will set a
high value on the late establish.
meht-'of Surnday schools, which
does 'so much honour to the me.
mory -of Mr. Raikes. In con-
templating, however, the advan-
tages to be derived from them, it
iy strike some of your readers
with surprise, that the Protestants
should ‘not only have been so long
8 time without them, but that the
€atholics may with justice claim
the honour of setting us the exam.
ple two hundred years ago. 1
Bave, in proof of this, made an
éxtract from the Classical Tour
tyough “Faly, just pubiished,
whose ' amiable and enlightened
author gives us the following ac-
count of the formation of them
by St. €harles Borromeo, one of
those great characters who shews
that virtue and patriotism are to
be found in that church, many of
whose tenets are deservedly held
by us in abhorrence.

--$¢.Many of the excellent ipsii.
tations of - Cardinal Borromeo
still remain, and among others
that of Sunday schools, and it is
both novel and affecting (0 behold

ob ‘that’ day the vast area of the
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cathedral of Milan filled with
children, forming two grand divi-
sions of boys and girls, ranged
opposite each other, and these
again subdivided 1nto classes, ae-
cording to their age and capaci.
ties, drawn up between the pillars,
while two or more inmstructors
altend each class, snd direct their
questions and explapations to
every little individual without
distinction. A clergyman attends
each class, accompanied by one
or more laymen for the boys,
and for the girls as many matrons;
The lay persons are said to be
oftentimes of the first distinction,
Tables are placed in dJifferent
recesses for writing. This admis«
rable practice, so beneficizl and
so editying, 1s not confincd to the
cathedral, or even to Milam.
The pious archbishop extended
it te every part of his immense
diocese, and it 1s observed in alj
the parcchial charches of the M-
lanese, and of the neighbouring
dioceses, of such, at least as are
suﬂ'rdoans of Mhilan.» | -

It is not necessary to recome
mend this practice to Unitariansg
as 1 believe very few places of
worship are among us without a
Sunday school, but I must take
this opportunity of adding my
testimony to the zeal of the Cath-
olic clergy in other parts of Eua
rope, as | have been a spectator,
in the Alps, and in the Low
Countries, of their attention to-
young children, an attention in:
which the Moravians also are very.
praise.worthy. At Neuwied, on
on the Rhine, I was detained very.
pleasantly in their chapel by the:
very agreeable manner. in which,
mstruquoa, suitable ta the capas
cities of the learncrs, was commu.
nicated. Qur Unitarian brethren,
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Mr. E. Taylor, on an old Copy of the N. T.

who are ifi the heighbourhood ‘of out a few diffeterives in “the trafiss

Moravian chapels, may not find

therr time ‘ifl-bestowed in observe

ing theirmode of addressing the

younger part of their audience,
‘1 remain, S,

Yours, &c.
VIATOR.

Juvenile Chiistian Library.
. SER,

It has often been a serious ques-
tion with me¢, as a parent, what
bovks I sheuld putinto the hands
of 'my children, to furnish thein
with-moral and Christitan princi.
ples. There is no  difficulty in
finding good booksfor adults : my
anxiety 1s to discover such as are
proper for young -children, that
15, such as are instructive on im-
portant points of -morality and
religion, intelligible and attractive
and interesting. Would some of
your readers who are parents, and
who are ‘conversant with books,
communicate their opinions and
plans, they would, 1 conceive,

essentially serve many an anxious
father or mother.

R. BROOK.

Mr. E. Taylor, or an old Copy

qf the N. T.
Norwich, Aug. 4, 1818.

SiR, |
A very old copy of the New

Testament {(which wanfortunatel
wants a ieaf or two both at the
begioning and the end) having
lately fallen 1Mo my possessmn,
I am induced to request your in-
sertion of a short accouunt of it for
two reasons. Ist. ‘That by a de-
scription of ‘it-1 may learn from
some of your corresponidents what
15 ity - dute, and 2adly; te point

lation ‘of softe  delébrared texts,
from the present autbo”nzeé Vei'u
siof,

Ist. Itis a tbtck small octavo,
printed m btack letter, with &
‘¢ prologue” prefixed to -’the goS‘pel"
of John and to the Epistless It
1s divided mto chapters, but noét
into verses. The different para-
graphs in each chapter are marked
A, B, C, and soon. The epistle
to the Ilebrews is given in the
running title to ‘Paul, and the
“ prologue’ contains the transla.
tor’s Teasons for at{rrbutmg it to\
him. |

2dly. The Gospel of John bes
gins thus: ¢ In’ the beginnyrge
was the worde, and the worde was
with God, and the worde wag
God. The same was in the bew
ginnynge with God. = All thynges
were made by it, and ‘without #
was made nothynge that was made.
In 1t was lyfe, and the lyfe was
the lyght of men, and the yght
shyneth in the darknes, but thé&
darknes comprehendeth it note?: -

Hebrews i. 8. ** But' unto the
Sonne he sayd, God thy sedts
shal be for ever and ever. -Thé
cepter of thy kyngdome is a rydht
cepter.  Thou hast loved righa
tewesness and hated iniquityeé;
Wherefore God whick is thy God;
hath anoynted the with the- (’)‘5"1&-
of gladues abové th) felowes

‘Romans iii. <t Ther isho

y difference: for all have synnéd

and lacke the priyse that is of
valoure before God ; but aré juss
tified frely by his gxa’Ce, throught
the redempcion that is in Christ
Jesu, whom God hath made¢ a
scate of mercy thorow fayth in hxs
blond, &c.

Colossians i. ‘15, ¢¢ Whiéh it
the ymage of the invisible God,
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fyrste .begotten. of all creagures.
For by bym, were all thinges crea..
ted, thinges that are in heavcn,
and thinges that are in earth:
thinges visible, and thinges invi-
sible, whetber they be majeste ot
qudsbyppe,, either rule or power.”
.2 Tunothy, 1ii. 16. ¢ For all
scripture geven by inspiracion of
God, 1s proffitable to teache, to
improve, to amcnde, &c.”

Phillipians ii. 9. ¢¢ Wlwrefore-

God hath exalted hym and geven
hym a name above all names : that
in_the name of Jesus shulde every
knee, bowe, &c.”

1 John, v. 7. This celebrated'

text is inclesed. in brackets.+
. The above quotations will, I
thmk, bg sufficient to .free the edL.

toxs,of the, Improved Version. from, s

that wicked and stupid charge
which has been brought agalnst

them, (and which has lately. been

refailed by a clergyman in a2 vi.
sxtgtlon sermon 1o this city) of

¢ .gross and wilful mistranslation,”
agd of alwrmg the seriptyres to.
make them suit their own parti-
cylar views. It is clear who were
tlwq alterers. and the. imnovators,
siRge we. see, that. the Improved.
Vex;smu merely restores, the read-
ing which modern translators had
altered, in most of the passages
abeve quoted. We all know what
weight, some. persens attach to.
aptigaity . mercly as such, and to
thase-it.may be sansfactory, to find
thal the rendering of the abova
texts 1n; the Regeived Version of
thg;. New: Testament, is a mere,
mg«l.em QOIJWpﬁipn;, aad that .the.

~ i _‘-
wen e

"y e, . -

& Qﬂel‘y Why were thé brackets
amitted in suhsequcht translations?  Jt;
Is pretty,, cextain. that no, fres: owi-.
%e“r"g 0} ‘hﬁ &eﬂuw,enﬁss of this verse

me out, sxuce tIus tmnslauo
wuhh de’ 3

9%

only verse in the book which as

all implies the doctrine. of a Tris
nity, is now impudently retained;
in the text, without any, mark,
whatever to deneote that it has less,
a.uthority than the .rest to sapport
it, contrary ta the.opinon of our

ancestors, I am,

Your obedient Servant,

EDWARD TAYLQR;..

C’atﬁolzcs un England and PVEzles.\

It appears by the stateracnt of,
a Dublin paper, that the total),
number of Cathelies. in Eungland,
and Wales considerably, exceeds
three: handred thousand, The.
principal Catholic. ¢ounties- are
Lancashite, Yorkshire, Staffordn
shire, Warwickshirey and Negw
thumherland. TFhese with. Dur-.
ham, Cheshire, Norfolk, Suffolk,
Kent, and Worcesteishire, gondain:
about. 200,000:; London and ity
suburbs, with Surry and. Middle.,
sex, 50,000, The remaining;
50,000 are thinly scaitered threugh
out the other counties and cities 3
but. chiefly in- Bristol, Bath, Portsa.
mouth, Plymouth, Southampton,
IExeter, Gloucester, and a few
watering places. Inevery county
in Eongland, there are Catholic
chapels and combneg&tmns., - Ala
together, there are about 200 chaw
pels,, and generally clean, coma
modious and well-huilt. Lanca.-
shire: alone.counts upwurds of 100
C‘uhohc chapel.s,, \d i, theCa-n
tholic countles, gememeu mam-
tain chaplains in their,own houses.,

.—r-’——ﬁ..

Oﬂ, the. TttlazReverem
S‘IRJ," i P
- Fhere ' has been always.ssomm
dou'bt ‘amongst Dissenters whetdher-
- thiey should- confen:oh therc i
nisters the clemcal tithe—Rdveremds
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amongst ‘trae Churchmen there

has been no doabt on this sub.

Ject ; they have very' correctly
decided that Reverend is the style
of one in holy orders, and cannot
be aliowed, without an egregious
abuse of etiquette, to any person
pretending to holy orders.

- Daissenters plead that according
td common forms of courtesy the
title may be bestowed on their
teachers as a short way of spe-
cifying their office: in this there
may be reason : but I wouid ask
whether it. be consistent with mo-
desty or Christian simplicity that
Dissenting mioisters should-assume
it, as their due, and place 1t os-
teatatiously upon door-plates and
title.pages ? Is not this a humble
mimickry of a church, which
scorns such as ape her dignities;
and a voluntary descent to the
lIevel of that low tribe of soz. disant
priests,-
talents and connections, lay claim
to 7everence by u name, a gown
and the imitable et cetera of priest-
hood? ~

- - PHILO-GOGMAGOG.

" On Future Punishment.
SiR, - Nowv. 7, 1813.

" T have read the Letter (Vol.
VIIL. p. 640) On Future Punish-
raent, with some portion, T trust,
of that attention which the sub_]ect
and the serious manner in which
it is treated, justly demand. Re-
jecting, like your correspondcnt,
the doctrine of * endless torments”
as impeaching ¢¢ the infinite be.
nevolence of the Deity,” 1 yet
canunot perceive, like him, as the
plain langudge of scnptare, that
¢ the wicked will be utterly de.
stroyed.”” I shali not, however
cikiéerat ‘lm"ge into a guestion whﬂ:ﬁ

< On Future  Puwishinent. -

who wanting education,

has been so often and so'ivel-‘ar+
gued that nothing new eould ea~
sily be -advanced, ‘but rather com=
fine myself to some points which’
appear to deserve your cofrespons
deat’s attentive review, leaving
to that able and excellent Chrisa
tian, Mr. Wright; to answer for
bimself, if he shoald ‘demmr to
the inferences drawn from his ad«
missions, as qoted p. 641."

~ Your correspondent ‘rep'reéénts
the Universalists (p. 642,) as*“¢ tas
king a most unwarrantable h.-
cence with the sacred wntmge.
Yet he must heéar every day,
‘“ the words pernh perdxtwn, de.
struction, death, which 'are’ ap<
plied to future puniahmem 7 enys
ployed in popular language (ﬁnd*
such i3 certainly the language off
the Bible), when nothing less s’
designed than to describe a’stgié
absolutely  unchangeable, - add’
therefore properly endless. J.'8.
goes on to dispute 'the opinibu,
that ¢ befween the best” of  the
wicked, and the worst of the‘good
the shades are imperceptible.” ¥Yet
how does he controvert- thiat opie
nion? After propesing the - jiust
delineation of Christian petféection;’
‘“ hving in habitual ~ dévotion—
seeing “God in every thing and
every thing in God,”® can he, ow
reflection, satisfy himself, that alk
who do not reach that eminence’
¢¢ have not God in -all- thei
thoughts ?” Are there then *¢ o
nice shades of difference” but sueh’
¢ a broad: distinction,”” that “*a’
confirme d sinner who-dieth a bun.’
dred years old,”” or' the hypocrite
who ¢¢ devours widows’ houses,
and- for a pretence makes ‘long
prayers,” 13 to be confounded:in
present character atid future déss
ting ‘with ¢ the youtlg man veid
of understanding,” who}, whilele
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is ,enslaved by: ¢‘. the sin-which-
egsily besets him, has. yet ¢ some
good  thing .- in, bnm > and 1s ‘“ not
far from. the kingdom of God.”
Has J. S. indecd offered any thing
more than an opinion on this sub.

ject. . ‘To employ his own lan.
~ guage, is not this broad distinc-
tion a ¢¢ structure without a foun-
da‘lonp ;

Your correspondent (p. 642) ap-
pears closely to follow Dr. Price
on. Providenee, p. 142, where he
acknowledges himself a tollower
of Butler (Analogy, p. 1. c. 5).
Yet thoseeminent Christian moa
ralists,only indulge a gloomy phi
LQsoplucal specula.non. They no

angze -than, J. S, profess to prove
fxgm seripture that. a large proa
p@ruon, .0f .the. human race may
he e,xpecged to incur a proper de.
Sgsucngn,. because an immense
preportion. .of plants and brute
apimrals never reach maturity.
Butlea mdecd probably believed,
or.at least professed 10 believe, the
doctnne of endless torments.
w¥our correspondent, like de-
siructionists im general, seems to
rgsolve the whole punishment of
the wickedinto loss of being. Yet
he bas. not explained, whether the
wicked are to perish at the end of
this life, or to exist in a separate
state, .or the. whole man to be re-
stored with renewed consciousness
at the clgse of the present dispen-
,sation, -merely for the purpose of
their apnihilation. But most ex.
traordinary - appears the close of
your. .correspondent’s letter, in
which he considers his opinion as

laying & peculiar restraint upon.
Can we have
forgoxten what has  passed in our.
IHave we never

vicious ipclinatgion,

eyentful . times, .
heaxd Ofg mgn. who. bteeled their

to commit the fonlest deeds, nos
under that. persuasion,. to- which
J. 8. attributes ‘¢ a practical tene
dency to lessen the restraints -to
vice,”” a belief ¢¢ that the punisha
ment of the wicked will be long
and severey; but remedial and cora
rective.”  No, they rather ine
dulged that belief maintained by
J. S. with a far different spirit,
and design that ¢¢ death is eternak

sleep.” .
BEREUS. -

Mr. Wright on Future Pumshb
ment To J. S. RN

Wisteach, Dec. 9, 1313'

DEAR SiR, :

In your communication on Fu~
ture Punishment (Vol. VIIL.
p. 640), you have done me the
honour to mention my name, and
make some quotations from my:,
Essay on the subject. 1 take the
liberty, in return, of ammadvergm
ing on some of your observations,
I agree, that no opinion: ree
specting future punishment eughg
to be admitted unless it. can be
supported by the authority of the
New Testament.  On this ground
precisely, I reject the doctrine of
endless destruction.  The proofs
produced by its advocates appear
to me insufficient. IForms of ex=
pression equally strong areapplied
in the Old Tcstamem,,_ to the pua-
nishment of men 1n this world 'f
as any you can find applied in.
the New Testament, to the future.
punishmentofsinuers When you:
read of the wutter destruction of
persons in the OIld Testament,
you do not suppose ecndless loss
of being to be meant, thopgh
nothmg is said. there of the reskos
ration of - thase so _destroyed, 4nd.,

heprmand st;gpgthened their hgudsi where will you, ﬁ»ﬂd (he deﬁi |

VOL. IX,
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tion of the wicked in the New
meore strongly expressed? You
inform the reader that, ¢¢ when-

ever the words everlastmg, and

eternal, are used in this [your]
letter, they are intended to mean
endless ;7 but your saying this
alters not their true meaning. You

ought to have proved that endless

1S necessanly their meaning, at
least when connected with pum:h-
ment, 1f it be necessarily their
meaning it must be either, because
the words themselves can admit
of.. no other ; this you will
assert, you must know ‘they are
often ysed in a limited sense; or
because the nature of the pumsh-
ment absolutely requires the words
should have an unlimited meaning:
but how can you shew that pu.
nishment will be of such a nature
as to require endless duration?
You say that future punishment
is a doctrine ‘‘ contained in the
Christian scriptures alone.”” Yet
the shame and everlasting con.
tempt of the wicked is spoken of
in the Jewish scriptures, Dan.
xii. 2« We read of Amalek and
Eber perishing for ever,. Num.
xxiv., 20, 24; and of the ever-
lasting confusion of the persecu-
tors of Israel,- Jer. xx, 11, Of
course you must acknowledge
that the words ¢ everlasting’’ and
for ¢ ever” are connected  with
punishment, and even destruction,
which will not be endleﬁs, in the
Jewish scripture : what is theré to
forbid their being so'used in the
Christian scriptures ? Why should

it be thought wrong to compare-

the New Testament with the Old

on this any more than on any
other subject ?

Your second preliminary ob.
servauonl allow to be just; but
caghot sce that there was any

not

, Mr. Wright-on Future Punishmente.

need for.you to state it on tbe
occasion. We ‘are not coascious .
of explaining ‘as figurative texts.
which are not so; and your (_)b-_ﬂ
servation will not authorize your
applying as plain and literal pas.,
sages which can be shewn to be"
figurative. If you think we turn.
plain declarations of scripture into.
figurative language, point out the
instances, shew us our mistake.
You have totally mistaken the de-
sigh of one passage quoted from
my hssay, when I said, “¢itis
of no consequence to our leadmg
arguments in how literal a sense’
the words perish, perdition, de-
struction, death, are applied, te.
future punishment,” 1 simply
meant, that in however, literal a..
sense such terms be understood
unless it can be proved that the-
perdition, destruction, or death_
will be absolutely endless, a re="
storation may ultlmdtely take
place ; and it is contended you .
cannot prove from the New- Tes-»—
tament, that they will be endless :
it follows, that'if what the scrip-
tures teach concerning God, aus
thorize the conclusion that such
a restoration will take place, what
they express congerning the future
destruction, &c. of the wicked,
is not opposed toit. You, Slr,f,
took for granted, that I meant,
let the words of scripture be ever-
so plain and literal, 1 was resolved"
to turn them into ﬁgure’and me.:
taphor ; than which- nothing was.
farther from my thoughts. As the
advocates for the destruction.
scheme, rely so much on the li«

‘teral interpretation of the terms. in

question, I meant to shew that it
answers not their purpose. What.'
ever happiness may be the reward:
of the righteous, I am not con-
vinced that 1mmortahty wnll bt
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their reward, though you think in
this ¢ all seem willing to agree*;*’
for as the righteous will be reward.
ed accordmfr to their works, they

must be rewarded in different de-
grees, unless it can be proved they
are all equal in piety, virtue and
goodness ; but what degrees can
there be in immortality ?.
who is raised to lmmortahty can
be more or less than immortal,
I know not that you are autho.
rized to say eternal life will be
properly a reward, though the
jast will inherit it ; for it is com-
municated as a free gift.  You
contend that eternal death, a form
of expression no where to be found
in- the scriptures, by which you
mean’ endless loss of being, will
be the punishment of the wicked
hereafter ; yet as they will be

punished accordmo to their evil

works, and all are not guilty
alike,, you must admit there will
be .degrees in future pumshmem ;
but there can be no degrees in
endless loss of being ; on this hy-
pothesis 4ll crimes and criminals
will be punished exaclly alike;
which is chtrary to both scrip-
ture and reason. If you say they

will be punished in different de.

grees before they are destroyed,
this is changmg the ground, and
giving "up the notion for which
you contend, that eternal death
will be the pumshment and ma-
king it only that in which the
punishment will issue.

"Though thefuture existence and
happiness of the righteous are
plainly revealed, yon will not
contend that none of the language
applied ini scripture to their futire
staté 15 figurative ; you believe
that ¢¢ it does not yet appear what
we shall be.” 'lhls subject then
is ' not froe from obscurity. We

No one
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believe that the future punishnient
of the wicked is  plainly revealed:
and can youexplain in what way;
how long, or how much, the¢

will suffer? Is there no figura«
tive language used in the descripa
tions given of their pumshmem?
Will you then still say that it is
supposition only, that their pu.
nishment is involved in awful obs
scurity ?  The reasoning by whicl
you atternpt to reconcile your
hypothesis with the character of
God, comes not to the point:

Fhou0h it is fully granted that
God has an unquesnonable right
to make what differences he please
In the constitution of his creatures,
and the period of their duration':
yet it should ever be remembered
that he is a righteous judge, and
a merciful Father. You have not
shewn how it comports with his

character as a righteous governor

and lmpamal_judge, to hurl oune
of his subjects to endless destrues
tion, and raise another to endless
life and happiness, when ‘the
shades of difference in their chas
racter and conduct are compara.
tively slight: nor how it agrees
with his character as a rac:ous
Father to consign to 'e"nd% ess del
struction a part of his- rational
offspring ; to raise from the silent
tomb those to whom he stands in’
the endearing relation of a father
that they may only suffer and be
eternally lost.  Reconcile your;
doctrine, if you can, with what
the scriptures teach of the paters
nal love and infinite goodness of
God. You compare human be.
ings to oaks and acorns, and rea-
son as if their destrucnon Or pre=

servation was of no more estima-

tion with the Almighty than the
destruction or preservation of an
acorn : remember, Sir, the words
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ef Jesus, ¢ Ye are of more value
than many. SpaIlO\Vs.” - God ese
teemed the preservation of the
Ninevites' of much more conse.
quence than the preservation of
Jonah’s gourd

In:what part of scripture is fu-
ture panishment so contrasted with
mummortality, as to make the for-
mer. an endless negation of the
Jatter? ‘'That i1 1s so contrasted
you scem to take for granted ; but
to establish this point by scnptu-
ral proof you will find a very dif-
ferent thing. You have said
¢¢ the wages of sin 1s DEATH,
ETERNAL DEATH ! the apostle
satisfied himself with saying slin-
ply death. the phrase you have
used is unscriptural, of course
the phrases, erernal life, and eter.
nal death, are no where placed
In contrast by the sacred writers.
The. burden of proving lies with
you; if your proofs be ipsufficient,
the doctrine of limited pubishment
follows of course. . I remain, with
much -Christian respect
ne Yours, &c.

R. WRIGHT.

Mr. Mar som s Strictures on Dr.
.Estlms Discourses on Um-
versal Restztutzon.

.Hzgk Holbom, Feb. 2, 1814.

- SIR, -

Some 6bservations on Dr. Est.
lin’s Discourses on Universal Res-
titution having been introduced
into your Repository (Vol. 1X,
p. 21), in a correspondence be-
tween Doctors Toulmin' and Est-
Im, in which my name occurs
with some allusion to the manner
in which my arguments, 1n a work
entituled, ¢ The Universal Re-
storation of Mankind Examined,
&c.” are treated by Doctor Este

-

J!Im, Marsoin’s. Strictures-on Dr. Estlin’s- Discaurses,

lin in the above mentioned-waorks
I beg to submit to you, for ins.
sertion in your valuable -Miscels-
lany,the following remarks olx thoae"
Discourses. |
- Aiter an attentive perusal of thre
Discourses I - cannot help cousis
dering the arguments therein urged
in support of the Doctor’s views
as very inconclusive ; atleast they
have not produced any cunvictlion
- my mind.  The Doctor, no
doubt, will attribute this to 1nvine
cible pre;udxce ; for in p. 166, he:
says, -“¢ To a mind -sealed by prew:
judice arguments can gain noadi’
mission. To a mind which is ac-
cessible to arguments, those which:
have already been adduced ‘are
more than sufficient.’” Vvhe Pocdl
tor, Il seems, 1880 f-wlly persuaded:
of the clearncess: and irresistible:
energy of hisreasoning, that where:
it is 1neffectual, the reason must
necessarily be, that the mind is so
sealed up by prejudice as 160 rendés
1t inaccessible to those argumentsy
which would otherwise have beem
more than sufficient for that: purs
pose. This, surely, is assuming
a great deal too much; and:very
far from being consistent withthat
respect and candour which: are
due to the judgment and-under

‘standing of those who: after the

most serious and - impartial :exa-
mination are under the necess‘lty
ot ‘differing fromus, = "~ .

In page 135, the doctor cites
the following observation from:-miy
work, p. 5, 6. *‘* Mr. Marsom:
says, It may be proper tv obsérvey
1st, That the doctrine of Unis
versal Salvation is no - where €xé
pressly taught in the holy scrips
tures, If God then has no where
promised a univeral restoration of
mankind, there can be ne absu.
lute, substantial grouiid to affirm



Mr: am&%m’sfm titesson PY: Estlin? i Discodrses;

ar EXpecb 1Y The Doctor cobs
yects fitst, . to the propriety-of the
term salvation ' in this connection.
Was not the Doctor aware that

that term forms a part of the title

of the work against which I was
writing 2 If therefore there isany
impropriety in the term, as here

used, that impropriety 1s not mine,-

but Dr. Chauncey’s.

-~ On the asseruon, that, ¢ The
Doctrine of Universal Salvation
1s no where expressly taught in
the Houly Scriptures,” the Doctor
observes, .** That with respect to
the manner 1n which the doctrine
15 taught, the teacher is a better
judge than ourselves 3% and after
citing a passage of scripture which
he supposes includes the dactrine,
although 1 cam perceive no rela-
tion it has to: ity he adds, < It
Is taught . by Dpecessary inference
from innamerable texts, and from
all -the: moral attributes of the
Divine Being.”: The Doctor here
fully. admits the truth of. the as.
sertion, that the doctrine 1s no
whete ¢ expressly taught in the
scnptures ; but at the same tiime
he entirely evades the question in
dispute: between us, which is not
the manner in.-which the doctrine
is:taught, -but whether the scrip-
tures teach it at all,

~-Here- then- we are come to a
point, the truth of the doctrine is
admitted to depend entirely on
inféerences . drawn from passages
of -scripture  and from the atui-
butes: of God. DBut let us ask,
Had Jesus Christ and. his apostles
believed the doctrine of Universal
Restitution, had they attached
that - importance to it which the
Doctor does,’ and-had they felt as
he feels respeciing  it, would they
not> have been explicit upon the
suabject ?

V¥ould .it'hot have -ena

161

tered into their public discéd rsed
and formed a prominent featurs:
in the epistles to the chuiches ?
Would they not have stated it
clearly, iliustrated and expatiated’
upon it with rapture, and not
have left it to be-discovered by
uncertain deductions, ‘o by mere!
inferential reasoning?  Most uns!
doubtedly they would had - they
believed it, and considered it dg!
essentialiy connected with the ho-
nour of God and the happiness:
of mankind; but as we find noe’
thing hike this in any part of the’
New Testament we must necess
sarily conclude that it made no
part of the counsel of God re-
vealed to them, nor did 1t form‘
any article of their creed, ’

The doctrnine of the future pus’
mshment of the wicked, especially
with respect to 1ts nature and du<”
ration, forms the principal paff
of the Doctor's work (consisting’
of 211 pages), and al tbouOh BIAN 1S
repéatedly adverted i the
course of it, yet till- he ‘Comes’
page 167 he does not attempt to
explain the nature of that pu-
nishment, or in what it will cons
sist, notwithstanding bis- whole
systeiy, in a great measure, de-
pends: upon the decision of  this
question.  “ The question (he
there tells us) still remuins,; In
what, according to the scriptures,
will the punishment of the wicked
consist > The deciston of ‘scrip-
ture on this subject is certainly of
great importance. Let . us then
attend to it, as stated by the Docw
tor. “¢Thescriptures,’” be adds,
““ inform us that it will consist in
an exclusion from the mediatorial
kingdom of Christ, and in great

and inconceivable 'mental rang
gwish.”” .Can any man acquainted

with the .New: Testament: admit
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this statement? Whete has that
given us any -such information?
There is- not any thing there that
bears the least resemblance to it,
nor-is there a single passage from
which 1t can be fairly inferred.
Mediatorial kingdom 1s a phrase
not to be found in the scriptares,
they know nothing of such a
kingdom, and consequently cannot
inform wus that any will be ex-
cluded from it. What does mea
diatorial kingdom mean? Scrip-
ture, for the above reason cannot
inform us. Shall we then appeal
to-analogy ?- This will not assist
usy because it has no analogy
with any thing we are acquainted
with. Shall we appeal then to
Doctor Estlin? He will be able
pérhaps: to explain the teims;
especially as they form so essential
a part of the system he is defend-
ing.- Let us hear him. ¢¢The
kin‘gde’m of Christ (hc tells ‘us,
ps141) as far as it is preparat@ry
ormediatorial—that is the king-

dam of means, will have an end :

it will have an end, and be de.
hvered up to God, when the final
kingdomy which has been ex-
plained to'be the kingdom oftruth,

righteousness .and happiness shall

be established.”” How unmeaning
is'this! equally remote from rea-

son and common sense as 1t 1S

from the scripture. Mediatorial
kingdom, preparatory kingdom, a
kingdom-of means, final kingdom,
are all of them phrases, invented
to :serve-an hypothesm which has
no-other supportd .

Chnist, ~ ~¢¢ It will have an

end.s? >

-that,

direetly oppesed to the very lan.

gnage  of - scripiure,. ' WHs 00 Hn~

- one page of his,
~Thisquotation afhrms, respect-'
1ng sthe mediatorial kingdom of

This  sentence, not only
as unscriptural -as all the rest, but

portant not to be repeated. -Pio~
phecy, s peakmg of the kingdom
of Chrlst, says, Isa.ix. 7, * Of
the increase of his government
and peace, there shall be no
end.” Andin the New Testament
the angel tells Mary that, “¢:He
shall reign over the house of Jacob
for ever, and of his kingdom there:
sbali be noend.”” See also Dan.
ch. vii. 14, and ch. 1. 44. Yet
1n the face of these prophecies, and
without the least authonty from’
other scriptures, Doctor = Estlin
makes the unqualified assertmn,
above quoted.

From hence we learn why the
terms mediatorial, &c. are apphed'
to the kingdom of Christ, i. e.
in order to get rid of the 1dea of
its endless duration, and to- sup-,
port the opposite one, 1. e. that it
will have a termination ; because_
if the duration of khis hmgdom Willk
be éndless, as the scriptures af-

firm, aad jf the p’mﬁshment of

the wicked -will consist i an ex-'
clusion from it, as the Doctor,
affirms, then that punishment also
will be endless. .

The Doctor considers the above"
citation from p. 141, as 2 suﬂi-l
cient answer to 400 pages of my.
work ; he says, ‘I apprehend
that the following brief observa-J
ttion will lead to an answer to the
rest of these two volumes.”” What;
this ¢ brief observation” is; we
have seen.. The Doctor has cited’
two or three shart paragraphs from-
that work, making together about’
and these he
cites not to controvert but to ap=
prove ; for he says, p. 137, re-
specting the propositions they con.
tain,. ‘¢ Pitiable would be the state’
of intellect of that person .who
should deny ¢ither of these pro-
positions,??- - *¢ The rest of the voa
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lumes,> it seems is to be answe:ed
by asmgle dash of his pen, by
¢ o briel. observation,” without
cmng a single sentence, or refer.
ng to any one argument contain.
ed in them. Could the Doctor
possibly imagine that he should be
able to gain the confidence of his
readers, or establish the truth of
the sentiment he is advocating by
treating a work, which professes
to be an examination of its truth,
in this manner?

The Doctor tells us that he has
read those two volumes which he
professes to answeér ; he must con-
sequently know that in the second
velume, p. 28 to 49. I have col.
lected together all the passages in
Dr. Chauncey and Mr.Winchester,
where, in various ways and for
different purposes, they assert that
the kingdom of Christ will have
an end, and have attempted to
refute all - their arguments in sup-
port of that assertion; yet, not.
withstanding this, the Doctor re-
agserts the same thmg without
taking the least notice of the re.
futatlon which, he must know, it
has received.

-1 should now, Sir, proceed to
examme the proof which the Doc-
tof offers in support of his third
proposmon, that 1s, that, ¢ The
end of punishment in the diving
oovemment is to reform,” and
then go on to inquire whether the
mferences which be draws from
texts of seripture, and from . the
attubutes of the Divine Being in

{Jport of the doctrme of Univer-

Restitution” are cither just or
necessary, But I must leave the
consideration of these subjects,
with. your permxsswn, to another
pape;, aqd gm, Sir,.
ours, &co.

JOHN MARSOM,

4* ALK
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Answer to Mr. Belsham’s ¢ Calm,_z
Inguiry.”> |
Bat/e, Jan. 25, 18 4.
Sir, '
It is now upwards of a year and
a half (M. Repos. vii. 568,) since:
your correspondent X. Y. expres~
sed hxs ¢¢ surprise and disappointa
ment,” that no Reply to Mgy
Belsham’s < Calm Inguiry -into
the Person of Christ”” had beeny
or was intended to be, published,
1t appearing to him to be “ capa.
ble of being fairly and satisfacto.
rily refuted :” he therefore pledged
himself to attempt such a refuta«
tion, should -no notice be. gwen,
through the Repository, or oy
private letter to your printer, with-
in two months, from the date of
his communication, that such a
work was already in hand. Now,
Sir, as no such notice has ap=.
peared 1n your pages, or:in any
of the daily prints, I conclude that
X. Y. will make good hm pledge
of ¢ sifting every- part’” of Mr.
B’s ¢ reasoning,” and thereby
¢¢ detect the latent, but. primary
and extensive sources of fallaey.”
Being an admirer of Mr.-B's
very able and interesting worky
but a still greater admirer of Truth
wherevershemay be found, Iam not -
a little currous to see this promxsed
refutation. And yet after solong
a lapse of time, I cannot help
feeling a sort of pre-sentimeng
that X. Y. on carefully analysing
the - principles of Mr. B’ ¢ Tna
quiry’’ finds that he has a little

too hastily declared it *¢ capable

of asatisfactory refutation.” Should
it however be still X. Y5 in-
tention to favour: the public with
his: xemarks, by intunating as .
much in a future number of the -

: Reposﬁory, he will' oblige many.'-
_ of your readers, besides Yom's.&'c; -

O.



South’s Sermons.

St. Ardleon; Jan. 1, 1814,
U SIR :

I Jately added to my small L.
brary the.volumes of ycur Repo-
sitory, wiich has found its way
inte this corner of the 1sland,
where, expecting the cluse of life’s
various «ay,
¥ hear the tumnult of the distant throeg
As that of seas remote or dying storms,
And iceditate on scenes more silent

still,

lou must know, Mr. Editor,
that the engagements of “active
life never allowed me a methodi-
cal applxcauon to any department
of literature or science. My
reading, at intervals of leisure
short, and seized, as 1t were, by
stealth, has thus been unconnect-
ed, to a degree, of which you,
whom 1 guess to be a regular
student, . can have, happily for
yaurselfy, no conception. © Now
that grey hairs are more than
here and there upon me, it is tno
late to form a new habit. I must,
therefore, be satisfied with lite.
rary pursuits. miscellaneous and
desultory, to the end of the chap-
ter. |

. Remarking yourencouragement
of correspondents, by impartially
executing your editorial office, I
am inchned to send you some
account of. such discoveries as
may be made 1n an elbow chair,
That an, old man should prefer
old books will not surprise, and
1 confess that my eyces are - more
accustomed to the sober tints of

antiquity than to the mellow hues ~

of modern hot.-press.

.1.have lately proposed to im.
prove my occasional dcquamtance
with South into intimacy, by a
;.regular pcrusal of his sermons.

The first of themy entitled, ¢¢ The

‘SWM’S Scm’l&t SRt

%

e e
& TSt b

ways -of Wxsdam, Way‘&ﬁ)f Pleas
santness,” . wus: recommended: ‘%
our forefathers a.century-.ago:in
the Tatlers, (205 -and 211):aund
can scarcely fail:to be interesting
1n centuries (o ¢oime, for the wit
and wisdom of Soythy as Johnpsen
says of Butler’s name,: can only
perish with his language. Yetd

ust demur to ¢ the use of rea-
son not shewing itself 1ll about
the seventh year,” (ed 1737,
i. 9.), as an opinien -unsupported
by experience or observation.
Nor do I know of any scriptuzal
authorlty for expecting - the resu=
rection to consist of the ¢ repa-
ration of the same numenx:al body,
by a reeunion of all the scatiered
parts.”’ (p: 20.) Young,-a juve-
nile peet in the age of South, go
far imbibed this notion as:to ‘give
the following deseription. in- his
“t Last Day,”' first ‘published - in
1713, without any design to- bm‘..
lesquc a8 Serious subject A

Now charnels rattle; H scattered lunbs
- and all

The ]Val ious bones, obseqmous to’ the
cal T
Self-mov’d advance; the neck pethgxps

to meet
The distant head, the dxstant legs, tl!c
fect.

Dreadful to view! see through the
dusky sky, 17
Fragments of bodles .in confusmn gy
To distant regions Jom neymg, therc

to claim

Deserteu members, and- eomplete‘iho
frame. o Lt

Having then introduced ﬂm
death’ of Pompéy, the poct adds .

This seven ’d head and trunk, mhnll

join once more, _ .
Tho' realms now rise betvbeen, aud
oceans roar. B
The trampet’s sound each. vagmlt
~ mote shall i,car,

Or fixt in eartﬁ, or lf aﬂoat in au'
Obey the siznil, wafted in the win

v

Amd Hot one ﬂeepmg nto:h lag behm%
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> Nor-can be gl this notiopin
Gnotber part of-his poem, < 1ntroa
ducing : & eompliment o Queaen
sAnne; (for: ¥oung: was ¢hrough
Jife ~an - fllsrewardad. tlatterer of
.greatness) he finds - her grand-
father Charsles, standing ¢ midst
the  radiant  bands of spotless
saints and laurclied martyrs,??
whlle iy R, . L C

ﬁls Tifted hauds his lofty neck sur-
l‘oumf

To' - hilde - tihe s‘ébﬂet of a cir c!ing
- wonnd, .

sddit}g, wsomewhat profanely,
tivagh- as'sanetioned by the ser’s
-wee of Wisichurch—<—

4 Ay Yudge beuds fmward
£ e b Mis throwe, a
'Ehggefscmam mark, and then regards

his. ogp. .. ..
s Tbﬁmm of the same nume-
gical bedy.. was also entertained
..,by*uamﬁrya;dlfferent class of theo-
Jegiansy:the! Calvinistic Noncon-
formists. : <'Thus; at: first, it form-
ed a part of the Confession of
“FHith, stil imposed on their stu-
-gents by:the Xirg's Head Society,
though, I understand, that.doc-
«{rine: has- been ' for some years
nmxtted, in the form now offexed
*for subseription.
«i» (Ino the design: of this ¢ repa-
ration of the same numerrcal bo.

y » respecting an unhappy por-

‘tion of mankind, my author is
Sereibly . e;loquem, {t 1s, that
divine Justice may ¢ prey upon
the sinner, for ever, sausfymg
itdelf by 8 perpctual miracle,
‘réndering the cresture immortal
Justhe midst of the flanies;: always
«gonsuming, but never consamed.”

et, after thus describing the
-GChtistian’s. God as an ommipotent
Jaggernaut, my authorimmedidte-
lystalls *« His mercy, his beloved,

s mmpham -awribute; an. et-
YoL, IN. ) o

tribute, if'it wete ‘possible, some-
thing more than infinite ;> for even
his justice is so, and his mercy
transceads that.”” Must not the
writer of this last passage have
deceived himself when he sup-
pused that hé really believed the
doctrine advanced in the first?

I shall refer once more to this
sermon for the following curious
conjecture on the Athenians ‘to
whom Paul preached. ¢ How
would it have employed their
searching faculties, had"the mys-
tery of the Trinity, and the incara
nation of the Son of Godyand the
whole economy of man’s redempi
tion been explained to them 7
i cannot help asking, how my au.
thor could fail to. suspect that
these topics formed no: part of
Paul’s religion, from his acknow~.
ledged neglect to -explain' them
while he pmfessed to: teach theism
and the Christiap faith 2°-But1
must intrude no further tiﬁ I ob.
serve, whether, by -arl carly itte
sertion of this letter, ‘you encot.
rage a farther {c)mmunlca:txon‘

from R B

Progress (j the Doctrme uj tﬁ?
Trintty amongst the Quakers.
Bronzlcy, Oct. 9, 1813.

SIR,
‘Many of your readers arey I
have no doubt, well acquainted
with the instructive history of the
successive ard gradual steps Hy
which that master-piece of absur-
dity and priesteraft, the ddctrine
of the Trinity, was at length ins-
posed on the Christian world. * It
did not assume the form in' which
It 1S Row - recoguised n the
creeds . and- . liwrgies “the
Chuiches of-Rome and- l:.nglzmd
tll yery -many years- after tive
death. of - Aibrnagiug; tits rréputdd
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author. 1 :At the peried  of: the
Reformation, this grand.corrup-
tien of the primitive. Christian
faith was left untouched, and 1s
still: held up as the standard of
orthodoxy by the great hody of
Roman Catholics and Protestants,
Such. was almost universally the
.case ' in this country, when the
Society of Quakers rose in the
-17th. century. Its; founders and
.their eonverts were all -educated
in Trinitarian .churches; and al.
though the rejection of the doc-
trine of the Trinity did not form
the leading feature and principal
graund of their separation from
-the variaus religious societies to
which they belonged, yet so far
‘were they from expressly adopting
it as a fundamental tenet of the
new association, that the doctrine
is very seldom noticed by their
.writers, and is mot so much as
meuntioned in Barclay’s celebrated
Apology for their principles, and
for ¢ the true Christian divinity.”
Yet he himself tells us, he wrote
in this work, published in 160735,
““ as expressly and distinctly of
that [doctrine] as is expressed 1n
scripture.”” Had the reformers
from Popery, the founders of the
Protestant reformation, beenequal-
ly cautious, how much more con.
sistently  and wisely would they
- have acted.

" In the famous controversy be-
tween the Society of Quakers and
George Keith, which commenced
in America in 1092, the former
‘alleged, that they “‘ never thought
it necessary to be curously ingui-
sitive about such_ fanciful ;notions
as he appeared to have imbibedy”’
¢ not  believing subjgets, abave
the investigation of human reasan
and knowledge, to be necessary
‘to salvation, farther than they are

~q

.and doctrine.”

clearly revealed i1n the.scripture,
And: looking .upan ,:the: .things
which: are clearly revealed, to be-
long to us, and to be sufficient
to salvation, have avoided ta pry
into-the; secret thipgs which. besw
long, -to divine . omniscience,”’
Gough’s History. vol...ui. p.
‘321'1:‘}5'. ; P
Such was, 1tseems, the rational
foundation, ~and . the _primitive
simplicity of their faith.  Accord-
;Jpg, g this  testimony,conCerning
them, their sole concern,:as 'to ‘are
ticles * of faith, was with such as
were. clearly revealed in. the. SCTip-
tures, and not with unintelligible
-mysteries  and .incomprehensible
doctrines, but with.such.as human
-reason and knowledge was capable
of comprehending, as-they be-
lieved no others to. be necessary
to salvation. S VAT
... On this occasion. 1t .appears,
.that the Friends in> London wrote
.an epistle to theiribrethren .in
Pennsylvania, reminding them,
amongst other things, ‘¢ that.obe-
~dience to the precepts of :the: gos-
pel was a_better proof of our ho-
nouring Christ, as a teacher come
from God, than airy speculations
and controversies, leading to-con-
tention about his glorified: body
in heaven,”—that the . spiritual
dispensation committed to ‘them
was ‘‘ in no Wise to oppose,: re-
Jject, or invalidate .Jesus.Christls
outward coming,. suﬁernng, death,
resurrection, ascension, ) and glo.
rified estate 1n the heavens.—Let
us keep” . say they,: ‘¢.to.the
plainness and :simplicity. . of scrip-
ture language in all discourses
about. mattiers of faith, :divinity,
Ibid. /p.« '327--'-—
3&9 SERRITPY
The Momhly Meeung ‘Of Phl..

il,adqlph,_aa appear to have:acied
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on ‘these' w:ée and liberal princi-

ples towdrds ‘George Keith, but

e he hath often qnarrelled " with’

“:gbout confes-

declaring he

‘they,
[of“' faith]

us,’””
s1ons

kiview none given forth by the body

of friends to 'his ‘satisfaction, and

often charged most of us with being
How did

unsound in the faith.”
the  Meeting act towards this
*“ unruly member,” who, not sa-
tisfied with the tolerance of the
Church towards himself, and his
fanciful  unscriptural notions,
would have imposed them upon
hls brethren?

¢ We' have offered m‘”se_veral
meetmgs, say they, ¢ for his
s‘aﬂsfactlon, and to prevent strife
amongst s, “and for preserving

the peate of the church, to deli--

wer a confession of our Chnsnan
faith, in the words of our Lord
and Saviour Jesus Christ, the au.
thior of the Christian faith, and
in the words ‘of ‘the apostles, ana
disciples, hi$ faithful followers.”’
This is to build upon the true
foundation which our great Mas.-
ter hath- 'laid, and not only to
réspect the ‘rights of private judg-
ment, but to encourage their ex-
€rcise, 'and to be am:ably indul-
gent to the weaknesses of an indi-
vidual member.. But ‘they even
'went farther than this in the vain
hope of effecting conciliation, and
“promoting the peace of the church
by such devices as have never, to
any good purpose, proved success-
ful. For they added: ¢ Or we
“would declare our belief in testi-
monies of our ancient friends and
faithful brethren, who were gene-
rally received by us ; Or we would
concur and agree upon a confes-
sion, and have 1t transmitted for
the approbatlon'of the Yearly
*Meeting here, or the Yearly Meet-

set forth in the scriptures

ing at London'; yea, it was offered
unto him at the same time, that
a confession concerning the main
matters in controversy, should be
given out of a book of his own;
but all was slighted as insuffi-
cient.” Ibid. p. 335.

In the spring of 1694, George
Keith returned to England, aund
attended the ensuing Yearly Meet-
ing in London, which used earnest
endeavours, during no less than
ten days, to reconcnle the differ-
ence, and prevail upon George
Keith, with his party, to return
into unity and amity with their
friends; but Keith; seeming pre.
determined - for carrying every
thing his own way, or for a sepa-
ration, eluded all endcavours for

reconciliation and peace.”” lbid.
p. 383.
A few years afterwards this

zealous advocate for unscriptoral
confessions of faith, was ordained,
or took priest’s orders in the [s-
tablished Church, and, conse-
quently, subscribed the Thirty-
nine Articles. At this time he
accused the Quakers of being
more heretical than any other
society of Protestants, and 1t is
probable the Yearly Meeting of
1694 was induced to issue the
following Minute; as a means of
repelling * the aspersions he had
cast. on the Socicty, respecting
matters of faith, aad of asserting
the scriptural soundness of their
belief concerning Christy viz.

““ If there be any such gross
errors, false doctrines, or mistakes,
held by any professing truth, as
are either against the validity of
Christ’s suffcrmos, blood, resur-
rection, ascension, or glory in the
heavens, according as they are
‘orany
ways tending to the denial of the
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heavenly man Christ ; such persons.
ought to be diligently. ms:;ructed,
fajith{ul

and admomshed by
fnends, and . not to be expused.
by .any to pubhc reproach, and,
w)j# -re the €rror, prucceds from 1g-
norance and darkness of their,un-
derstanding, they ought the mere
meekly and gently tobe informed::
butif-any shall wilfully persist in
crror in point of faith, after being
Jul informed, then such to be
further dealt with according .to
gospcl  order; that tle truth
church,. or body of Christ, may
not .suffer by any pa.xt.ncular pre-
tepded member that is so corrupt.”
Book of Extracts, p. 50.

The next Minute which appears
to notice similar articles of faith,
was made in 1732, It -éxborts
parents to instruct their children
and families in the doctrines and
precepts of the Christian religi-
on, contained in the holy scrip-
tures : — which’”  they  say,
“_plamly set forth the miraculous
copception, birth, holy life, won-
derful werks, ascension, and me-
diation of cur. Lord and Saviour
Jesus Christ.”’

In 1736 the Yearly Meeting
;saued anolh(r Minute respecting
peints of faithy in which they ex-
hort their bretlaen to -¢f hold fast
the profession of faith in our Lord
Juesus Christ without wavering—
1y, respect to his ougward coming
in the flesh, his sufferings, death,
resurrection, ascension, mediatian
and 1ntercession at the right hand
of&bp Ialher,” Ibid. pe. 82.

The aboye are the most express
aml dcﬁnue ‘\Jmuus, of the Year-
]_y Mecting, if oot the oply. Mi-
nutes to be found in the Book of
Lxtracts, . relative (o . maltgers af
femh Land. dmtrmcq ' The ﬁmt is

B A s ‘:i"/HJ Seth L oean

'.ri ty
'pnpc}ple” they still acknowledge.

the .most copioys and.acripsuraly -
It is also guarded-.by-the special.
condition—** according ...as !haey-
are. set forth in the seriptures.”
The Minmie of 2732 anpnexes. an
add; tional article, ~expressed Inc
unscriptural terms, and then.des
clares that the wébele ¢ are plam—
ly set forth in the holy scriptures,”.
This article is, however, amitted.
in the Mipute of 17360, a,n;d was.
nexer afterwards ne;sced, so far
as 4 know, in any Minpute of the.
Meeting till the year 1801, when
it was adverted to in the case . of
Hannah Barnard, on an accuasawx
tion that *¢ she was not. one with:
Friends in her belef - respectmg-.
the miraculous conception. -of
Chuist,” inasmuch: as she declined:
to acknowledge her belief of some-
parts of the first chapters of th
thew and Luke.

In the year 1760, the Namaa.l;
Yearl_y Meeting for Ireland was:
excused from attepding  appeals
against them to the Yearly Megte
ing in London, ¢‘:until some mans
nifest inconvenience shall he found
to arise from such ;exemption
except in matters . of faith and
principle,’> wheregon ihe Minpute
made on this occasion, -S8Y8y
‘.they desire not 0 be excuseds”
But the last Yearly Meeting held
in Dublininthepresent ygar (1813)
appears, .nevertheless, to .bave
thopght itself competent to draw
up and give forth another formula
of faith and doctrine, .. containing
fresh articles, not  recoagnised: in
either of.the foregoing Minutes,
or.any other Minute of the Yesrly
Meeting in Londen, whose authow
¢“in matters of faith aond

This, curious. document  professes

10 e.;.plam Lhe occ&amn en whwb,

ban ) RIS TR i TRENUE
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anﬂjnﬁgr’ms*m by Whﬂm‘ ‘the-
measure was. ‘supgzested. is
verbatini-as. follows. ¢

“« A .commuynication from trhﬂ’
Meeting of minjsters and elders
has been marde, informing that an
exercise-arose amongst them, on

a rewospective view of the distress
sipg circumstance that took place
a.few years back, when so many
had separated themselves from, ar
wbo ‘had been separated by the
society 1n.consequence of dissent
from the body: some of whom
may be -pow looking to a return
or: :rée~itnion with us, And this
meeting baving beea brought un-
d‘er'coqside;aable exefcise in re.
thospective view of thase days,
when -many who had filled con-
spicuous stations, as well as others
In -0yr- society, separated them.
selves, or were separated from us,
principally . on the grounds of dis-
sent from,  ox disunity with the
bady. - And looking at the pros-
pect:that some of these may seek
to be re-umnited to our society, we
feel concerned,’ notwithstanding,
that .the retugyn of such by the
night .door, would be cause of
rejoicing to us, that friends in the
suveral guasters where such cases
may' ogecury should deeply feel
for the .caunsel and guidance of
trath in their proeeedings respect-
ingthem, andinan. especnal man-
ner attend .to-the apostolic injunc.
tion, ¢ layhands suddenly on no
man.” And thet monthly meetings
should be .careful to wait for full
praof . that these -individuals who
may be deswous of being restored
to othe:umby and fellowship of the
society, ' have -had their .eyes
qpemed mlearly to see their great
~ REFOT ip going:out from the body.
- «And also, -that-1hey are sound dn
the faith of .the miraculous con-

‘ceptipn, - birth, bely-life, wonder-
ful works, blessed example, me--
ritorious death, and gloriens re-'
surrection, ascension’ and media.:
tion of our Lord and Savieur
Jegus-Christ, and- of 'bis elernal
divinity and unity with the Father.

““ We are also ~desizous that
monthly meetings may be encou-
raged to look to their quarterly
meetings for assistance in. Judgmg-
and determining on’ swch cases.
And thatquarterly meetings shouid
be .careful to rendev to monthly-
meetings, particularly in this re-
spect, such assistance :as stheir
place in the body, and the-state
of the monthly meetmgs may
require.”’

Supposing the aabove miaute to:
speak the present sentiments of the
Seciety of Friends, by comparing
it .with ‘that of 1694, your readers
may judge what progress the Bo«
ciety has wade since ‘that time
towards adopting -the doctrine of
the Trinity. The one holds ‘up
a ‘belief in “ the ‘heavenly man,
Christ,”” as a prumary article -of
Chmhtxan faith, and yei as one
respecting which an involuntary
error required indulgence -and to-
leration. The other inculcates no
such-article of faith. Nor daesd
it .recommend any such Christian
forbearance towards -those avho
have the misfortune to be involved
in error. But it enjoins Monthly
Meetings to wait for %full proof,”
that the objects of its concern
‘““ are sound in the faith of the
miraculous conception.?” A tenet,
whether of Christian origin or hot,
which the framers of the former
minnte, like two of the Evange.
Jists, ' .apd the writers of all the
apostmhc epistles, pass over in-total
silenee = their great Master 1aught
no such .doctrine, :and they knew
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better than to require of‘cenverts

to his religion any such proofs of
being sound.in the. faith,
the birth of Christ represented any
where in the New Testameunt- as
supernatural,
culous.
derful . works, blessed example,
meritorious death, glorious re-
surrection, ascensiou and media-

tion, as set forth .in the scriptures,
1 know not that thereis any con-:

troversy among professing Chris-
tians, nor was there any beétween
the seceders' alluded to in t'h'is‘
minute, and the society.

For what purpose then are these
things introduced? What end are
they calculated to answer? 'No
difference of. opinion respecting
them, or any of tlie other articles
of faith, mentioned in this Minute,
was alleged at‘the time as forming
any part of *‘the grounds of dis-
sent or disunity with the body,”
which led to -the separation of
which it: speaks. Can such an
enumeration, then T would ask,
answer any  other purpose, . than
unjustly to aspersc the separatists,
and to . misrepresent the causes of
their dissatisfaction with the body?
It was not, as the meeting: must
have known, any such causes as
these, which led to the separation
of so many. persons who filled
conspicuous stations in the church;
The grounds of their disunity were
widely different, and such as the
meeting did not chuse to explain.
They are, however, upon record,
and therefore all attempts to con-
ceal or misrepresent them, are as
weak .as they are disingenuous,
See ,Wm. Rathbone’s . instructive
Ce. Nanatlve of Events, . that have
lately taken place in . Ircland
apong :the- Quakers;. with corres.
ponding -dbcuments, . and occa.

Nor 1s

or properly mira-.
As to his holy life, won-

sional - Observa}nom’s i Johhson,
Londen. 1804! - -
Nor was there any dispute be-
tween the seceders and the soa
ciety, relative'to the ¢ éternal di=
vinity” of Christ,- or his ¢ unity’
with the - Father.”” Neither of
these propositions was asserted on’
the one hand, nor denied on’ the
other. But after a lapse of ten’
years these novel tenets are di-
vectetl to be proposed to such of
them as may be desirous of being’
restored to the unity and fellowship
of the Society. Ifany of the se-
cedérs were so inclined, which'
s, 1 understand, doubtful, they
may think better ‘of it in. conse-
quence of these preliminary con-
ditions, which,’ if theitr eyes have
been onened, so as to see clearly,
they may well hesitate to ac¢ept.
For what 1s it they are required
to' do, to give ¢¢ full “proof” that
they are ¢ sound in the faith ?”
To ascribe to the same Being
mortality and ¢¢ eternal divinity1”
What is there in transubstantiation
or any other doctrine of the
Church of Rome, more unscrip-
tural, more irrational, or more
self contradictory than this?
As to the ¢¢ unity” of the man
Christ Jesus, ‘¢ with the Father,”
in doing and suffernig his will, and
in accomplishing his glonous de-
sign by the gospel dispensation,
all Christians are agreed. But the
unity asserted in this modern
Quaker Creed, is that of one Bea
ing supposed to possess ¢¢ eternal
divinity,”” with another who ‘is
therein' represented as “ the Fa-
ther.” « This is surely to imply the
existence of two co-equal and co-
cternal Beings, but as a third is
not .also acknowledged it -falls
short of- the Oorthodox doctrine
of the Trinity. . What fresh efforts
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mpy be made towatd& establishing
this doctrine at the next Yearly
Meeting, to be held in London, I
cannot say. -Butas I have bad
opportunities of knowingthat there
are a large number .of. intelligent
and respectable. members of that
society, who are well grounded
in the, Unitarian faith as a doc-
trine of primitive. Christianity’ and
of the New Testament, 1 trust they
will acquit themselves as men and
as Christians, should any fresh
attempts be .made, tending to
obstruct.the dxffusmn of pure gos.
pel truth, and to bring them and
lhelr brelhren in religious profes.
ston .into. bondaoe, by imposing
on them, for scrlptural doctrines,
thf; commandments of men. -

I have. already exceeded due
bopnds, and, must therefore con.
clude for the present, although I
}ugve in connexion w,nh the dbove
mpdern creed, and the pretences
for setting it up, some .farther in.

formauon to communicate if you

sbould thmk it fit for insertion.

- . lam, -
Yours resp@ctfully, |
THOMAS FOSTER.

G Ratzonal Christians.

CWe copy the . followmg articles
from the Reading Mercury. No.
I 1s the advernsemcm whxch the
Umtanans of Readmg publlsued
of the opening of  their Chapel:
N’os. rI and IIL whlcb appeared
in, successnve papels wnll expla;n
tﬁemselves. } . :

‘No.L - .
C/zapel Rcddmg

‘ The fnends f mnonal Chns.
| namty, are respecst.tull y informed,
that..a.Chapel. wlll be opened-for
Unitarian worship, on W ednesday

f .
4?’.'" ' ‘}"

i ’Unztarian

day Morning.

‘reason, omly..

11°

the . 24th instant. (November, .
1818,%) - . - SERT

Oun the previous I‘uesday Even.
ing a preliminary discourse will
be delivered by the Rev. T Rees,
of London. <

The Rev. Wm. Vldler of Lon-
don, will preach on the Wednes.
The Rewv.. Robert
Aspland, of Hackney; will preach

on the Wednesday FEvening, and
.on the followmg I’hursaay Even-‘
ing also..

The services to begin. at half..
past ten in the morning, and at
half-past six on the several evena
inge. -
| No. II. |

T'o the Editor of the Reading

Mercury.
SIR, "
- . As -the term, Ratlonal Chrisa
tianity, has (unhappily) been in.
troduced into Reading, and even
advertised; in your' paper, I beg
you to admit the following expla-
nation. of the term, which I have
extracted. from an old' Sermon.
‘“ Rational Christianity: if it weére
called human Christianity,: would

‘not be so seductive ‘in the sound';

and yet would' be-equivalent,’ for
rationpal refers of course to'human
~But “rationsal, -so
used, has a deception- in it ; for,

-bemg commonly opposedfito u'ra.

tional,” a conclusion is’ tacitly

.dra,wn., that :the. 4Chrlst1amty, to
which -that epithet is ‘ot apphed
‘has:in. it . something contrary  to
 Teafom, OT Anconsistent with it ; and
‘between, . rational and -

irrational
belief no.man of “sense would he-
sitate “a mament. . But.the réal

,Qpp;()si;tion marked by :such a term,

1n . this gase, should be that between
rational and superirational, i.-e.

Jbetween humauanddwme. And m

Aoy

* See Vol. VHI p- 744.
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this opposilion of térms, it wonld
be equally the part. not only of
common. gense, buf evenr of the
highest understinding, to give the
preference: to that which fiiust be
best ;- and human Christinnity
however specioasly adorned, can
be but 1H naanded when com.

T‘hubﬁ 511‘. rdhona] Chrlstiamty
is humian Christianity, that of the
Chirch s divine,—the one in-
vented by man, the other revesled
by Ged. - |
S Yeur obeaxem- S@l‘vant
o - FIDELIS.

No. III.

To the Editor qf the Reading
Mcrcury.

SIR, -
'To dissipate - .the unhappy
ﬁaelmgs éf - Fidelis; and others,
- .who, like him, lament the' iatro-
. duction of terms mot found in
~.their theological vocabularyy per.
miti me to. make the following
statement in justification of the
-phrase Rational Christianity. God
iﬁm~z made . maa: & rational crea.
ture,: amd then revealed héniself
*td him, consequently all révelation
smust be rational; not paradox-
<jeal, not a ¢ révealed mystery,”’
- Gt - possessing & comMmensurate
‘suitinbilipy—n fithess wnd “adap-
ghtion to our common intelligence
- and: vndefstanding ; that is, ust
/be’' capable of being understood,
mdmy ‘of estnprehension, other-
‘weise the design of it, wikieh 18 to
’ Lve to .mam the preper know.
‘of: iy ‘Makery, would be
ﬁwtmt.edu: ' This view of weve-
lation: dbounds in the saocred pa.
' spes themstlves, in which - sinful
men are savited to *¢ ‘comye and
aegsos tegutiver with: Gods® dnd

infallibility

“to retain the’ old

that by the' ery

-ter) to -be

Rational Christians.

an hudmible submissien to lifs
merey, with -practical bbedience

to the gospel; i§ called ‘“ our

reasonable service?? -

{n the dark ages of popxah,'té‘
notance, this ratibnal view of rew
velation wa§ obscired; and doé.
trittes were taught; by the assumed
of the Church, at
which ¢ Teason was confounded,
and faith herself stood aghast.®
To ‘shelier such doctrinds froth
inquiry, the’ itaxim' (* dnhap-
pily”’) was introduced, that rea-
son and revelation are opposed to
each other: The Reforitmtion
discarded somae of these ‘doe.
trines, but having retaited others
of them,' it is still found |nece§sary
opish maxim
above stated; for their defence :
of - the ¢¢ pte-
suthption and profinity of redson,”
men might be déterred from:¢x-
amining such doctrines by the
light of  revelation,  These: -¢ir.

-‘cumstances; 8ir, have given: rise

to the phrase f‘ Ratiotial Chtts-
tianity,’”” so6 -¢‘ unhappily’’  (for
Fidelis) now *¢ intréduced into
Reading -and advertised in your
paper ;" meaning €h ristianity’ un-
derstood in the light of its own
eviderice. 'This is opposed to ir-
rational Christianity, orthat which
is believed by hxbit on Chureh

authority, without being tmdet.

‘stood,

The great patrotis of ’Rahonal
Christianity have beehn A rchibighop

Tillotson, Newton, Loéke, Biﬁbé;)

Hoadly, Dr. Clarke D, Paley,
&c. If it be cnﬁunal to under.
stand what they believed, sand
(under Christ our Lord and Mas-
pupils  of: suck wmen,
then. the Ratiomal Christatis -of

,Readxn@ freely mm&wtheir gtrﬂt,



Hanging not Punishment enough.

Hoping that Fidelis will cor.
dially receive this living statement
of Rational Christianity, in pre-
ference to his dead authority in
his ‘¢ old sermon,”’

) I am, Sir,
Your humble servant,
- SENEX.

S ———

. % Hanging not Punishinent
| enough.”
- Jan. 29, 1814.
©_ SIw, |
"~ Ilately observed that a bene-
volent professor of the law, Mr.
- Basil Montagu, republished in
. 1812, a small pamphlet, first
“ printed in  1701,”’—entitled,
#¢ Hanging not punishment enough
for murderers, highwaymen, and
housebreakers, offered to the con-
sideration of the two Houses of
Parliament.” |
~ TFrom the title of this pamphlet
* it must, I apprehend, be designed
to oppose capital punishments
father on the ground of policy
than of religion or humanity. Sir
W. Temple, in bis Miscellanea,
3d part, published in 1701, soon
after the author’s death, expresses
the safme opinion, as to robbers.
In the Essay on Popular Discon-
tents, the first in that volume,
p: 02, he says, ‘“I have often
thought that some more effectual
way might be found out, for
. preventing or suppressing of com.
.mon thefts or robberies, than
.-those which are of commen use
- Bmong us. The sanguinary laws
- upon these occasions, as they are
:not of ancient date, so they séem
. not to agree with the mildness
" and clemency of our government
in the rest- of its compasition,
Besides, they deprive us of so
many subjects whose lives are
VoL, 1X, Q
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every year cut off in great num-
bers, and which might otherwise

be of use to the kingdom.—But

the worst part of this custom or
institution is, that they have
hitherto proved without effect,
and have neither extinguished the
huwour and practice of such
crimes, nor lessened the number
of such criminals amongst us. Nor
1s 1t indeed to be hoped or expect-
ed they ever should, in a nation
whose known character is, to be
more [earless of death and dangers
than any other, and more impa-
tient of labour or of hardships.”

His improved mode of treating
criminals, which Sir W. Temple
presently suggests, discovers an
utter inattention, even in this ac-
complished scholar and statesman,
to the subject of mental discipline,
He relies entirely on corporal
sufferings and perpetual infamy ta
deter from crimes or tv reform
criminals. * Such is his proposal,
p- 64. o -

‘“ A liberty might a‘t“ﬁ)astf be
lIeft to the judges and the benth,
according to the differcnce of
persons, crimes,  and Cir¢umas
stances, to inflict either death, or
some notorious mark, by shiting
the nose, or such brands upon the
checks, which can never be ‘ef-
faced by time or art. And such
persons to be condemned either
toslaveryinour plantations abroad,
or labour in workhouses at home ;
and this either for their lives, ora
certain number of years, aocp)_?;j-
ing to the degrees of their crimes.”

For the consideration of “¢some
such laws,” Sir W. T'emple looked
forward to ‘¢ some Parliament
cool and undistempered from heats
of faction and animosity of parties®
whose “¢ regards and debates”
should turn upon *¢ public and
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lasting 1nstitutions,”” instead of
¢ temporary provisions or cxpes
dients.’” You will probably agree
with me that the reformation of
our criminal code is here post-
poned ad gracas calendas, or as
the phrase has becn freely ren-
dercd, to latter lammas, or never.
Yet, 1| trust our Montagus and
Romillys will not cease to deliver
their own souls.

N.L. T.

- Mistake in the Obituary of
- Mrs Parkes.
Essex-Street, Feb. 7,

SIR,
~ If the exce]lentlady, of whom
so interesting a memoir 1s given
in this month’s Repository, believ-
ed that I was the minister who
baptized her in her infancy, she
must certainly have been mistaken.
1 was indeed very intimate in her
father’s family, and often visited
there during the few years that I
reside®at Worcester. But she
must have been born about the
_year 1768 at which time I was
a junior student at Daventry.
The conoregauon at Bromsgrove
was at that time without a minis-
ter : it is probable therefore that
my worthy predecessor at Wor-
cester, Mr. Urwick, performed
the ceremony. He lxkewise was
better entitled than I ever was to
the appellation of Arian. For
till T became a proper Unitarian
I never descended lower than Dr.
Clarke's scheme, nor did I ever
glve Cerlt to that frightful doc-
trine o7 %v woTe, 0TE oux v, that
there was a time when the Logos
did not exist, which, as the pious
BlShOp of Alexandrna affirmed,
made the new heresy of Arlus
more odious and damnable than

1814.

Book-Warm.

- No. XI1I.

all the heresies which had ever
been heard of in the world before,
I am, Sir, &c. .
T. BELSHADM.

Book-Worm. No. XIL

Feb. 7, 1814.

SIR,

In referring once more to Tho-
mas Beard’s ¢ Theater of ‘God's
Judgments,” I cannot venture to
follow with any minuteness this
author whose generally horrible,
thbough sometimes ludicrous, -ina
stances of Divine Judgments provc
not that Thomas Beard was sifte
gularly weak and credulous, but
rather that he had not the rare
merit of detecting and despising
the weakness and cxedu]x ty of hls
age.

The Chapter of Heretikes, p. 96
could not fall to be largely pro.
ductive of Divine Judgments. Ce.
rinthus is not forootten who ¢ de.
nying, and going “about to darken
the doctrine of Christ’s everlasting
kingdom, was ovcrwhelmed by
the sudden fall of an hot house,
[hot bath] which fell upon hxm
and his associates as soon as St.
John was departed from it.”
Manes is declared to have ¢ had
his skin pulled over his ears alive,”’
and the vulgar tale of Arius is
told without any variation. *¢ As
for Nestorius, the very worms did
knaw in pieces his hlasphemous
tongue, and at length the earth
opened her mouth and swallowed
him up.” Olympus, the Arian
Bishop of Carthage ¢ uttered
blasphemous words against the
holy Trinity, but a threefold
thunderbolt came from above, and
struck him dead inthesame place.”
‘¢ Concerning the " Anabaptists,?”
my author discovers his zeal for
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unhiformity of faith and worship.
He remarks, ¢ how divers ways
God scourged and plagued many
of them—miserably put to death
in divers places, as well for their
monstrous and damnable heresies,
as for many mischiefs and out-

rages which they committed.”
Soon follows a marvellous tale
which Bishop ¢¢ Cyril hath re-

corded to .us, of his own know-
ledge,”” concerning ¢ one Sabi.
pianus, a perverse and blasphe.
mous fellow, that denied the dis-
~tinction of persons in the Trinity,
and afirmed the Father, the Son,
and the Holy Ghost, to be but
one indistinct person’  This
shrewd herctic, it scems, ¢¢ wrote
a book and fathered it upon Saint
Jerome, now dead.” T'o confute
him, < Silvanus, the Bishop of
Nazaren, made this bargain with
Sablmanus, that if St. Jerome,
the next day, did not by some
miracle testify the falseness of his
cause, hé would offer his throat
to the hangman, and abide death:
but if he did, that then he should
die. Now the day was passed,
and no miracle appeared, so that
Silvanus was commanded to yield
hisneck to that punishment which
himself was author of.”” The
orthodox Bishop was, however,
soon released from his perilous
situaticn, for ‘¢ behold an image,
like unto St. Jerome in shew, ap-
peared, and stayed the hangman’s
hand—and vanishing forthwith,
another miracle succeeded, Sa-
binianus’s head fell from his
shoulders, no man striking at it.”’
With such wonderful testimonies
against the Unitarian Doctrine
how could the Christian world
fail to become Trinitarian, espe-
cially under the powerful patron-
age of the magistrate. . Yet he

- No. XII.

sometimes overacted his part
Thus we learn that ¢ Anastasius,
Emperor of Constantinople, being
corrupted with the heresy of Eu-
tiches, published an edict, where-
in all men were commanded to
worship God not under three

persons, as a Iumty, but as a
quaternity, containing in it four
persons.”” I'or this anecdotethere
1s no marginal authority, nor do
we learn the name or quality of
the fourth person. The unassu.
ming ** Mary the mother of Jesus,”
raised by the schools to the rank
of *“ mother of God,” has been, I
think, by some theologians ad-
mitted to that partnership in Deity
which they have substituted for
the ¢ Onec God and Father of all,””
the object of apostolic 1everence

I shall conclude the extracts
from this Chapter of Heretikes
with a passage whic.h inculcates
a doctrine of most pernicious ten.
dency, though I dare say not so
understood by ‘Thomas Beard.
He describes ‘“ Justinus the II4”
as “‘ a manof exceeding pride and
cruelty, 11 avarice insatiate, con-
temping poverty, and murdering
the n()blllty for the most part :
notwithstanding all this, he pros-
pered well enough until he fell
into the heresy of Pelagius, soon
after which the Lord bereft him
of his wits, and shortly after of
his life.’> How different was the
judgment of Tillotson, ‘¢ that the
greatest heresy in the world 1s a
wicked life.””—S. 34. V. 1.

In Chapter 21. ¢ Of conjuring
and enchanters’” (p. 114) we are
told, as might be expected, from
the then low coudition of SCTip-
tural inquiry, that ‘“a witch
caused a devil to appear and speak
unto Saul in the shape of Samuel.”
The following account of a more

115
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modern
Thomas Beardy, no doubt, sia-
cercly credited. He says, ‘it
was. a_very lamentable-spectacle
that chanced to.the Gowvernor of
Mascon, a magician, whom the
devil snatched up in dinner.while,
and hoisted aloft, carrying him
three times about the town of
Mascon in the presence of many
beholders, to whom he cryed on
this . manner, help, help, my
friends; so that the whole town
stood amazed thereat; yea, and

the.remembrance of this strange
fast

accident sticketh at this day
in the minds of all the inhabitants
of this country.” Mascon or
Macon is a small city of the
province of Burgundy. The au-
thority for this story is Hugo de
Cluny, Monk, and probably chief
legend-maker to  that famous
Benedictine Abbey, in the vicie
nity of Macon. . This place was
the.scene of another supposed
diabolical . visitation,  nearer our
time, and it may excuse the cre-
dulity of Thomas Beard to asso-
ciate him upon this occasion with
the great Robert Boyle, who gave
his sanction to the following puh.
lication : ¢¢ The Devil of Mascon:
or a true relation of. the chief
things . which an unclean spirit did
and said at Mascon, in Burgundy,
an the house of one Mr. Francis
Perieaud, Minister of the Reform.
ed Church in the same town.
Published in  French lately by
himself,” and now made KEnglish
by one, that hath .a particular
knowledge of. the truth of the
story _ S
This tmnslauon was first print-,
cd at Oxford in 1609. To the
fourth edition in-167 2, is prefised
a letter from Mr. Bayle . to the
translator . Dr, Peter. Du Moualin,

BOO"- Wor?n.

-~ diabolical -appeatance,

No. X1

Dr. Birch adds,-*¢ it was aftera
wards indeed reported that Mr.
Boyle had disowned the story of
that dsemon, as a clear imposture,
but he declares that he never did
this, in a letter to Mr. Glanvill, .
dated 1678 A passage from
that letter Dr. B. proceeds to
quote, in which, though Mr.
Boyle declares his continued
faith “¢ as to the main story,’> he
acknowledges an ‘¢ mdxsposxtxon
to believe such things.” (Birch
Life of R. Boyle, p. 203.)

No such indisposition ' will be
attributed to Thomas DBeard by
the readers of the following mar.’
vellous tale, for which he is in<

debted to some work on ¢ Cone
tempt of Sacraments.”” (Lrb.,
1. cap. 34.) % In 1457

certain curate of a village neat%
Soissons, to revenge himself of a:
farmer that retained from him:
the tenths which were appointed
to the Knights of Rhodes, went
to a witch, of whom he recewed
in gift a fat toad, which. she
commanded him to baptise, as he:
also did, and called it by the
name of John, 'This good holy
curate, after he had consecrated
the holy host, gave it also to the
toad to eat, and afterward re-
stored it to the witch, who, kill-
ing the toad and cuttmo-xt in
puces, with . olher, suoh like,
sorceries, caused a young wench
to carry it secretly into the far.
mer’s house, and to put it under
the table, as they were at dinner,.
whereupon immediately tbe far.
mer and his children that were
at the table fell suddenly sick and
three days after died.””

‘To this horrible narration is
atltached, on the authority of
Froisard, an anecdote compara-
tively pleasant ¢‘ o another cu-.



rate, - that had a familiar spirit,
whose help
turbance of a lord, who had
withhkeld his titles, causing a tera
rible noise to be heard every
night in his castle.”

Such a willing believer in the
marvellous, as my author could
easily receive from Jovius, that
thie celebrated ¢ Cornelius Agrip-
pa went always accompanied with
an evil spirit, in the similitude of
a black dog,” and that when the
time of his death drew near, ¢ he
took off the enchanted collar from
the dog’s neck, and sent him away
with Lhﬂse terms, ¢ get thee hence
thou cursed beast.which hast utter-
ly destroyed mey’ neither was the
dog. ever. seen after.”” Jortin, in
his life of Erasmus, with whom
Agrippa -cotresponded, (Anno
1520, ). observes, that ¢ Paul
Jovius .was either foolish enough
to rentertain,  or ~disingenuous
cnough: to, pretend, a belief that
Agrippa was a necromancer, and
that bis black dog, whom he used
to call Mounsicur, was a devil in
masquerade, walking upon all
fours.”” This scholar, of eminent
men¢al accomplishments, or in
the words of Erasmus, .¢¢ ardentis
ingenii, variz .lectionis et multe
memorize,” ‘has been remarkably
1ll-used by his biographers. They
have dwelt on his early magical
pretensions, but, so far as I have
observed,. have never recorded his
later solemn recantation. Itisnow
before me, at the end of the 48th
chapter (De Praestigiis) of his
last work, ¢* De incertitudine et
vanitate Scientiarum.” He re-
grets the vain occupations of his
youth in  his Three Books of
‘¢ Occult.Philosophy,”” and waras
others by his example from 'such
Injurious pursuits. ¢ Veram de

he -used, to the dis-.
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magicis scripsi ego, juvenis adhuc,
libros tres, amplo satis volumine,
quos de occulta pbilosophia nun-
cupavi, in quibus quicquid tunc
per curiesam adolescentiam erra-
tum est, nunc cautior hac palinoe
diam recantatum volo; permul.
tum enim temporis et rerum in
his vanitatibus olim contrivi.
Tandem hoc profeci, quod sciam,
quem iis rationibus oporteat alios
ab hac pernicie dehortari.”” He
then goes on to threaten with
eternal fire, in the company of
Jannes, Jambres, and Simon Ma-
gus, those who pretend to divine
and prophecy, not according to
the truth of God, but by the
operation of evil spirits. |

I shall close these extracts
from the ¢¢ Theater of God’s
Judgments,”” with the following
account of a contemporary, or
rather immediate predecessor, of
Shakespeare, one so eminent in
the same profession, that his
works are just now reprinted

among select specimens of the -

ancient English drama.  The -
account in ch. xxiiie “ On Epi-
cures and Atheists’ is as. fol.
lows : - ’
¢“ One of our own nation, of
fresh and late memory, called
Marlow, by profession a scholar,
brought up from his youth in
the University of Cambridge, but
by practice a play.maker and a
poet of scurrility—fell to that
outrage and extremity, that he
denied God and bhis Son Christ,
and not onlyin word blasphemed
the Trinity, but also (as 1t is cre-
dibly reported) wrote books a-
gainst it, affirming our Saviour
to be but a decewer, and Moses
but a conjurer and seducer of the
people, and the Holy Bible to
be but vain and idle stones, and
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all religion but a device of policy.
But see what a hook the Lerd put
in the nostrils of this barking dog.
It so fell out that as he purposed
to stab one whom he owed a
grudge unto, with his dagger,
the other party, perceiving, so
avoided the stroke, that withal
catching hold of his wrist, he
stabbed his own dagger into his
own head, in such sort that, not-
withstanding all the means of
surgery, he shortly after died
thereof : the manner of his death
being so terrible,
cursed and blasphemed to his
last gasp, and togcther with his
breath an oath flew out of his
mouth) that it was not only a
manifest sign of God’s judgment,
but also a horrible and fearful
terror to all who beheld him.”

- This passage is quoted by Wood
(A. O. 1. 338) who fixes the
death of Marlow before 15903,
Thomas Beard is the only autho-
rity to whom he refers, but he
adds, as the circumstance of
Marlow’s death, that he was cut

off in a disgraceful fray, with a

rival in his attachment to a li-
centious woman, and that his
¢¢ end was noted by all, especially
the precisians.”” The late Mr.
Warton, in his ¢¢ History of Eng.
lish Poetry,” (iii. 420, 37) could
not fail to notice the dramatic
celebrity of Marlow., He says,
also, that he ¢ translated the
elegies of Ovid, which were print-
ed at Middleburgh, and burnt at
Stationer’s Hall in 1599, by com-
mand of the Arcbbishop of Can-
terbury, and Bishop of London,”?
and that ‘¢ his scepticism, what.
ever it might be, was construed
by the prejudiced and peevish
Puritans into absclute Atheism.”
Mr. Warton refers on this subject

[ S, ‘

Book-Woym,

(for he even

“No. XII.

to ¢ Meres Wits, Tr. fol. 287,
and ¢¢ Account of the blasphe-
mous and damunable opinions' of
Christ. Marley, and three others,
who came to a sudden and fearful
end of this life. M. SS. Harl.
6853. 80. fol. 320.”’

Wocod’s authority, for the dis~
graceful circumstances of Marlow's
death, does not appear, and Wood

has been accused of no small
propensity to detraction.  The
assertion of Beard that Marlow

¢“ denied God,”” is quite inconsis.
tent with his having ¢ blasphema
ed the Trinity,””> which generally
means nothing worse than #n as-
sertion of the divine Unity : and
if Marlow ¢¢ wrote books”™ on the
subject, I confess' I would gladly
recover them. His opinion of
Moses might be only  that of the
late Dr. Geddes, which he held,
however unaccountably, in strict
connection with a Christian faith
and practice. Marlow’s supposed
invectives against Christ and his
dying horrors, are too much In
the style of polemic rant to be
casily credited. I cannot better
conclude this, than with the fol-
lowing passage, from Cibber’s
Lives of the Poets, vol. i. under
the article Marlee:

““ What credit may be due to
Mr. Wood’s severe representation
of this poet’s character, the rea-
der must judge for himself. For
my part, I am willing to suspend
my judgment till I meet with
some other testimony of his having
thus heinously offended against
his God, and against the best and
most amiable sysiem of religion,
that cver was or ever can be.
Marloe might possibly be 1nclined
to Free-thinking, without runmng
the ‘unhappy lengths that Mr.
Wood tells us it was reported he
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had done. We have many in-

stances of characters being too-

lightly taken up on report, and
mistakenly represented through a
too easy credulity, especially
against a man who may bappen
to differ from us, in some specu-
lative points, wherein each party,
however, may think himself or-
thodox. The gooada. Dr. Clarke
himself has been as ill spoken of
as Wood speaks of Marloe.”

These Lives of the Poets, of
which the M. S. was i Dr. .John-
son’s possessionr, he . testifies, in
his Life of Hammond, to have
been .written, not by Cibber, but
by ¢¢ Robert Shiels, a native of
- Scotland, a man of very - acute
understqn_dmg,_ though with little
scholastic education, who, not
long after the. publication of his
wark, [1753] died in London of
a consumption,’” - Dr. Johnson
adds, ‘¢ bhis life was virtuous, and
his end was pious.”

VE RMICULU%

G.L'EANINGs; | \OR,‘ SELECTIONS

AND REFLECTIONS MADE IN

A COURSE OF GENERAL READ-
ING,

No. CL.

A Natzon.

For a while (says the judicious
Rapin,) five or six hundred per-
sons, who compose a parliament,
and as many magistrates of towns
and counties, may seem to an
imprudent prince the body of a
nation; but a time will come,
when every single person must
be taken into the account.

No. CLI..
- Empare of Christ.
The poets have dope so much
to disfigure and corrupt Christian-
ity, that we. are pleased When
they make some amends by cor-
rect and striking pictures of Chris-

~who has contributed

} composer, and a smoker.

11G
tian truth. One of this fraternity,

more than

enough towards paganizing our

religion, (see Gleanings, No.

CXLII, VIII. 658#), has thus not

unaptly described the true, spirit.

ual reign of the Messiah :

He'll only oler the mind his pow'r as-
sert, ‘

His grace his scepter, and his throne the
heart.

Kings undisturb’d may bear xmpenal
sway, .

And peaceful nations may thelr londs
obey

V’Vlule the blest Saviour keeps hls comt
unseen, *

And rules in lzght and heav’ nly Iovc

within.
- Prince :47‘4thur," B. II.

No. CLII.

Burning Tobacco-Pzpes
Mr. Dyer relates in his life of
Robert Robinson (p. 287) that
when Winchester, the teacher of
the restoration doctrine,

was 1n.
troduced to that playful divine,
he thus accosted him, ¢ What!

arc you the man, who think Lhat
God Almwhty will burn the_QJd
tobacco-pipes, till ‘they becdme
white again ?”’ -
There is the same hurlesque
figure in a Latin poem of Dean

Aldrich’s, published by l\qu
Tollet.  (Journ. Britan. xvii,
53, 54.) The poem is thus

headed ys—Aldricues de Paf:to, me-
771072ter,~—and the following is the

concluding stanza :
Ut tamen sordes renovata flammis
Exuit nigras, antmus vel olim,
Igne purgatis vitiis, nitebit
Aectheris hospes.

Dean Aldrich was emment as
a divine, a scholar, a musical
He
composed a smoking catch to be
sung by four men smoking their
pipes. . o

#*# By an error, which runs on alse
to the next page, 006s.
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Mr. Jokn Jones on the Contro.
versy on Acts xx. 28.

I respect the name of Gries~
bach, and feel grateful for his
Yearned labours. But 1 am free
to assert, and ready to prove, that
implicit confidence is to be repos-
ed neither in his Judoment as a
critic,, nor in his fidelity as =an
assertor of facts. I will ftom
time 't0 time produce some of
those passages wluch justify me
in’ this opinion.

The following verse which he
has grossly corrupted, shews that
he was scarcely acquainted with
the elements of the Greek lan-
guage. ‘¢ And confessedly great
is the mystery of godliness : God
appeared ‘in the ﬂesh was justified
v the spirit, was seen of angels,
was preached among the Gentiles,
believed upon in the world, and
;msed. in glory.”” 1 Tim. iii.

6

In this place the apostle op-
poses those false teachers, who,
tinder the pretext of superior wis.
dom, introduced into the Chris-
tian churﬁh the most monstrous

mysteries ;* and his object is to
set aside all mystery as foreign to
the gospel. As though he had
said, ¢ Though we, the apostles
of Chmst, reject as false and im-
pious the mystéries tanght by our
false brethren, yet we preach a
doctrine which, figuratively speak-
ing, is-a great mystery. This is

the doctrine of godlihess, the sim.

e doctrire of piety and bene-
thce«, Which so ‘far from being
in the strictest sense mystenous,
sets aside -all- mystery,”? - To

)

comprehend the justness of this
interpretation, it is necessary to
observe, that our apostle, instead
of directly opposing his adversaries,
often endeavours to set aside their
errors by applying some of their
words in a different but analogous
sense. Thus he sets aﬁld(? the
circamcision of the body, by'in.
sisting on the circamcision of the
heart ; he corrects the ze&lats for
ritual observances, by calling upon
them to be zealous of good works ;
he humbles the' pride of the 'fe-
puted wise, by ‘admonishing theéin
to be wise unto salvation ; ‘he $uf-
tens the ignominy attached to the
believers whio were slaves, or sol-
diers, in a literal sense, by hokiihg
them forth as staves or soldiers of
Christ ; and, ﬁmﬁly he seceks to
supersede the sacrifices of the law
by calling on all yood men to
offer themsélves as ‘a living and
rational sacrifice to God. 1In the
same ardent and elevated spirit
he exterminates all mystery from
the gospel, by desxgnatmg it as
the mystery of goiness. ,
Mystery in the N. T. means
onty a figure of speech, a fact or
a moral concealed under the véil
of metaphors. In this sense 4ll
parables, aﬂegones, and even fa-
bles, are ‘mysteries: and they are
mysteries only so' long as the gure
is net ('xplaxzned or the moral is
not developed. Thus oir Ford
js the parable of the sower a
Ystery, which ceased to be such
when explamed Thus too fhe
apostle Paul, in‘the Epistle to ‘the
Romans, calls the conversion of the

| G‘elmles, wheh described tmder the
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figare of olive branches, a mys.
tery ; and at,theiend of the same
epistle, he gives the same name to
the gospel while yet metaphori.
cally described by the prophets, or
presignified by types of the law,
While the apostle calls gudlmess
a mystery, he illustrates its nature
by describing the facts on which
the gospel is foupded in a mys.
terious or figurative language. lle
" opposes Ssog, God, to aap?f, flesh,
as meamno lmmortal and incor.
rUpuble, N Contra(hstmctmn to
corruption and death. His object
was to assert, in opposition to the
_i:;.lse teachers, that Christ pos-
ses.'sqd a real body, and that
though he. _submitted to death,
he. proved,. Imnselfdlvme and xm.
‘mortal

G;qek{gu}hom‘. .. Heraclitus, in
allusion to the supposed immor-

tality .of the hyman soul, calls
men . 3&0; Svyrai, mortal gods :
,a.nd Clgzment of Alexandria,

writes, (Coliort,, ad Gracos, p. 8)
¢“ The, Logos became man, In or-
der that man might become a god.”
Ao'yog o TV Ssou YEVOLLEVOS o;v@pw
TS+ o -« v avfpwmos veviyTal Jeog.
Each clauge in the language of
the apostle bas great propricty, as
contrasted with each other, or
with, facts which necessarily force
ghemselves on the attention of the
l;ea.dex Thus, ¢ Though Christ
13 ‘dgyme and immortal, he was
reall} invested .| with flesh and
blogd ; though he was condemned
by the rulers, he was justified by

the Spirit of God, wh.ch raised

‘him, from the grave; though he
did not shew himself to hxs ene-
_Inies after his resurrection, he
‘wWas seen by angels-—by the men
commissioned. to, preach bis, gos-

| pel in the world 5 though ejected

VOL,. I”{. R

by..his..restoration to life.
This us¢ of r9&0; is common in
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by the Jews, he was preached 1o,
and received: by, the Geuntiles;
and, ﬁnally, tbough he submitied

to the ignominy of the cross, he
ascended to heaven in glory. N
- The wisdom, . goodness,  and

power of God were personified by
the apostles under the name of
Logos, which having descended
upon, and united with, the man
Jesus, led them to spe#k of his
divine authority, as if they ina
tended to speak of his person.
To this Logos Paul principally
alludes when he here seems to
ascribe to Christ, the principle of
divinity. In my Sequel 1 _have
thus paraphrased his  words:
““ The Logos of God, the great
entity, the all-perfect model of
material things, existing in the
mind of God, bccame a man.—
This princiie of  incorruption
shewed itself in the most corrup-
tible of all things, namcly, in
human- flesh. Jesus, being thus
constituted the Son of God, hav-
ing received his Logas, the first-
born of God, from above, was
justified, or proved to be soy by
the Spirit of God which raised
bim from the dead. His angels,
messengers, or heralds, saw and
conversed with him after his res-
foration to life, as the first fruits of
the resurrection of all maunkind.
Agreeably to the commission
given them, they went and preach-
ed to the Jews and to the Gen-
tiles, the glad tidings of immor.
tality, wh:ch though reJected by
the former, was reccived in the
world at large” p- 379. |
Now for Szog, the Vulgate read-
ing, Griesbach has introduced ‘OF;
and endeavours to -support the
change by one of the. most clabo-
rale uatesin his yolumes. Yet I wilh
engage to shew, that he has proyed



12?

xmthmg but his own incompeternce
as a critic, and his want of fide.
lity as a col‘lator of the ancient

copies.
First. The new reading is er-
roneous, because it is neither

o00d sense nor good Greek. The
antecedent indeced in Greck and
i Latin is often understood. In
st'ch instamces, the antecedent is
s¢ defined” by the verb connected
with i1t, as to become, without
ambiguity, ‘the subject of another

verb, But then, it should be
rémembered, it means a whole
class, and never an individual.

‘O sy Avon pay  Twy EVTOAWY
TOUTWY shaxts'og nArlyoeras, Mat.
v.19. Here o5 is for avfswnos
oz ;3 theantecedent avfswmos being
a general term, is limited by the
clause s sav Avom, and under this
limitation it is the subject to
Axrfpoerar.—<¢¢ The man that
shall breck one of these lecast
c¢ommandments, shall be called
Feast.”>  In English, as in the
eriginal, the words in italics form
the. restricting clause, and the
antecedent man, with that restrica
tion, 1s the nominative case to
.flzall be called. 1f we try the
‘new fangled reading by this crite-
rion, we shall find, that though
grammatical in form, 1t 15 yet
absurd in meaning. ¢ He who
KRath' appeared in the flesh, is
jli,tiﬁed in the spirit, is seen by
angels,” &c. But every man
appears tn the flesh : every man,
therefore, is justified in the spzrzt
cmd seen by angels, &c.

' Secondly, the reformed reading
perverts the language of the apos-
tle. He says, that ¢ God ap-
peéred in the flesh.”” This is the
great rﬂystexy which he. had just
meéntiohed ;-and i G205 be taken
away, or changed for o, the mys-
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tery vanishes. Fhis, however, he
says. himself to be a mystery or
figure of speech ; and reduced to
simpl-e terms, means that he, wheo
was a real human being, and
simply so, and therefore subject
to corruption and death, proved
bimself divine, incorruptible, and
immortal.

Thirdly, The note of Griesbach
in suppert of his emendation is,
for the most part, a tissue of false
reasonings and misrepresentations.
He says, that the ancient Greek
fathers read . ¢s and not fsoc;
whereas it is a demonstrable fact
that Justin, Origen, and Clement
of Alexandria, &c. had in their
coptes the common reading. These
fathers understood by the words—.
¢“ God appeared in the flesh,””
the Logos of God united with thef
man Jesus or Jesus Christ en-
dued with the Logos. In this
they understood him rlghtly, and
were mistaken only in supposing
that Logos a real being, which
was considered by Paul.-and his
brethren as a personified or me-
taphorical being. The question,
then, is, did.they, when referring
to this verse of the apostle, men-
tion the Logos as having appeared
in the flesh? If so, they read
feos and not 65 in their copies,
‘Thus Justm-—-—avrso*fsz}\& NOYOV by
RO LW goazm, 05 Ol aATOTTOIQY
mqpuxeetg vwo ebvwy emarevln. Ori-
gen also says, ss Rufinus tran-
slates him,—¢ Is qui YERBUM.
caro factus—manifestatus est in
carne.” 'Fhese fathers considered
the Logos as synonymous with
X pts05 3 and thus Clement. of
Alexandria calls the Logos, when
alluding to this verse—puvs7pion
pel’ gpwy  a@bow. G ayyero, Tov
xpsor.—Cyril  writes, 10 wepa
TS EUTEREIRS  (USNEIOY,  TOUTESS
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W PHTTOS 05 eqaavepwér) The same
writer also adds— Ovy ergooy TO TS
‘cvcrsﬁzla; ROTTYPIaY, % AVTOS -quwv
o ex 700 Beov mazges Aoyos, O
spavepwly. These ancient authors
then, with absolute certainty,
read feoc; and the varlety and
high antiquity of their copies, set
at nought all subsequent copies
that may read otherwise.—1 have
taken the above passages from
Griesbach’s own note.

I shall next take a final review
of the arguments which justify
the common text in Acts xx. 28.
- It is usual in all ancient authors
to omit - the principal subject of
discourse, or the nominative case,
when the action expressed by the
verb, or the frequent recurrence
of the agent, sufﬁcxently explains
who that agent is. Of this I
shall insert two instances: ¢ Ye
kdow that ke appeared that he
mtght take away our sins,” 1
John iii. 5. In the original the
nominative case expressed by the
English Ae is omitted, nor does it
occur in any of the preceding
verses, and yet no one can be for
a  moment at a loss that Jesus
Christ is meant. Thus again iii,
16 ; *¢ In this we have known his
love, that ke laid down his life
for us.” Here, again, Ae is with.
out a’ reference, and yet the sub-
jcct of the discourse is most evi.
dent. In the same manner we
are to understand the language
of Paul: ¢ Feed the church of
God, which #%e secured with his
blood ”

- A reader of Greek, unacquain-
ted with modern languages, would,
if there ' were no nominative case
immediately, or at a distance,
look to the drift of the writer,
and more particularly to the
meaning and termination of the
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verb. He would kpnow thata
neun obliquely and accidentally
introduced to define the object of
a verb in a preceding, has no
necessary connection with a verb
in the subsequent clause, DButa
reader of English or any other
modern language 1s betrayed to
think otherwise. For ke is al<
ways a substitute for some person
preceding 1t, and consequently
his attention is withdrawn from
the meaning of the verb as the
means of sugediiing the agent, and
directed backwards to a noun
going before.- Thus Ze in the
above verse is taken to refer to
God ; whereas in the original,
7ov Yeov bas no more relation to
wepiemoioaro, than if it recurred
only in the beginning of Genesis.
If such relation in any passage of
any author can be pointed out,
it is only accidental, and by no
means rendered necessary by the
rules of grammar. This .15 one
striking instance, in which the
genius of modern langaages 15 a
latent source of error in criticising
Greek authors. The two following
passages shew that modern assor
ciations in this respect are to be
entirely disregarded : and they
are cases exactly in point with
the disputed verse, 1 John ii. 5,
‘¢ Whosoever shall keﬁp his word
in him truly the love of God 1

made perfect. DBy this we know
that we are in him. He who says
that he continues in him ought
to walk as Ae also walked.”’ Here
according to strict construction
ke refers to God. But it is certain
that it relates to Christ, who is
not mentioned by name excepiing
in the beginning of the chapter.
Again, ili. 2. ¢ Beloved | now
we are sons of God, it bhath not
yec appeated wbat we shall . bsa,,
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but we know that when Ze appears
we shall be like unto him. ¢ Let
my reader lcok at the context,
and he will be convinced that fe
means the Son ¢f God, whose
second appecarance was denied by
the false teachers, and is therefore
several times asserted by John in
the couise of this epistle,  These,
~and siilar instances, clearly prove
that it is not the pronoun or the
termination of the verb that al.
ways determines the impled agent,
but the meanin® of that verb;

and as ke does not necessanl)
refer to God in the above places,
so does 1t not in the controverted
verse of Paul,

It is asserted that 7yv exxAyoiay
ToU xvoiou 1s better supported than
exnAnoiay vov Jeov. In a few words
the contrary of this may be proved.
Griesbaclt asserts that the Athi.
opic Version has rendered the
place by a word which means
either Lord or God, and therefore
proves nothing as to the original
of that Version. But Ludolph
and Walton, the two best judges
in Furope, ‘assort positively that
the Athiopic word is used only
of Jehovah alone. The assertion
of Griesbach therefore is a gross
misrepresentation. — Forty.seven
manuscripts, it 1s allowed, read
xvoiov nat Jeov,  But these terms
assuredly mean God the Father,
and not the Lord Jesus. These
copics then support the reading
of Jsou, and militate against the
'sole reading of »nvpiov, as applied
to Christ. It 1s in vain to say
that these words are limited. to
our Lord by the subsequent verb ;
beéause nio s#& limitation exists
in truth, and 1s founded only in
the erroneous associations of mo-
dern  critics.—Griesbach more.

over asserts, that the more ancient
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fathers had not in their copies th
reading of 7ov Jeov, oecause, for
sooth,they would then have quoted
it against the heretics as an ex-
press declaration of the divinity
of Christ: and here we see ano-
ther proof of the surprising cone
fusion which darkened the under-
standing of this critic —le supposes
Tov Jsou, accidentally used to de-
fine 7qv exxAnoiay, to be the same
as if the apostle had written in
direct terms, ¢ Je0s, 2 nominative
case to wepiewoijorare. DBut it s
sufficient to say that the early
fathers were better judges of Greek
than Griesbach; they were free
from that prejudice which, arising
from the genius of modern lana
guages, has betrayed him and
others into an error. They also
knew that the connection of 7ow
Jecv, if insisted upon, with the
subsequent verb, supposes that
Paul was in the habit of calling
Jesus a God, and of ascribing to
God flesh and blood: a supposi-
tion altogether false and contra-
dicted by the whole of his writings.
I have said that if Jzov be tke
genuine reading, it 1s more easy to
account for the introduction of
xvpicv 1nto the text, than if the
reverse were the case. For the
authors of the copies containing
it, would then be actuated only
by a pre.conceived opinion, ' an
influence to which all good men
are liable ; whereas the introduc=-
tion of Seov would -be a- direct
frand. And 1 think 1t by no
means probable that the authors
of so many coplies, jealous of, and
in other respects at variance with,
ecach other, should concur in cor-
rupting the language of the apostle.

Besides, if they agreed to corrupt

the text at all, they would have
done'it so as cffectually to answer
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their end, by making o Seos, as
Griesbach has done, a nominative
case to wmeoiemoimoaro ; whereas
the forgery, as ‘it now stands,
would - not suggest to an ancient
reader, ‘much less establish, the
divinity of Christ. They could
not but be aware that the inter.
pretation of their forgery in the
way they wished, would be re-
sisted by the implication that the
apostle had in other placcs called
Jesus a God; and that he sup-
posed God not only to possess
flesh and bloud, hut to be subject
to death. Theimplicationis con.
tradicted by an obvious fact: and
this fact thercfore sets aside the
probability of forgery.

Lastly. I have insisted thatthe
reading of xvpiov, for which Gries-
Bach contends; 1s not probable,
because no such phrase as exxan-
ol TOU nUupioy occurs In other
parts of the N. T.; that on the
othier hand the terms exxAyoia 7ou
f=ov form the usual designation of
the Christian Church ; that the
frequency and uniformity of this
designation approximate the fixed-
ness of a proper name ; and that
it has a force and pertinence as
describing a body of people de-
voted to God 1n opposition to the
Gnuostics, of ‘which the phrase
snxAyoia Tov xupiou is destitute.
~These are the reasons which
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induce me to maintain the ge-
nuinencss of the common text. 1
sincerely wish the more compctent
readers of the Repository to con-
sider them and decide on their
merit.

Dr. Lloyd’s reply is in every
respect bencath my wnotice. He
imputes to me an instance of the
most unparalleled fraud, and in-
timates, 1a a Latin quotation,
though he affects to have the po-
liteness not to say so, that I am
not to be believed on oath. I have
no occasicn to disavow the intene
tion of misleading my reader.
My wordsare clear, unequivocal,
and strictly within the limits of
truth, and'the charge could have
originated only in the virulent
temper and disordcred imagination
of my accuser. The conscious-
ness-of my innocence has disarm-
ed my resentment ; and after the
first glow of indignation I have
no feelings but those of comn-
passion. 1 am glad indeed that
an opportunity was given me of
exposing the misrepresentations of
Griesbach, and of vindicating the
loved name of Gilbert Wakefield
but I am truly sorry that I have
been the unwilling means of in.
ducing Dr. Lloyd to place him-
self before the public in a light
SO Inconsistent * ¢ * * * x » '

J. JONES..

[* For this hiatus the Editor alone is rcsponsi'ble.]

POETRY.

]

MAN UNMADE BY BIGOTRY ; RENEWED BY DIVINR CHARITY.
¢¢ [ ct all the creatures of this earth,

Or hail thy

smile, or dread thy frown,”

Nature exclaimed, when Man had birth,
And on his: cradle placed-her crown, . - ‘
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‘“ This globe be subject to thy tread,
Yon stars to thy command 3
'1'bine, be the all-contriving head,
And all-performing hand.”

So Nature spoke with voice benign,
When, from her blackest cave,

Bigotry yell’d—¢ a share is mine,
From cradle to his grave.”’

The sun of reason then began
To sink, eclips’d in blood ;
And He alone can rescue man
- Who first pronounced him ¢¢ good.”’

¢¢ Let there be light.”” “Twas spoke, and light
Shot radiant from above ; .
O for that word, through mental night

To speak the light of love!
X.

LINES TO A SLEEPING INFANT.

Art thou a thing of mortal birth,
Whose happy home is on the carth? .
Does human blood with life imtue
Those wandering veins of heavenly blue,
''hat stray along thy forehead fair,
Lost 'mid a gleam of golden hair?
- O! can that light and airy breath
- Steal from a being doom’d to death ;
- Those features to the grave be sent,
Insleep thus mutely eloguent ?
- Or,. art thou, what thy form would seem,
The phantom of a b]cssed dream ?

Oh! that my spirit’s eye could see
Whence barst those gleams of ecstacy !
That light of dreaming soul appears

To play from thoughts above thy years.
Thou smil’st, asif thy ‘soul were soaring
To Heaven, and Heaven’s Gop adoring!
And who can tell what visions high

May bless an Infant’s sleeping eye!?

A1) hat brighter throne can brightness find
To reign on, than an Infant’s mmd,
~Ere sin destroy’d, or error dim,

The g\ory of the Seraph:m«' |
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Eligibtlity of Unitarians to the

Common Counctl of Dublin.

DuerLiN, Dec. 23.—The Common
Council was specially summoned for
yesterday, to take into consideration the
Petition of James Shaw, a freeman of
the corporation, against the election
of Samuel Stephens, one of the sitting
members for that Guild.

The Petition was read. After the
usual preamble, the Petition proceeded
as follows:—¢ That said Samuel
Stephens, in the year 1802, caused to
be printed and published in the city
an Address to the people called
Quakers, wherein he has, amongst
other things, asserted that our Saviour
Jesus Christ was not the power of
God unto salvation, and has wused
several other disrespectful terms in
allusion to our Saviour; and said
Samuel Stephens has distributed same
very extensively in this city, and
upon being several times charged
publicly in the Common Council as
the author of the said Address, he did
not disavow the same :—and your
Petitioner is prepared with evidence to
shew, that said Samuel Stephens is
really the author and publisher of
said Address—That your Petitioner
humbly trusts your Lordship and
Honours, who are deeply intercsted in
the support of the Christian religion,
upon which the maintenance of our
glorious constitution and the welfare
of society so materially depends, will
consider the said work of the said
Samuel Stephens to be blasphemous
and highly derogatory ta the power
and divine character of our blessed
Saviour, and that the person who was
capable of writing and publishing said
dangerous doctrine is totally unfit to
have a seat amongst your Lordship
and Honowrs,” &c. &c.

Mr. SemeLE thought that the mat-
ters contained in the Petition were
purely of an ecclesiastical nature, and
as such did not come under the
cognizance of laymen. He himself
had been educated in the doctrines of
Athanasius, and continued still.to pra-
fess and admire them; but he did not
the less think it right that others
should adopt different opinions, orx

that every one should have liberty to
profess that which he believed to be
the truth; nor was he ignorant that
many persons of very great distinction
in the country were tinged with the
doctrines at present in question. He
besought the Assembly to recollect in
what a situation they would place
themselves, should they accede to a
Petition founded on such grounds as

this : every liberal mind would be
shocked, and the enemies of the
corporation would seize the oppor-

tunity to expose it to the scorn and
contempt of the whole world. He
should therefore move that the Petition
be returned by the proper officer to
James Shaw, from whom it had been
presented.

Mr. GirFarRD begged to remind
gentlemen of what was really the
matter before them; it was not
whether men were to be allowed to
have peculiar opinions in religion,—
whether they were to enjoy the right
of thinking for themselves—but it was
‘- whether they were to dare to give
these thoughts utterance” ;—whether, in
short, a person who had been guilty of
open blasphemy should be permitted to
sit in that Assembly. ‘The question, in
his opinion, resolved itself into the
bare matter of fact, ‘¢ Did the member
whose election is objected ta, or did he
not, publish a book denying the
Divinity of our Saviour?” If any man,
in the vanity of his heart, should send
forth into the world a book affronting
the faith of Christendom, wresting
from us our dearest hopes and oute
raging all the: feelings of piety, all
the doctrines of revelation ; 1is that
man to remain unmnoticed? is ke
to hold the samre honoumrable rank
in society which is due to the followers
of pure religion ? Several gentlemen
seem to believe that the whole is
an affair of very trivial impor-
tance; I would beg of them to re-
flect on' the miseries which have
desolated Kurope, for the last twenty
yearsy, aud then to call to their mind,
that from a source like this—small as
it may appeas—the whole of that

‘geries of calamiities drew their origin :

they began by attacks on rcligion-=they
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ended “in-the overthrow of'spcial.order,
in - anarchy and blood.. Let the Pe-
-titionrbe investigated ; let the Assembly
be - satisfied whether ‘this book weas
published by its member. and wheiher
titese Yre- the rlactrines he professes § it
they: are,-he ought no longer to remain
dimong us : or let'him renonnce them—
But.ho man, with my: consent, shall
sit>dewn with me; who continues to
hold such opmmns. . S

¢ M E.. STEVENS theught 1t al-
together be?ond.:thn competency -of
the Assembly fo go ar all inte the
question. _But if any person should
thookd td*bring forwaid such a Petition
as:-the present, it was at all events

g‘gper that he himself should be .free .

stain ; was this the case? the
petitioner was present and could an-
sweit-but * had -not : he been sten to
‘behave :with the grossest indecorum ?
hag he . not appeared .even in.. that
Assembly. in a state of intoxication ?
(Order; Order.) ’
~ Mr. GIFFARD must remind the Hon.
Member, that this was not the. place
fo: recrimination: nor did the question
_ rd the moral character of any one .
~he should be very sorry if it did—for
he was sure there was pot one there
‘whose - character wauld bear pxobmg to
the. bottom. '
. Counscllor. CAMPBELL rose for Mr.
Stepliens.—Fle contended that the
'Asscmlﬂy had noright to entertain the
.questions arising on this petition : it
did not complain of a deficiency in any
_of the gualifications usually required.In
2. member, and for investigating which
there was.a proper legal authonty ; but
it went.into.an inquiry concerning the
fruth . or . falsehood. of a certain. mem-
bei's opinigns on. theology; and called
.him to.the bar of the corporation to
answer.for his.creed. If the Assembly
should. allow a discussion so entirely
secclesiastical, the Bench of Bishops
might, on the same ground, proceed to
discuss the qualifications of 2 Common
Councillor. (Hear.). Should the As-
sembly . entertain it, there was no
sayini to what extent they might go;

aving once assumed. a. power
‘beyond their proper Jurxsdncuon, the
next step might be to institute in-
quiries . into: the private characters. of
members, and to expel them because
their morals might happen. not te suit
the, taste. of certain of .theix fastidious
colleagues, He. was sue that the

‘wentlematr 4 Mr.r Giffard) Wlﬁi:»mas@
-rthuch imterest- ih this question.would
as little choose: to sit with a bad-fathér,
or ‘a bad husband, ¢hear,) as with one
whose rchgxous opinions:- he - dis.
approved—and, --therefore, ‘the ' néxt
step. ‘were the  present’ to succeed,
might be to expel theses  but, in
truth, the Assembly had nothmg to do
with exther.

Mr. GIFFARD was not surmxsed at
the eagerness of certain gentlemen to
get quit of this “matter : they tweie
afraid to meet .it; they knew the
weakness- of their cause. :It was sadid
the Assembly could: not entertain it;
but did not gentlemen recollect -that .a
member had been- once expelled bé-
cause addicted to the use .of wicked
and . profane words, and for no other
reason whatever ? ———(Some person, we
Lelicve, whispered that the member so éz-
pelied was an Atheist) —Mr, Giffard did
not understand the differcnce betweeh
Atheist and Deist and” Unberever, or
any other title: which the enemies bf
Christianity might as’aume—-—they wete
practically the same "tliing. He en-
treated gentlemen to zecollect in what
cxrcumstances thls bBook appeared not
in private—or’ obscurely—it was cir-
culated with’ triumph; and cxhlbxtcd at
feasts and entertamments. ‘Let ‘them
recollect, that ‘the book went forth to
tell the world that the Savxour ‘of” maﬁ«-
kind was an impostor.

- Mr. HuTtTON requested thc gen-
tleman not to quote falsely; the book
contained no such tbmg’ as that ‘the
Saviour of the world’ was an impostor*.
But it were much to be’ wlshed that
those who brought f'orward such

"> g

®* As oor readefs may be curious to
know.something of the Book in- ques-
tion, we subjoin that' passage "in it
which has at the same ‘tilme given the
most offence to certain md:vxduals, and
is the clearest exposition “of Mr.
Stephens's general opinions.—<¢ T be-
lieve it necessary for me to preface By
some observations what 1 may have
to communicate, in order to put to
silence a vain and delusive spirit. that
Bas gone forth into the world; saying.
that I, and some others, deny Jesus
Christ and his coming, and that we
rank him as an impostor—a thing
which is utterly false : for I know mnot
onc within the circle of my acquaint-
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acgusitions . againat -any- one, sheuld -a
themscivas .3  with. clean hapds,
a0d. a pure heast; that -they: sheuld
come déwn o ‘that house devoid of
malice; and influenceil only by the
wish to be jus. - Who could attempt. to
deny that- this. uwnfortunate petitioner
was but am instroment in the hands of
others, who had urged him onr
merely to gratify their private regent-
mens? Was it a matter of the
gmallest doubt that the Member who
bad taken so:active 3 part in the
discussion, was the father of the
Petition 2 (hear.) And had that Mem-
ber any reason to boast of the pecculiar
sanctity of his private life? Or had
the collsague, who with him had
cantmued to goad on this Petitiomer,

Z

Y

e

ce ‘that looks on hun in any such
ight: on the conmtrary, 1 belicve hins
m haye ‘been. the most perfect cha-
racter, that ever yet made his appear-
ance arneng—st the children of men.
But all ‘this is not sufficient to satis-
fy them, because I cannol swallow down
e abs}erd doctrine that he was God—a
dqctrmc that they themselves acknow-

¥edge they cannot comprehend or un-
~ derstand—a_ doctrine they are as it
were obliged to belicve, because their
church,. sect, or party, requires them

to do so; .and on what ground ¥ A
few va ue -.,crxpmrc expressions,
backed, the writings of men as

ignorant ap themselves. For we must

aqknowledge that the wor!d hds been

under. such ‘a cloud of gross darkness,
30 much 80, that the very people who
'clalm to he the most enlightened of
'all, took and laid wicked hands on
him,
they . could not bear the purity of his
,dactnnc, which went to sap the foun-
.dation. of their. superstitious building.
‘And so_ it has fared more or less with
all those before or since his day, that
Jha,ve endeavoured to tread the same
Ppath ; witness the Prophets, Apostles,
Aand othe s at. different ages. of the
World, who declared against the es-
tablished religion of the land, whether
jawnsh Heathemah, or what 1s-called
_(‘hnsuan ; be it which ic may, the
ruling party were always.ready to- rise
wp agaimst them, ,and. put them to .
_death, for daring te call ip question
“their mode of feur.h Rs prcscnbcd by -
law.> . .
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and put him to death, because

ground of superior: exuliation- in
m"f blamelessness of his chamacter?
Were such the persons: who were tor
pry into the words and dotions - of
others ¥
Mr. Gr¥rFaARD gavc the mostw
qualified: denial te the insinuations cofte,
cerning him : and -repeated that. the
book conrained a1l he had asserted of ig..
After some conversation, the ‘ori-.
ginal question was then put and car-
ried with only the dlu!mtmg ‘voice o£
Mr G’tﬁaxd.-—-&aundms-’s News Letkr

T/zanksgwng‘ay at P
the passing of the Trzmty Btll.

(¥n a- Letter from Mr. W"ght to &
Editor.) |

SIR. Rearing, Feb, 7. 1514

Fo show how sen,s;ble..our Northernr
Unitarian brethren” afé of ‘the value of
their religious rights and liberties, and
how gratcful they are to- God for
thcm, send you a short accoumt of

hanksgumg day, appointed by’ the
Umtanan Church at Paiste ", in‘con-
sequence of the passing of T Smﬂh‘i
Bill in favour of Antxfrmnartaﬂs. A

The second Sundag in’ Septemﬁﬁ
was fixed on for thé aBove purpow‘*"ﬁp
earlier day would have been chosen,
had it not been"thosghe projér to
wait till a copy of the Act ha&"r“ =hid:
Paistey in the Monthily Repository. ~
oFhe moning service, on “the: Hiy
appointed, commenced with the: r&d‘.

ing of the Act; this ‘wagfellowed'by »
suitable address from “énie 'of the Bi-
ders, in_ which he efumerited - the
motives for thankfulpass - swggésted by
the passing of the Bill which ga
occasion_ for the present metting. AT
ter the introduction to thé business of
the ‘day; the congregation “whitéd “in
singing a2nd prayer, then four of the
brethren, in succegsion, addressed the
assembly. - They contrasted- the “for-
mer state of the world with the pre-
sent, ccngratalated the meéting’  on
‘the important change, and deséri ved ie
as a proper ground of rejoicinig ard
‘thankfuluess, as affording a'prospectof
‘the gradual removal of loxiy establish-
-ed errors by the diffusion “of know-
“ledge and chattty.. ‘The sérvice con-
clided with priyer and piaise ; “havifig:
<ontinued about twd-hursahd a half -

In thé afternoot,” after the' usnal 'de-
potiotral eZertises, ‘ond of thé btietlren

-
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dchvcrcd a discourse from Aets ix, 31.
““Then had the churchés rest,” &&.
In the intrcduction he noticed the
circumstances under which Christianity
was introduced into the world, and
thence argued its divine origin. He
next considered the opposition it had to
en¢ounter, the persecutions which en-
sued. He ‘then glanced at the prin.
cipal persecutions suftered by different
sééts of Christians down to the present
times. He more parncularly stated
the. sufferings of Unitarians since the
pericd of the Reformation; he next
expOsed the pretexts for perﬁecutxon
and shewed their injustice. He ob-
served. that zeal for truth and the
hgnouy of God-has been made a . pretext
for peérseécution, that errors in faith
have been deemed more pernicious
than errors in praettc«:, hence it has
‘been -concluded that the former ought
to be utterly extirpated. ;
;agd, ‘“ the most pernicious of allerro:e
is the supposition that God will accept
a_ murderer, or any one who mdulges
dispositions d:rectly at variance . with
1h9§e fundameptal maxims of Chris-
tianity, whatever ye¢. weuld that men
should do unto you, dp ye even so unto
them.—1f thine engmy hunger feed
him, - if he thirst give him drink.”
He. ;psxsteci that as . neither God nor
Chijst  ever required belief without
furnjshing sufficient evidence to induce
it, fpr - .men to enfoue it by any thmg
Dbut rational cvidence is impious : and
dgscnhed the baneful.influence of in-
solerance,, and persecution on the man-
~_Rers, x;nox,als, intellectual impravement,
.and prpspsrxty of society in those
(countries, where. umformxty of opinion
Jhas. been enforced by penal laws and
persecution : hence he concluded, that
+facts prove the conmnexign whxch God
. himself hath Catabhshed between the
_rights and lnbsrucs of the subject, and
.the prosperity, of the state. He traced
- the increasing. hbnraluy of the present
;age . o the writings and principles of
..guch, men as. Newtqn, Locke, Lardner,
iPnﬁﬁtl(:y, .&c. and mentioned Mr.
$mith's_Bill having passegl triumph-
antly. through both ~houses of Par-
_liament. in 1813, thaugh a similar one,
‘QHPPQNEd by all thg claguence pf Mr.
Fox, . was, re;cg(c in, 179,;3‘
,_-p‘gggc q{ thc ulum&tc tnqtq qf mth
gnd: lnbcxahty gyc; superstition. an,
-golerance : v, and. concluded by f:xe&tmg
his hearers to thankfulncss to that

gi‘é”af "Beif:

i adswt
“theday.

to " ‘whoese “adofable” firo-
vidence we owe every iﬂcsdng, and
encoliraged ‘thiem to lobk forward to
the ‘time when "troth-shall ‘universally
preveil, whenw Jewevau shall be King
over all the earth, “Wwhen there shall be
one JFHoOV AW, and his ndrite One. The
meeting was well attended; some
brethren from Glasgow, and ‘Kilbur-
chan, and a nmumber of strangers were
present had it not been for the wetness
of the day it is probable there would
have been more. The whole assembly
seemed highly gratified w xsh the servxccs
of the day. ,

In the evening a socxal mectmg was
held in the mecting-house. The vene-
rable senior Elder was called to the
chair, 'and after giving thanks the
company partook of a moderate repast,
prepared for the occasion; at the
¢lose of which® 'the chairfnan. obscnzed
that < ‘the eatrly’ "Chrisfians a*xe’ szid'to
have ' eaten their meat ‘with gladness
and singleness ‘of Keart, ralk‘fxi God.”
He 'then gave cut the t'7gih”§ymn ‘of
the Exerer collection,” which' was stng
by thie coitipany. Severat’ of the breth.
ren’ addressed ‘the mectin cﬁggr‘a
tulating them ‘on - thiir < flerent’ dp-
pearance’ at ‘the “time, " to ‘what “they
made about ‘fen years- befora vvhen thcy
tirst began to huld meetings,

The * following' - lesohrt‘xons
moved and agreed ¢4 utiatiimously.

“ RESOLVED ; Thar the thanks " of
the Unitdrian ‘Chiurch ’at ~ Paislé ey ‘be
transmitted, through the ‘mediuth’’ of
the Mom’nly Reposxtory, to ‘Phe ‘Hon.
William Smith,” Esq. M. P. to"the
Commiittee of thé Unitdrian - “Fufd,
London, and to the Rev. Thoxhas
Belsham, for their a})le and sncccssful
exertions, in ebtaining 2 repeal of : all
the penal laws aﬂ’echﬁ% ‘Utlitarians ‘in

wtrc

the United Kingdom, and for their

uniform and strenuous exertions in the

‘cause of religious liberty in géneral,

“ Resouvep. 'Thit' ‘ancther such
day of thanksgiving shall. be obscrved
by ‘the chusch hete on the anniver-
sary of the Sunda next ,aﬁcr thc
passing of the [Trinity] Act,” S

The thanka of the meeting were then
voted to the worthy Elder for his
conduct in the' chair,” and “for his
steady and cxemplary exértions in the
cause ‘of truth'; and to all those w‘ho
ed i‘n conducung thc écrvnccs of

The ecvening was spent in much
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harmeny and friendship, and afforded a
. pleasing _pirtuse_of that brotherly love
.and Christian fellowship . whith the
puie gospel produces. The company
“secemed to- have but one heart and one
~-goul, and. that heart and soul filled
with gratitude to God and benevolence
to men, . | ,
I am, dear Sir,
your’s respectfully,
R. WRIGHT.

‘A List of the Committee of Deputies, ap-
" pointed to protect the Civil Rights of the
T'hree Denominations of Protestant Dis-
senters, for the year 1814.

. Willam Smith, Esq. M. P. Chairman,
~ Park-street Westminster, John Gurney,
Esq. Deputy Chairman, Serjeants Inn,
‘ goscph Gutteridge, Esq.Treasurer, Cam-
berwell,. James Collins, Esq. Deputy
Treasurer, . Spital-square, . Ebenezer
Maitland,  Esq. Clapham-common, Jo-
‘seph Stonard, Esq. Stamford hill, Sa-
- muel Favell, Esq. Grove-hill, Camber-
~well, B.. B. Beddome; Esq. Fenchurch-
street, William Freme, Esq. Catharine-
court, Tower-hill, George Hammond,
Esq. Whitechapel, William Hale, Esq.
- Homerton, Thomas Stiff, Esgq. New-
strect, Covent garden, William Burls,

" Esq. Lothbury, Jobn Towill Rutt, Esq.
Bromley, Middlesex, Henry Waymouth,
Esq. Wandsworth.common, Edward
Busk, Esq. Jobhn street, Bedford-row,
William Savill, Esq. Clapham-common,
Joseph Luck, Esq. Clapton, John Ad-

dington, Esq. Spital-square, James
Esdaile, E$q. Bunhillrow, William

Esdaile, Esq. Clapham, Thomas Wil-
son Esq. Tyndale-place, Islington, Jo-
seph Benwell, Esq. Battersea, William
‘Dudds Clark, Esq. High-street Bo-
rough, John Béntley, Esq. Highbury.

Unitarian Tract Society, New-
e castle upon Tyne.
- [W¢ have great pleasure in #nnounc-
ing the establishment of a new Unita-
~ rian Tract Seciety at Newcastle upon
Tyne : the ‘fol owing Address, is sub-
jeined to thi¢"Rules. Ev.]

The eminent Apostle Peter, in his
first Epistle, chap. iii. ver. 15, gives
this excellent advicé to the gonverts of
Lesser Asia, *« e ready always 1 give
an answer to every one that asketh you
a xreason of the hope that is in you,
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with meeckness and fear.,”” Ap exhort.-
tion suited to give encoursgement and
salutary instruction to Christians in all
ages ; particularly to those, who, like
the persons whom Peter addressed, are
¢ gcattered abroad” among the various
divisions of the Christian world ; and
in all have hitherto been subjected to
much ill-founded - censure, inr'some to
great personal inicenvenience, to for-
feiture of goods, imprisonment, exile,
and even death ; and in no part, at leact
of European Christendom, have, “till
the present year, enjoyed the benefit
of that common toleration, which had
been extended, in this country particu-
larly, toevery other sect. :

Thanks to the more enlarged and
liberal policy which now appears to
actuate the public mind, this boou,
which had been indignantly refused but
ninetecen years ago, has been lately
granted, not only without difficelry,
but without opposition.—We now can
claim, with the rest of our Dissenting
brethren, a legal existence ; and are
authorized to appear before the civil
magistrate, and our country at large.
under_ the professed denomination of
Unitarian Christians. ' IR

It may naturally be supposed that we
should avail ourselves of the privilege,
which we now can safely exercise;-of
modestly, but firmly, submitting our
views of Christianity to the world,

For this purpose the present associa-
tion has been formed ; a purpose, we
trust, not unbecoming our profession
as children of One Father, warshippers
of One God, and disciplés of One Liord
Jesus Christ. Our sole purposé is:the
distribution of such books and tratts,
as appear to us best calculated to pro-
mote Christian knowledge, and -the
practice of piety and virtue; as béing
founded upon the great fuhrdamental
principles ‘of the ¢ Unity, Supremacy
and Essential Goodness, of One ‘God,
the Father, and of the divine, but sub-
ordiniate, commission and authorityy of
the Lord Jesus Christ, who is the
constituted Instrument of the’ free
grace and mercy of the Father  to: his
andéscrving, guilty creatures.”” - Such
sociéties had already existed in ther-me- -
‘tropolis, and in several provineal dis-
tricts: * and some of our neiglibours
and friends had, from the first, been
‘members of them. It is now ceefried
“expedienit fo' stiempt & similar sodiety
in thesé nofthern paits.  And we-tfust,

4
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that_it may be dom without offepce 3.
at les 1Sty wuhout affordmg any just
ground of offence.

. For we Wi ish to cenduct -ourselvcs, at
aI’l times in the spirit of the apostle’s
advite already regrred to 3 or,
words of angther apostle, ¢‘ in meekness
€0 “instruct those who oppose them-
selves ;” since by this, if by any means,
*God may give them a change of mind,
to_the acknowledgement of the truth®
2 Tim.4i 25.

e:ze pa ssaocsanay serve as a directory
for the plan of our association, as well
regarding the principles on which it
should be conducted, as the motives
which shauld animate its members.

Fxrst we maust be ¢ ready to gwe a
reason for the hope thatis in us:” in
other words, to. defend .the evidences,
explain the doctrmes, and pciot out
the sanctions, -of the gospcl

T Plain .and short ‘treatises on the
existence and perfections of God, on
the. necessity and advantages of Reve-
lation, on the Evidences of the Jewish,
and especially of 2be Christizn, Rewe-
lation, should be provided for distribu-
tion by the sociegy. Many valuable
treatises. are -found in eour libraries on

thcsc 1mpostant subpcts ; but they are,

.-
"

in the

- Dbrtuary ~Rickard Reymolds, -Bag.. v+’

many- of them, "waorks of-.greal research
and.Jearning, which the-bulk of Chris-
,tians have neither the requisite previous
information, nor..time, to read with
-adwvantage, Qther.works. there  are of
‘a more popular nature; but most of
these are written in answer to the ob-
jections of particular writers,” whose
bold assertions and delasive witticisms
it is not worth while to save, by the
circulation .of replies, however solid,
from the oblivion t¢ which they are
hastening. . The labousrs of the rational
friends to the iinterests of religion in the
rising generation may here hage a. fzm‘
and almost open field.

II. The reasons of our hope bemg
thus provided for, we may proceed to

. the hope itself ; or, to the comzents. of

that scheme of revelation which. ~the
Lord Jesus Christ has been~commis-
sioned to publish. .in the gospek;. com=.
prehending, the doctrines - which he.

-taught concerning .God, concerningman

as the creature and child. of God, what-
God requires of man, and .what. man -
has to expect- from God. For all, this.~
is included in ¢ the hope that.is.:in-
him,” of which cvery onc lbIanl(cd -
¢ {0 give a reason.”’ . ‘

(To.de conduded zay Om' nm )
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demrd Reynolds, Esq.

On ¥he 10th.of Januar ys died, RicH~
ARD REYNOLDS, Esq. of Little Pax-
ton, in° fhe <ounty of Huntingdon, in
the 87th year of his age; a gentleman
revered by she neighbourhood for his
tryly Chnsnan cha:acter, and by the
readers of this work his mem ory will
be.cherished from the long and intimate
fngndshxp that subsisted between him
and Mr. Lindsey. MHis grandfather was.
bi sho of Lincoln,
.dngmtary in that cathedral, and from
the latter: he recgived a suflicient fortune
for a countsy gontlewpan, He was ad-
mitted carly at. St. Jobn's College,
Cambnd ¢ and  frpm  the peculiar
ao(acuuﬂc of:hxs fuhcr and ,granqmthcr
«thag he, mig}n be’ asspgizted with a

qtablc ymmz mén, he b¢ca}‘ne the
i, of ‘M I:.mdscy‘ -and’ % those
% X&'?IS was, Taid foundation - of‘
"mmﬁa I Lfnendshq) (;%1 gm:tmp"ﬂ

L]

and his fatber a

-—y \ - ‘ B - RN

uninterrupted dumg tﬁe’ir joint IWca, |
On quitting College - he” lived a short
time with his father,” and was takeén by
Lord Sandwich, our miimister ‘p‘lempq.
tentiary, as his private dccre’tar) to Aix
la Chapelle, and he probably is the las;
surviver of the d;plomatu: characters |
that “¢ntcred - the great room in that
city, to confer on the cc]ebratcd treaty
on ccrtain days of cercmcn{ His taste.
was not, however, for pu lxé hfc, and
as he had sufficient fortune to live
‘independent, he preferred the situation
of a country gentléman, in which he
jperformed the:duties of a magistrate of
‘the county, and was at all- times the
-advocate for its liberty and lndependo,
ence. His political principles were si-
‘milar ‘to these of Dr. Jebb and Mr.
"Wyvill, with whém he acted in concert
4n all theu‘ me<asueés for Parlxmcptary
)“an object of- great solicitude
o

to hlm m ?us ﬁrpi cdinncgloﬁ of the
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great @pﬂﬁxﬁc& éka House 'of Com:
mons, ‘tollieﬁap’pmess of’ the- country

and the" necessity af striving to make
5, a true repre:

its "as its name i
sentaeion of:the p‘eo[)lc. In religion he
agreed with M. Linddey, and in family
prayers he wused the lhturgy
Church of England with the corrections
made by the eelebrated Dr. Clarke,
Every wundertaking that had in view
the improvement of the country in real
knowledge he zealously patronised. His
door was constantly open to the poot
‘whiose wants "he relieved, and whose
complaints: he heard with the greatest
attention. Under a severe family af-
fliction, with which it pleased Provi-
demnice to try him, he conducted himself
in such a manner as to shew the strength
ofconjugal affection’ in the highest de-
gree, and - héacted’ towards the unhap-

Py source of his sorrows; whose mind,

omce of. the finest mould, was lost to
all : feeling, with unparalle!cd benevoe
lence and attention.” To ‘his domestics
he:was theekindest of masters, and at
his.death: thelr servicés- were libérally
remembered. -Tey Short; ds a newhbour,
a friend, a master, a’phagistrate, in pub.

lic or in private, he proved himself to
be ever, actuated by theiruly Christian
pnncnple of loving his mneighbour as
himseif;and; if bre thus endeavoured to
do his duty to his fellow creatures, he
was no less influenced by the_deepest
impressions of piety and gratitude to-

wards hLis Creator. The government
of Ged. ke ackpawledged - with the
deepest reverence,and thc ift of eternal
life through. Jesus Christ our Lord he
cmbraced with the truest humility, and
with ; heartfelt, sentiments of gratitude
to the giver as well as to him through
whom that blessmg is imparted. Full of
faith), hope and charity, he resigned
his b‘eat.n into the hands of his Maker,
not ‘doubting thar his passage from this
11f§ was the cntrancc into a happy
zmmo,rtahty - |

P Rev anczs Stone o
1813. Nav. 1. At his house in Gar

den Row, St. George’s Fields, .the Rew

quvcrs SToNE, formerly. recter of
Cold Norton, Lsscx, but; . ejeeted i from

his” hvmg on - account. of . ag:heretical -
‘The circumstaneeg -
kpowu to pur - reatkers ‘tQ «to t 'e[
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tiori, which 'he. consldéred as! WERand.'
Since his ‘ejectment from his. lividg, he”
bas subsisted in a retired and humble”
manner, chiefly upon the: fund, raised
on his behalf, at the time of his deptis
vation, by voluntary subscription. The"
trustees thought it not right at "Mr.”
Stone’s age to sink the sum total of *
the subscription in the purchase of an’
annuity ; keeping-it in thp ir owh hards,”
they allowed him one hubdred pounds’\

per annum, and have the satxsf'acnan'

of holding about £400 for thc benefit |
of h1s wxdow and chddren SR,
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Mrs. M. M. Bowrzﬂg i
1813. June 7. At Elizabeth C?iy, itt
the State of Virginia, North America,
MAryYy MATILDA, the wife of M,
Charles BowRiNg, late of Hacks
ney. Her: protracted fifness ‘induced ™
their voyage to America, ihe resalt
of which appeared at first answerable
to their wishes in the restoration 6f ~
her health ; she was, however, after=
wards: attackcd ‘a -mervous-fever, '
which, from the weakness of her -eon<
stitution proved fatal. Sickuness and™
coasequent retwement confined her' .
virtues chiefly to those of -a-passive”
and quiescent naturey’ but inthese sheé!'*
was exemplary; from which it may
be presumed, that had Providence fa.
voured her with a wider sphere of
activity, they would have been more
extensively conspicuous. Though great
had been her allotment of pain, at last
her departure: was,se easy.thas: i sweet
seremty remained on her countepance
at the timae of her being placed in . her
coffin ; cousolatory to the feelmgs of
thuse who most déeply lament her“
loss, but who look through the gloam )
of her past suﬂ'ermgs to the happ F-
and glorious state to wlﬂc’h sbe will
hereafter awake.  Her remiaing were ‘ﬁ

couveyed to the.grave by the px‘mc pal
persons of the town, and such’ 1?0 "‘L;
been lier amiable depostment . to’ e
_ inhabjtaiits of the place, thatastra : é‘fﬁ
to have seén them, would ha e- suP ({?
posed that eich indivi dal’ ha J
_dear fgiend. *Her faithful atté ni, "

~Wh08e constant assis \fl’:iés aud yﬁ’dse ry
‘so1'Tow ‘piore resembled thap of'n

g
der .elauyg, “than servint, *w& a v i .
the ,mqntnqrp N )"fhus ’was nm

oney Ie,"u‘
" at ‘4 ,ﬂ ‘at

dispeuse and enjoy mu(,h cumfort
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Mer loss must be propartionably felt ;
to her affectionategvand beloved part-
ner, it is indeed a deep and permanent
affiction.—Bnt, in closing .such a
grave weé must say, Blessed are the dead
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that die in the Lord, for, thoughim the
cotd and silent. tomb they must rest
from their labours of love and kind-

ness,—yet, thetr works do follow them.
) SQ A.

MONTHLY RETROSPECT OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS;

OR

-t The Christian’s Survey

of the Political World.

¢ When the enemy invaded our ter-
ritories, his crimes occasioned to wus
much misery ; but the wrath of God
has visited him. Do not let us imitate
his example: but let us forget the
sufferings we have endured from his
ciimes, and extend towards him the
hand of friendship and the olive of
peace. The religion, that we cherish
1a our hearts, commands us to forgive
our enenii¢cs; and to do good to them
that persecute us.” Thus spake the
Emperor Alexander to his Russians, on
entering France, and it is with the
grfeatest pleasure that we record his
words., Whatever may be the conduct
of ‘his army, here is a public testimony
from -a throme to those principles,
which it is the great object of this
Survey. to inculcate, namely, to press
upon the mind of eiery rveader, that he
has not a right to the title of Christian
unless he obeys the Saviour’s com-
mand, to forgive our enemies, and to
do good to all who calumniate or per-
secute us. - What a striking contrast
there is bgtween this language of the
Emperor, - and that of some of our
newspapers, which are endeavouring
as much as possible to prevent the
returm  of peaceful .sentiments in the
minds .of Englichmen, by aggravating
the crimes of the French, and endca-
vouting to persuade us, that, sinful
heings -as we are, mo vengeance is too
great to be taken on those of our fellow-
Lreatures, whose superior shades  of
guilt they can so pointedly discriminate!
JFar be it from us to entertain . such
sentiments ; and we would call on every
.one in the contending nations o pros-
traté himself before.the throne of grace,
with deep. humility and contritipn. fot
his own sins and those of his . pation;
and te confess, that great as';havc--gecn
the calamities of Kurope, they have
been Lrought upon' us by the want.of
subjection, in every natign, to the plans
and easy dictates of the Christian
religion.

Since the issuing of this proclama-
tion, the confederates have advanced
into the heart of France, and at this
momerit of wiriting, the advanced guards
are reported to be within twenty miles
of Paris, and this unhappy,.capital .is
expected to share the fate .of Moscow.
Here let us pause for one. moment,. and
let those who have seen a. fire in-a
town, when all have been.anxious to
extinguish the flames, conceife what
must be the misery and anguish - of
thousands .of families, when .whole
strects are on fire, and parties. are
running about not ta estinguish, but to
increase the horrors of sq dreéadful a
day. Is there a mind, so callous to bu-
manity as to rejoice.in the distresses of
his fellow creatures, and ta exunlt in the
destruction of one of the first cities in
Europe? Be it so. ‘There are such
beings in the world: . hut do.not let
them disgrace the pame of Chnstians,
by pretending to profess a religion,
which, a Russian emperor proclaims it,
teaches us to forgive our enemies; and to
do good to all who calumniate and Per-
secute us. e e .

The advance of the confederates wis
made with scarcely any resistance, till
they came within a hundred miles of
Paris; when Buonaparte left :his capi-
tal, trusting his faithful citizens wath
the guard ot the place and the protection
of his wife and child, and not. withont
an intimation that their fidelity and
courage might be put to a severe test,
as the enemy might be expected to ap-
pear before their walls, The two great
armics of the confederates had advanced
by different routes into €hampagne, the
one. cansisting. chiefly of Prussians un-

‘der Blucher, who had passed the Rhine

between Cologne and Mentz; the
other under prince Schw ar-.tzenbcrﬁ, who

pade their. entry from the, borders of

Switzerland and the southern part of
Alsade. The latter, army was accom-
panied by cthe two confederate empe-
rors. Buonaparte went out against this
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formidaBlé %rray with “an ‘evident inten-
tion to Hght'the former, Béfore a junc-
tion was mdde with the Jatter. o
Several engagements took place he-
fore the decisive battle, which was
fought at Brienpe, when after a very
scvere contest Buonaparte was com-
pelled to retreat, which he did to
Troyes, and then to Nogent, for at the
battle of Brienne not only Blucher, but
part of Schwartzenberg’s army ~ was
engaged. The confederates then seem
to have taken the determination of
marching ‘to Paris, the one on the right
the other on the left bank of the Seine.
And now Buonaparte, mustering all
his' force, ‘made another attack on Blu-
¢her’s army near Chatéau Thierry, de-
feating- thém, according to' his own ac-
count, with'immenseé slaughter, and loss
of ‘men, ‘baggage and artillery, driving
‘thém before him towards Soissons, and
cofftpélling them to retreat to Rheims.
This we' have from the French papers,
“which “howevér give no account of
SehWwartzenberg™s “army, ‘which in the
Ffearr time might have ‘been expected
to march’ directly’ to' Paris,” and this
esxpectation ‘gdave rise to numerous re-
potts of “Paris being taken; and Buora-
‘parte’ “Being ' destroyed, and . various
fraids'being prattised by the jobbers in
‘the’funds’ on the credulity ‘of the pub-
a}fc.ﬁ e o :
" In"'the mlean time negociations were
<earrying ‘on hétween the cdnfederate
powers and ' the Frerich emperor, their
ministers meeting ‘for ‘this purpose at
“Chiitillon upon the ‘Séine. At first an
‘eXpectation was raised, that they might
produce some effect, and particularly as
‘fhie messéngers from the English minis—
‘ter - were pérmitted to come direcily tb
"England  through Paris. Bat these
hopes were kept” up for only a short
‘tife, "and various ‘surinises were start-
‘€d-“on ''thtir -'supposed -failure. The
tériis ' were " at one time stated to be
‘suth'as’ Buonaparte could not assent to,
<nd England was‘decused, but probably
without reason, of throwing every ob-
stacle in the way of negociating with
‘the' French empéror. At another ‘1ime
it wa$ said, that nothing could satisfy
the confederates but the re-establish-
ment of the Bourbons, and that this
would Be cffected o the general sagjs-
faction of the French, 4s soon as the
power of Buonaparte was destroyed, and
the advocates for that family'coul’d%rﬁi;\w

‘themselves with amy prospect of suc-
B e A e R

‘to the aid of the empe
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céssi In this respect- it wasconstistly
maintained, that:the confederates'would
rot mterfere with the internal ‘govern:
ment of the country, nor forcea so¥bs
reign: upon it against the consent of the
nation. Most probably the negociatiotis
were carried on, and are still carrying
on, as such things generally are, the
terms rising or falling with the pros-
pects of each party. - =
The conflict, however, does mnot
appear sO near its termination as 'at
first was expected. When we wrote
our last report theé proliabilities were
strong that the confederates would
dictate the terms of peace at Paris,
and the check given to them by Buo-
naparte does mnot by any - means
remove that expectation. ‘The losses
expertenced by Blucher - will-be easily
made up by the troops wunder ' the
Crown Prince of '‘Sweden, who was
advanced as far as Cologne in his way
to Paris ; and the Netherlands having
renounced their incorporation with
France, the way is made easy for
another immense force to 'march
through that country towards  the
capital. Thus Buonapaite has army
after army to repulse, and his supplies
are every day growing weaker : but at
the same time, when we reflect ow the
enérgies of the French people, it
cannot be imagined, that, if they
persevere in their allegiantce to their
emperor, the conquest of France Will
be effected without torrents of blood,
and many dubious batt]es:. e
" The English army ‘in the South &f

‘France has'been kept in check by® tﬁe
forces under the command of Soult,
which, however, have undergoue“a
very material change: for his vetérans
have been transported byrapid marches

b

, and ‘their

places have been suppli

‘levies mmade in the South of -Fraice.

As the confederate- army - took - the
direction of Paris from ‘Switzerland,
Lyons and the South of “France have
hitherto escdped. But the main poiut
is now: Paris, and to that city the
eyes of all Europé are turned. Mt is 1éft
under the guardianship of the Empress
Regent, and every precaution is tazken
to preserve it- from a suddeu attack.

‘On_the ieal state of its inhabitauts

little ¢3m be known with certainty.

‘The bank, as ‘might naturally” be ex-

vected Tn’ such’  éfrcimstancés,  has

‘stopped paymient; but-oply to'z cer-
o Lol el L Sowl et R~ Lo
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tain: degeee, . ang-insheir groat distress;
@y Aave xﬂﬂﬁ had ‘m()}ll‘se ‘to »:80»
strong -a measure, as was taken by the
government  of this coustry with re-.
spect to its baunk, wnder an alarm of
much less teyrific nature. They eon-
tinue their cash. payments to a certain
amount ‘each day, but probably the
time wiil soon come, when these must
be altogcther suspeaded. Their funds
of course experienced a depression.
“On the whole, however, it may excite
great admiration, that there has net
been a defectaon of a much higber
nature from their sovereign, and this
may yet end in the destruction of one
of the chief capitals of Europe.
.+ Eggdingnd is said to beon his pro-
-gress towards hijs capital, but the
rtez, not having sanctioned his
freat‘y with the French, may enforce
such terms, - that the reins of govern-
oept can, hardl be held by, him with
a very steady baud The French are
not. dl‘wen out of Catalonia, but their
stay cannot be much longer in that
country. The limited monarchy of
Spain will .present in no short time
a pew featurein the affairs of Europe.
" The North is also likely to call
forth'atteation. Denmark, uuable to
resdit; wasuander the necessity at last
of acceding to the terms of the
_- ﬁ:gnfederacy .and the cession of Nor-
way to Sweden has been made abso-
lute by the sovereign who held the
- forsiver couatry. But if a sovereign
‘mray give ap -his own rights, can he
also commt;pd the inhabitants of the
¢eded conptry to accept the new
sovereign ? Have not the inhabitants
any concern in the exchange? The
Genoese gave up Corsica to the
JFrench, and’the title was good as. far
as Genoa and Frapce were concerned:
but the Corsicans refused compliance
with a treaty, to which their congent
had never been asked, and no where
‘'was the bravery of theu resistance so
much applauded ac in this country.
Norway, it is said, will not ratify the

transfer, und; given up by ats former -

G o
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- 1n the scale of glorv,

. with that count
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will be able to support their determi-
nation, time must shew: but if the
Crowa Priuce should meet with ili
success in h'e presemnt cuterprise, the
subjection of Norway may be atteuded
with great difficulty. It was formerly
a powerful countny, ~and its sailors
kept the coasts of Europe in awe.
Wkhen the spirit of a people is roused,
the conquest of them is not an easy
matter, and the mdcpendehce of Nor-
way may do .no injury to the balance
of Europe.

America bears evident maiks of rising
It will be pre.
pared to present o ys. similar scepes
with those of . civilized Europe. The
President of the Tnited States hag
opened the Gong;ess with the usual
message, in ‘their successes
are of course Jagre. dwelt apon- than
their reverses ; the bia; “'the’ war
is laid upon ys, and a’ sue of peace,
cousistent ' with Nonouryis ‘expressed.
To accelerate this ebject, 3t appears

that mmustexq will . ?e gmgloyéd on
both sides at xp"; ngen, England
having refused the oYy posa]s uf Afe-

rica to negociate tmder the mediation
of Russia. Here-thedifficult question
will be agitated,: what -ave.the. rights
of a sovereign over a person bora in
his domivions, but,who is vut: of
them and become subject: to anothe
power. Our. law condemns to death
every subject taken yith arms in_ his
hands agamst his country, yet wonld
the execution of this iaw be clmé‘idered
as worthy of the age -we live iny if a
man so taken had passed aaly g few
years of infancy, or, Q;}llg}}}oog! he;e,
and had lived for sixty yearsin another
country, where by m: ,“1age*s and” in-
t¢rmarriages he hitd beed: previoasly
to his. birth m;wh,,mom copuecied
then, with Englang ?

The settling of thig quesuon will pre.

"vent the, unnec%ssa‘ry hatsh trcattme'ﬁt

of prisoners, s &
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;Page 38, col 2, hne 12 and 13, for rgfram re:rd restrair.
P. 40, col. 1, line 10, for use read ws:::

P. 40, eol. 1, line 31, for GEOU, of GM ?ead 20{3&00, of tke LW‘&& wion

P 41y, col. 2 hne 2 le‘ %vau, lead 6?60.

'P 414 <al.
41 col.

Lelieve.

z ine 35 for eEov,, read m) bgf o
Tine 15, for' copies, ‘vedd copiers. ¢
’P 42, col, 2, lime B, for cannbty1 believe, read

N T

cannot I believe, o1’ I cunnot





