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TlE followmg letter was late
found amongst the Baxter NE
in Dr. Williams’s lerary. Itis W

out -an eddress, but it is evident’ that

it was sent to Baxter. There is no
date, and only the initigls G. C. Tlhese
appear to stand for’ G" lbert Clevke,
with whose histo¥y, o] ixmous and style,
the letter perfectly agrées. The read-
ers of the Monthly Repository will be
pleased with this hitherto unpublished
roducnon of one of the early Engl}sh
%mtanans which will, perhaps, |
rendered still more interesti bysué
a brief account of the supposed author
as the transcriber has been ‘able to
compile.* Should any reader be able
to give ﬁlrthermfarmatiﬁn concérning
this learned anthat, ihe corhmunica-
tion of it to this werk will be esteemed
a favour, and will facjlitate the inqui-
ries of the present write whois muk-
ing collections to: a
English Unitariagnism the final use to
be made of which will depend upon
the ultimate success of his researches.
GiLBERT CLEREBR was the son of

John Clerke, school-master, of Up-

pingham, in the coun tz' of Rutland.
He was admm:ed into Sidn Eollege, )
Cambridge, in the year 1, bemg

then scarcely fifteen years

1648, he took the geyee oi?%ﬂ A,
and was made FeHow of the house.
At the age of twenty-five, he received
(1651) esbyxenan orders, and . his
allowance in ‘the.co was there-
upon augmented; as the statutes. re-

quire for those that. are ordained

proctor of roversy, conmnws

priests. He was created
the Umvemlty the ne:ft year. He
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» Thde
Baxter’s bife

j ., Nelsa
(8vo. 2nd edmon, 1714,) p

-inrexiptence.

leﬁ his ﬁﬂowshx
mencément, 1655,
of cﬂﬁscr ’ g¢ to. tak

‘hxs vmg up. his Feilowstu ha catfle
into £ ossession of ‘#n esta e of’ £4 .
num, which s 1obked upon

y lns friends as a grog;dentfal blés-
sing, he- be‘iﬁg thus saved from want.
He died some txme between the years
1695 and 1698.3

‘Nelson gives this candid chaxagter

of Clerke: Hls learning lay. chief
e Was i

in the tgathemat;cs, 1;‘\:%
esteemed a Very gobd Greeian, and a.
greéat sc ipturigt, He g.h;gii consulgted
f the medern critics, when he read the
Bibile, ot omiiting fhc Polonians, o

else d .¢to his own.invention an
sagacity in that part of divinity, with-
out gza- vibm with the a-nclents,
@ overy lpw esteem,
He t he con tm\cex:s between
o que npt wWor-
tl_xy ﬁhe SRFOrS of

hé ;ets aeemed him so grglss
palpable, as not ‘to need it.
betook hxmself cherefore, to read the

in his Life of Bishop Buil,
..512,. from
m,culaas are derived.
Oscasiqns of tlie Con-
Unity of God,
Church of En-

whom -the abiove
+ Groupds and

e of the

&c. Bya

gland 4tq- _} 8, p. 17. 'This is the 44:

m% alume of the old Uy
ume exwm?iﬂgl‘y fb p

auﬁmf i very lmely hardly know _ "b}é

1. The writer ascertains . this fact fmm
a comp qq of dases.  Clerke’s -last
kmwsn po ﬁm, tp be _xgs&ﬂm apeci-
| > . é ‘ ..
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Socmuur rs, - whehee he~becamé,
in the mhm, a bécmmn, ‘yet he did
not symbolize with them in their er-
rors, touching the Divine attributes ;-
upon which account he would some-
timne say, he was no Socinian.

also, to whom he was personally
known, have excepted the point ' of
the. Sateqfactwn, for he seemed, indeed,

to have had some particular nonons of
his own about this matter. He was a
man of an open and frank disposition,
bBut withal too bold, and easily to be
heated ; otherwise, the conduct of his
ife Was sober and regular, not ble-
Mjed with any rem arkab]e immora-
¥ but rather abounding with good
rks, which he earnestl pressed

He was very busy and zealous in de-
#nding those new principles which he
had taken up, and which the gross
absurdities of the Antinomian system,
then much in vogue, had probably
contributed more than a little to fling
him into.”*

The “¢ Divine of the Church of En-
‘gland’’ says, that he was ‘ well kmown
and esteemed by Dr. Cumberland, the
Reverend B13h0£ of Peterborough
who used to speak of him by the name
of Honest Gilbert”+

Of his works, the following
are known : De Plenitudine Mundi.
Lond. 1660. 8vo.—De Restitutione
Corporum. Lond. 1662. 8vo .—The
Spot Dial. Lond. 1687. 4to.}

Distinet from these, proba.bl . xs
another work referred to by Ne {
as follows: ““He was for certain an
excellent mathematician, his book
upon ‘Mr. Oughtred’s Clavis bemg
much valued by the ablest Judges in
that part of learning.”

Two Latin tracts are all the theo-
logical works of Clerke that the pre-
sent writer has discovered : they were
published, with a third, by an anony-
mous hand, under the ﬁ:ﬂe, ‘““Trac-
tatus Tres: Quorum qui prior Ante-
Nicenismus dicitur ;43 _exhibet ‘testi-
monia Patrum Ante-Nxcenorum in
quibus elucet sensus Ecclesizz Pri-
mevo-Catholicee quoad Articulum ‘de
Trinitate. In secundo brevis Reep onsio
ordmatur ad D G. Bulli, De nsx_q-

titles

—p

* Nelson, ut sup. pp. 511, 512

4+ Grounds, &c. p. 17.

T These are takeh from- Wa»u 3 Biblio-
-thega.

§- NBIQOD; p. o2, : RS "

Some,

‘shiré Divine & D=~

An Origindal Letter of Remonstrance to Richard Baxter, on his

nem Synodi Nicenw, authone Gilberto
Clerkey Angle. ' Ar “Pos-
tremi: vera et antiqua Fides de Di-
vinitafe Christi explicata et asserta,
contra D. Bulli Judicium Ecclesize Ca-
tholicee, &ec. Anonymuam, Anno
Domml 1695,

“An answer to ‘Clerke “was found
amongst: Dt. QGrabe’s papers; “in the
lrand-writing of Bishop Bull, and was

ublished in the 3rd volume of:- Bull’s
I.‘?’rermons and Discourses, (8vo. 1714,)
entitled, Breves Animadversiones, &c.,
or, as the title of the translatlon,whlch

receffes the -Latin work in the vo-
Fume, runs, * The Consubstantiality
and the Coeternity of the Son of God
with the Father, asserted ; or some
few Animadversions on a Treatise of
Mr. Gilbert Clerke, entitled Ante-Vi-
cenismus, -80 far as the said- Author
pretends to Answer Dr. George Bull’s
Defence of the Nicene Faith,” &ec.

Clerke published his name to his
tracts, says Nelson,* ‘‘ as not bem
ashamed or afraid to ownwhat he h
written, because he took it to be

the very cause of God and of his Unity

against all sorts of Polytheists.” The
biographer adds,t that the ¢ three
tracts came out together, that so the
Unitarians might thereby take an occa-
sion to boast of a complete answer in
Latin” to all that Bishop Bull had
written in the Trinitarian controversy.

’ LETTER, &c. .
Sr, " .
You may pessxbly remember y*
such a man as I, was about five yeares
since with you in your chamber, to
expostulate with you . about . a
sage in your Cure of Cburch Divi-
sians, in which. you joyned Socinians
and Mahumetans together; now I
send . this letter much upon y° same
errand. Some are of opinion y* you
have utterly overthrowne D*. Stilling-
fleet .in . your Second Defence, & I
amp one of y™. My meditations upon
occasional discourse with a Stafford-
Templar’s ser-
mon. (no¢ long after: L was with u)
about eplscopacy aré. wery suitable
% ours ; wherein as. ¥ graunt not only
ishops, bu'r Presh & Deacons

-t’do, in- gneae cburch 3 need be so 1
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rove: y!.y° . Diecesses: of 'y¢ primitive

isheps. ware not in Apostolical times
& -but in.few places long after;;n.ox"
ought they to be now any greater than
y' y° people might have recourse to

their Bishops and these to their peo-
ple. I have asked some of abhout 60

yeares of age, & they have.confessed
that they never saw a Bishop in their
lives, and yet I live not above halfe
y® length of y° diocesse fro” Peter-.
bo’roy. I denie not Arch-B», .&
primates as magistrates or y° King’s
visitours, needing no other ordination
than his majesties cominission, nor
president Br*. by consent of y* church-
es, for order’s sake as there may be
occasion : 80 likewise upon those
words, Dic ecclesie, &c., 1 prove y*
a Catholique governing Church is a
Popish chimeera, impossible & con-
tradictious, nor is there any such thing
as national governing church, & to
say, y' people may not worship God,
till whole nations are agreed in uni-
formity of doctrine, discipline, formes
and rites, or no otherwise, is one .of
y° most injurious & factious princi-
ples in y° world. It hath been y*
sacrileg‘iou;practice of men to usurpe,
y* words Z
to. load their adversaries with these
great names. , L .
But to come to the errand of this
paper, I see y' both you & Dr.
Still:* make no scruple to reckon
Socinians (as they are commonly call-
ed, who owne not Socinus for a mas-
ter, but a fcllow-servant,) with Turks,
Atheists- & Papists. You sheuld doe
well to consider of this point a little
better than I doubt you have, before
you censure so much : upon impartial
scarch you may find them to be (as I
believe they are) y© best sort of Xtians-
& y° best reformed, although -Soci-
nus had his errours, especially about
God’s prescience of future Contin-
gents ; & did not Luther erre fouly:
in the point of Consubstantiation ?
By such words you make people afraid
to search into _the sruth, & bring y*
professours of it under persecution;
& you two are the more inexcusable,
because y* in one of y* aheife points
which bhave given offence, you both
differ ‘very little from themm. ] am
very well assured, y* thejr writings

!
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ishop & -Church, & then.

were mainly intended against Antinor -

mian_imputation .or -satisfaction, &
little pgamnst ‘such as eyther :of youn.

mantaine. I.well remembexr y* in
some of your bookes you say-y* many
men are Antinomians, who would lit-
tle be thought so. D" Stilliygf: in.a
booke of the sufferings of Xt maketh
a. great -bluster against them, -after
himselfe had yielded up y° maine fort
contended for, himself Xenieing. as to.
a rigorous legal satisfaction, both y©
idem and tantundem. But ST, you
may remnember . what.a hideous name
an Arminian ‘was lately, & now they.
are y° prime -sonnes of y¢ Church.of.
England, & very few are now offended.
for difference in those opinions : why,
might not a little more time, bring
y* Socinians (who beleive in Geoga
through, Xt ds offering a sacrifice -of
suffering obhedience for y° sinnes of y*
world & as an exalted Saviour,) into
some tolerable favour, if such as you
did not so stigmatize y™? Some are
so uncharjtable or so ignorant as ‘to
say. y* .Socinians are scarce Xtians,.
although they beleive Jesus to be y*©
Christ, and therefore in St.  John’s.
judgement .are borne -.of God: they
place y¢ divinity of Xt in his unction,
not much gpposeing humane additions
but as: they obscure. this or seeme to
be incousistent with it, and therefore
in Justin Martyr’s opinion may be
reckoned. amongst orthodox Cglris-;
tians. , 1 have gone under y* name I
confesse, but upon fuller acquaintance,
I have not found much dislike.from,
ye¢ better sort, nor would any of our
ministers scruple to gett me to preach
for y™, & therefore sure had somewhat
a better opinion of me than a Mahu-
metan or an Atheist. As for their
opinion about ye. Trinity, w hath
given y¢ most offence, as I remember.
our selfe in- your former answer to
>r. Suill: doth dislikg y¢ dampatory.
part of y¢ Creed of Athanasias, po,
doth Mr. Alsop in.his answer, so.doth.
Dr. Taylour in his Libertie .of . Proph:.
And some.divines of ye Church .of
England dae refuse ta reade.it.. Can.
any thing be more certaine and evident
than_this, viz. y' y° Ffather is.before
E’ Sopne. and ye¢ Sonne before y¢

oly Spirit, who speaketh .nat of
himselfe but, what he heareth?” What~
ever quirks or scholastick njcefigs
may be invented, such was y* opinjon
of y¢ Antients, us a.man so well versced

-
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in Antiquitie as you are cannot but
kmow,. T meane ~before the Nieene
couiicell ; ‘& “after y*, your-selfe deth

not approve y¢ episcopal discipline of’

ye charches, and I for my part place
y¢ epocha of y¢ 1260 apocalyptique
'veares there, reckoning by semitimes
to Lather, by y°¢ 42moenethsto Cal-
vin; and by 1260 ddys, i. e. yeaves, to
Socinus, viz. an. 1586. 1 will not
challendge you to dispute, else I could
willingly have sent you a little write-

ing wherein by many arguments both
negatively and positively I doe prove

that when ye Holy Spirit is taken
personally (’I' say when personally,) it
18 mot takén for a person numerically
consubstantial and absolutely equal to
ye¢ Ffatlier: and
stoichially
unholy spirit is taken.

to the sense in which the

Selfe hath proposd on those words,
exycept 'y

ordinary angels?’ You know they
have all grounded ye third hypostasis
upon procession, and yet there is but
one scripture which mentions it, and
Beza expounds'y* of y¢ témporal mis-
sion of y°® Holy Spint. Now sublato

Sundamento, tollitur relatio; for my

part I doe not question, but y* I can
prove, y* y* Angel who would-not suf-
fer John to Worshif) him was y¢ Holy
Spirit. But 1 will dispute‘no farther
of this now. Many men have said
with Curcelleeus, in prefat: to Epis-

copius, y* Athanasius himselfe did not

hold a numericall consubstantialitie,
but so it is urged now upon us from
Ye schoolemen. You cannot but have
observed in your readeing of ye ffa-
thers, who were bred up in schooles
of false philosophie & rhetorique, &
inclined to apostacy, ‘whit slight
proofes would serve their turnes, for
what they had a mind-to, and upon
what texts they at first chiefly ground-
ed their opinion : as that, thou art my
Sonne, - this day have I begotten thee,
quotéd in the New Test:' three timies
manifestly ‘of y¢ resurrection and ex-
altation of Christ, as ahy one may
¢asily percieve that will examine the
places, Actd xiii.; Heb i. & v., and
not of an essentiall generation before
the world beganne. So here also,
sublato fundamento, tollitur relatio -
- but they ‘had ‘'@ mind to make "Christ
better than -he was and wrend ye inys:

y¢ “Sonne, but anti-

\ It- may be:
somewhat to my purpose what your-

‘ ou be converted,—whither
theré be not a sort of spirits above ye:

An Origiinal Letter of Remonstrance-to Rickard Baxter, on his

terie of godlinesse, ad. Tyndall .s*.
Ever Antg:;t' will be mst. Xtian,
O say y"*PapistsL?reu* make nething
of ye Sacrament of y¢ Aultar, nothi
of holy Church, nothing of ye blease
Virgin, nothing.of Christ:-viz. to be
God’s Christ i3 nothing. Woald we
could be-contented with God’s-erdi- -
nances ‘a8 ‘he appointed y™, and with
God’s Christ as an exalted -Saviour,
according to the whole current of ye
Seripture, w*, whatsoever one or two
texts (it may be not well translated
or not from y¢ best copies) may seeme
to require, y¢ whole current of ve Bi-
ble (upon which y¢ people who are
no schollars must ground their fayth)
doth distinguish ye Ffather from the
Sonne, as- God from X', and God
from ye Lord (grace be to you from
God- ye Ffuther and our Lord Jesus
Xt,) according to Peter’s Sermons in
ye Acts, by which he laid y© ministe-
rial foundation-of y¢ ‘Christian Church,.
both as to Jews and Gentiles ; & of
whom therefore X said, Thowuw art
Peter, &c. Neither Peter nor .Paul
talke of nunc- eternitatis, quite con-
trary to ye text, Aodie (this day) ego
te genui : 1. €. ego te regem constitui,
sayth Grotius upm}-xt psalme, 80 ma-
nifestly: typical and prephetical of
Christ’s exaltation to his spiritual

kingdoem as head of ye new creation,

all angels, authorities and powers be-
ing made subjeet unto him, 1 Pet. iii..
ult. - Peter said nothing of  verbum
mentis. You know how the antients
expounded cormeum eructavit verbum
bonum, proceeding from y' we now
call Arrianisme- to Homooussianisme,
and from thence to numerical con-
substantialitie: ner St John neither,
in y* scholastical sense, who calleth
Xt. y¢ word or speech, because he re-
vealed ye will of y¢ Ffather, and God
spake to us by his Sonne, as men doe
to one another by their words. What
be%inneing is so suteable to an Evan-
gelist as ye beginneing of y¢ Gospel,
and so he expounds gselfe in his
épistles. I thére be a hew creation
(or constitution of things under Xt. as
y¢ head,) as all doe now -éonfesse,
why should not an Evangelist speake
of yt? 1 doe notremember y!* y¢ So-
cinians doe nee ytfiollowing argiiment,
wfhe to- me -is 4 demenstration, viz.
frem - y¢ anadiplosis, when a sentence
beginnes with-ya* word w*" ended y¢

forarer. It is manifest y* y¢ Evangc-
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Hst doth affedt an anadiplfsis ; if so,
those - copies #irust needs-be best web,
-~ as Eraspus” ebserves; reade thus, viz.
that weh was made: in khim was life ;
and so Tertullian reades-universally :*
but light &-life are to be understood
all over yt Gospel evangelically. Be-
sides: y¢ world -yt -was made or was
making' by himy v. 10, if it had net
been long. of themselves, was such as
wefe - capable of -comprehending - ye
light, v. 5, .of 'rece'ivin% him, v. 12,
and knowing him, v. 11; ergo, y¢
Evangelist is not telling over againe
ye glory of Meses his first creation,
though he allude to y3t weh was a
type of this. ‘As to y¢ word flesh, v.
14, was made flesk or was flesh, so
Joach. Camerar®. i. e. a mortal man,
subject to humane infirmities and sufs
fering in ye flesh : that word is so
used by ye same evangelist, 1 Joh: iv.
2, Every spirit who confesseth Jesus
Christ whko came in flesh (so ye words
should -be translated, meaning suffer-
ings, weh ye Gnostiques -refused to un-
dergoe) : it is well knowne yt epithets
conteine some reasen appertaineing to
ye¢ sahject unto weh they are. joyned,
and ye scope of ye place ;- but see Gal..
iv. 13, 14, "and -many other places,
especially 1 Tim. ii. ult. great is the
mysterie of Godlinesse which was
manifested in or by flesh, (see-ye Sy-
riack and vaulgar Latin, Grotius, &e.)
viz. by Xt and his -apostles, in much
mfirmitie of ‘ye flesh, as appeares by
y¢ oppesition, viz. justified in spirit,
viz. by infinite miracles ; wh mysterie
of Godlinesse, though it was glori-
ously received, yet ye¢ spirit spake ex-
pressely + yt it should be supplanted
By a mysterie of iniquitie, be as®

* See ye Oxford Gr. Testain.

+ Sir, may I be 'so ffrée with ‘you as
without censuare of ffanaticism to tell you
yt mostly since I saw you, with God’s
helpe, I have found out and given (as I
am - persuaded) very good proofe of very
many -types -of this- grand apostacy. I
say in general that.all the histary of ye
Old 'Yest: is -allegorical of ye great Pro-
vidences of God ‘concerning the church,
Symbolically as ‘to things past, and so on
typically to things fatdre. ‘THus I say
yt Samson ‘with ‘LHiy" tliree womén were
tvpes of ‘the apostolital, “the Twipertal and
the aposcaticall stutes of ye:-church of ye
New Tesy:. ' Gideon  was # type of the

- dApotitles, 4udl Abimelech of -ye bishop of

- Romre: -s0''\whe -Sameon’™® - companiony

basely deserted. -And 1 thisike we.are
now mpon a prime instance of -aposi
tacy, lout ;of weh. it must needs bebard
to emerge till ye translations beamend-
ed. I say these:words, Joh. viii. 68,
sheuld be thus rendred, defore he - dbe
Abraham I am  He, i. e. y¢ Messias
yt should eome into.ye world;~befote
y¢ propheeie -conteined -in Abraham’s
name €oncerning ye calling of y¢ Gen-
tiles should be fulfilled ; see ye use of
i')éw e in Joh. vilk, 24, 28, & xiii.
How doe people runne. away with
it yt ye second person tooke our na-
ture upon him, fremx Heb. #i. 16, He
tooke not on him -ye narure-of Angels;
which should - be rendered, as in the
margin, ke taketh not hold of y° Angels:
Ye hke may be said of many other
places as to translations or copies,
wech make it hard to gett out of this
part of the Babylonick captivity &
may render y¢ carmal part of y¢ Pro-
testants, who wilfully shutt their eyes
against all further reformation, as the
number of y¢ Beast, acting over ye
second part to ye same tune.
. Sr, I have not written those things
(wecb. .may be had better from Sec¢inus
contra Vujekum; Schlietingius, Crel-
lius, &c.) te you te challenge you now
in your old age, after so long prepos-
session-; I hope-the Lord will forgive
you, considering how you ¢oilve by
K»our opinion & what good service you
ave otherwise: dene y¢ churdh by
your unwearied labours in many par<
ticulars, & I doubt net but from sin-
c¢ere ‘& candid principles. I suppose
ou doe not intend to challendge my
ords y¢ ‘Bishops, but only to apolo-
iSe & mollifie them a little, as 1 would
oe you, if it may not cast too great an
e€lium upon you to be, it may be, but
a charitable mnan to Socinians, of wcl
number yet I might perhaps fairly
denie myself to be, I ‘holding three
pérsons- in ‘the -Trinity, w< Socinus

Judges xv. 2. The twe golden calves,
of . ye¢ patriarchs of Rome and.Constanti-
nople.  But to speake much, .I .cannot
pow ;_and to say a-little i8 to .spgyle all.
V}\:lxeg- ‘lthi‘s dmysl:i(‘:a]«l_f sense shall be
throughly understood, farewe]ll Pope. L
do ,bell"x‘év‘(,é yt this aéns;lof yil Qldp'%‘em:;
will Be ye ‘greatest demonstralion in ye
world fa%ainst all atheists, 1n‘§déls‘ “and
papists. “However, let ‘not thésd things
be :any%jmemﬁf& dgainst what
iﬂ»ﬂxis“’pn’g R

''''''
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.did .not, & baving in a little writing
which I call Finulis Concordia,, so
explained the ends of Christ’s death,
& amongst others as an expiatorie
sacrifice of syffering obedience, yt¢ I
beleive your selfe would hardly mis.
like it. And pray, sir, if Dr. Still;
y* . selfe and others may mend your
opinion, why may not Socinians mend
their's? For, indeed, 1 will not denie
but that although ye Socinians doe
acknowledge y¢ death of Xt as the
slaying of the sacrifice to be offered
in heaven, and the desert of sinne
from thence to be gathered, yet that
they doe speake too lankly & jejunely
as to the immediate ends of Xts die-
ing : but they say not so much amisse
as they who have (indeed, heretofore
more than now) been always harpe-
ing upon a rigorous legal satisfaction
to vindicative justice to y® utmost far-
thing, & some said in Hell itselfe ;
insomuch as many of their hearers, of
themselves have tooke it for a gravel-
ling question, how that doctrine could
consist with God’s free grace, or-ye
necessity of man’s Holynesse ; & some
have justified Socinus his chardge,
runneing into downeright antinomian-
1sme and libertinismé. | \
One word or two more 1 must crave.
I am sorry to reade what you write
so tryly of ye ignorance of y¢ people,
& take gpecialf notice of those pas-
sages in y* Apol. p. 23 & 54. But
for “'my part I could never hope to see
things goe very well with ye meaner
sort’ of ye people, who cannot spare
much time, whilest their teachers
stumble at ye threshold & stifle their
Catechumens at ye beginning with
odde and contradictory notions about
ye trinitie, instead of teacheing y™ one
God g; Ffather, one Lord Jesus X! &
ope Holy Spirit. 'They are talkein
of -essence, persons, consubstantial,
relative properties, compunication of
rdioms, web is a figure or 5th trope 1n
rhetorique y* destroys all ye figures in
x;gig!se., webk are quirkes not so fitt
r parish churches as young sophis-
ters, whom yet at another time their
tutours will teach yt disparates cannot
be predicated one of another; as to

say-fa man is an Angell, or an cagle

is a lion, and can flie as an eagle but
not 43 a Lion. | -

Thus they can teach their people
(as I have oft heard y™,) how y* infi-
nite God weh spannes ye heaveps, was

AAn Original Letter.of Remonstrance to Richard Bazler.-

once himselfe but a spanne long, how
God may  be . finite and -mortall . &
man may be.infinite & iminortal : but
what absurdities will not downe with
men when they have been brought up
in false philesophie, as .a trade upon
weh when they have spent their, mo-
neys ;  they must goe on & subscribe
to all & eyvery thing, or live in poverty
& disgrace, web few can endure. It
were well if ministers would keepe
themselves in chatechizeing y® people
to scripture .expressions, upon weh
account I must needs commend D".
Worthington’s = Catechisme.. This I
have found by experience .yt people
doe rather out of good manners, & by
a kind of implicit fayth, say as their
teachers and other Divines say, than
understand what they say, & are con-
fus’d in their notions & obstructed in
their progresse. \. ..

How can they -teach y¢ people tri-
theisme in more proper words than
many divines doe, who, not contented
with scripture-doxologies, say, ./NVow
to God y¢ Ffuther, God y¢ Sonne &
God y¢ Holy Ghost, &c. | heard one.
minister, who in catechizeing said,
y¢ Ffuther was God, y° Sonne was
God (a god, he might have said *) and
y¢ Holy Ghost was God, and then,
askd a maid in church, /ow maeny Gods
there were ? & she said three. And,
truly, what are three Divine persons
so collaterally mentioned but three
Gods in other words of .the same. sig-
nification? I have a booke of Zanchy’s
(whom yet Episeopius quotes, wtk Ba-
sil, as not wel approveing y¢ collate-
ralitie) de ¢ribus Eloheém : what’s that
in English but ¢f y¢ three Gods?
Much about ye same time, y© minis..
ter himselfe made an unbhappy slip,
viz. to whom with thee & God y° Holy
Ghost, three Gads and one person, &c.
Much about ye matter, for no doubt

PO

g

* A god he might have said, speaking.
of y¢ Sonne; so0 appellatively, as.Joh. i.
1, & apart, as a person of eminent
honour "and power, next unto God ye
Ffather : see Tertull. adversus Praxean
c. 13, Si pariter nominandi fyerint Pater
et filius, Deum patrem appelem et Jesum
Christnm Dominum nomipem : . godum au-
tem Christum potero Deum dicere, sicut
idem. Apostolus, ex guibus Xtus, qui est
(inquit) Deug- super ommia benedictus in
vum omne. . 3o-Tertull, some thinke,
better, super ompes ;_see.Grot. in loc,
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dut- God i@
| origihgﬁiﬂ%ﬁwﬁﬁf as tg“y.‘ evrraption
of natare 6T vitieus inclinations, should
be -propounded rithier: as a‘curse than
a sinuej - as>'part of (Gods'curse for
-‘Adams ~transgréssion & :ye wicked-
nesse of y* world, - rather than so pro-
perly a sinue as our owne voluntary
siniies aré.  For 3'0 cure of this, what
odde doctrives doe the Lutherdns &
others teach their: diseiples, - concern-
ing the’ sacrement of Baptisme con-
ferreing gracé nom ponentibus obicem ;
& the‘refg';ae “to all children baptized,
who they say doe actually beleive and
understand ‘(all Tho: 'Aquinas his
summes, no doubt). ' Possibly it may
be simply lawfull to baptize infants,
as it'may be 'dene : (I ‘fhgﬁk_ yi{primri-
tive Xtians did circumeise y™ for a
time:) bat yt it is better and more
scriptural, as ye 27th article sayth, 1
cannot subscribe : if .ye subscription
had been only negative, (as I have
seen an Irish one,) possibly I might
have been content to hold my tongue.
I think I should in a matter of greuter
moment, when to speake would doe
more hurt than good, as you very well
say. I.have askd some of ye old &
best approved Xtians, whither when
they have been tempted, whither (I
say) they have felt any eflicacious
checque from their baptismal vow in
infaneie, . or what their - Godfathers
promised for y*? and they have con-
fessed yt they have not. ‘What witches
and y¢ Devil doe is ‘not much:to be
regarded. - s :

’Tis said, Act. 2, they continued in
y° Apostles’ doctrine, &c. '"Till we
have recovered the apestles’ doctrine
from all Babylonical mixtures, our
Christian communion will be very
lame. Some good may be dene, but
something  will be so done as to be
undone againe another time, and all
our national agreements & combina-
tions will be but conspiracies dnd con-
federacies, which must downe another
time, except our magistrates and gran-
dees would be persuaded to urge as a
condition of ye publique ministry a
subscription to but few articles & but
in undoubted scripture expréssions,
with some test against Popery & com-
plete indulgence’ to all reformed dis-
seaters in :things - merely spiritual,
where: is mo: ‘civil: injarie, & not.gra-

. . k.. s W LT g e
?mon; ~aid* so-spoken

will sb far comply ‘
sof- Christianity, .as - to 'entitleithem:to
-~ share' int'its ‘promised rewsnitls, and

7{ 3

tifie. Atheists & ‘carfigl - men’ who
woulqtﬁndoﬂbtediy"s&bacﬁbe_ to alrun-
dred - things more rather than loose
their benéfices « “‘they will'not be such
fooles, as Camden savth of ye Papists
in“Qu: Eliz: tlibe, y* of 12000 bene-
fied: men not above 80 would . loose
their preferments- & some least y®
Heretiques' should gétt y™. Such
kind: of subscriptions are Honey &
nutts for 3'6 Devill. : I was readin
yesterday Josias Nieholas, who muc
inveighs agst g‘,‘ An: 1602, & Zanchy’s
letter to Qu: Eliz: agst ye Surplice.
S*, I hope you will take this my
Apologie in good part. God continue
?mu in health & prolong your life. I
10pe "y* selfe & all about you will be
carefull of you. Good people -chal-
lendge a title to ye longest day of your
life, & pray heartily for you : so‘doe
I, 'resting, S%, your miost heartie
ffriend & huymble servaunt, - o

G. C.
Sir, |
N the preface to his Examination
of .the Scotch faculty of Common
Senge, Dr. Priestley expresses much
surptrise that a stanch' Culvinist, like

- Jonathan Edwards, should ‘believe and

ably defend the doctrine of Philoso-
phical Necessity, which he considexs
to be more closely allied to the creed
of Secinus. I am well ‘aware ‘that

Unpnitarianism and Calvinismn are usa-

ally regarded a8 consisting of the most
diseordant elements, and that in the
estimation of the generality, the anti-
podes of the opposite hemispheres are
not more remote from each: other,
than the peculiar tenets of Calvin and
Dr. Priestley. Bat really 'upon a
closer view of some of their'(zmid_nq,
I cannot discover that their vartance
is altogether so irreconcileable; nor
can I avoid perceiving several striking
points of resemblance betweon - the
systems of these renowned: polemni

hus ‘ the Calvinist affirmys it
a small portion of mankind ‘are:
destined by the unalterable dectess
of heaven to eternal lifé, the "great

] -

’ ~
-

majority- are consigned to hopeless

condemnation.  The  Unitarian' like-
wise (whem I suppose to entertain the

doctrine - of WNecessity) believes' that

comparatively few of the human race
with theinjunctiéns
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thet the remamder will inevitably incur
the punishinent denounced against the
disobedieat. He will not allow, per-
haps,. that this distribution takes pﬁce
in consequence of any arbitrary decree
of the Almighty, but may contend
that it arises frown the necessary ope-
ration- of moral causes and effects,
And does not this, when traced to its
source, amount to the same thing ?

It was, doubtless, foreknown to the
YDivine mind, ¢‘ from the foundation
of the world,”” on which particular
individuals ameng the human race
these causes would-produce their pro-
per -effect, and on which they would
operate in vain. Nothing, according
20 the Necessarian scheme, could re-
main contingent upon future events,
nothing co be left liable to altera-
tion from wunexpected occurrences.
And is not this equivalent to saying
that it was predetermined, in the
conncils of the Most High, w/o should
persevere to the end, and who should
ultimately fail,—who, in short,” to
adept the phraseolagy of Calvinism,
should be numbered with the elect
or chosen few, and whe with the re-

probate or rejeeted majority? - It will

scarcely be denied. by the Unitarian, ~

1 imagine, that those of the species
who strictly confgrm to the conditions
required in revelation, are placed in
such faveourable cirecumstances as to
lead them inevitably to rectitude of
eonduct ; and there eannot exist a
donht, that were the rest of mankind
so situated as to come within the
sphere of the same operative causes,
their volitiens would be influenced in
the same manner, and we should find
in the formation of their characters
the same result. He then who or-
dains . the circumstances by which ra-
tional -and moral beings are invariably
influenced, does in effect ordain their
wltimate coadition :—for what Neces-
sarian will dispute that these pre-
established sntecedents and conse-
quents follow each other with unerring
certawnty-

As far, therefore, as the destiny of
mankind, which is to fellow the ter-
minatian of the present state of ex»
istenee, 18 coneerned in the argument,
I arknowledge .myself unable to dis-
cern any essential difference between
avawed . Calvinists and those Unita-
riana who. comprehend: in their creed
the dactrine of Necessity. There. are,.

Pointé of Resemblance betwoen Unitavianiem and. Colviniem

indeed, many. whe entertain o doubr
respecting the final restitution of “the

"whele human race to virtue and -hap-

piness, and with them the tepets of
Calvin would lose much of their hide-
ous deformity ; but it is difficult to
say, how.those of the same party: who
rest their views in the ultimate anni-
hilation of the injquitqus,. (leaving the
eternity .of punishment out of the
question,) can be said materially to
differ from the Reformer of Geneva,
in some of the more prominent peints
of his system of faith. To every ef-
fectual purpose, they appear to me
virtually to admit, though they may
osteasibly disavow, the doctrines of
absolute decrees, of election and repro-
bation, of irresistible grace and final
perseverance. o

. In the Calvinistic system, it is.true
that good. works are not allowed to
constitute either the means or. the
condition of salvation, as the whole is
reselved into -the free and irrespective
grace of God and his savereign power;
but, at the same time, it must be
remembered, that though the adhe-
rents of this sect.utterly deny the
saving eflicacy of good works, they
regard them as$ intimately connected
with a: genuine vital faith, and that
without them, the latter cannot pro-
perly be evidenced. .On the subject
of personal merit, I.conceive that these
two classes of Christians nearly ac-
cord. And to what other cause, let
me ask, can the Unitarians ascribe the
different - conditions and destinies of
mankind, but to the free bounty and
sovereign will of the Supreme Arbiter
of the wuniverde? It is his pleusure
that a chosen few should so shape
their conduct, and so conform their
volitions to the precepts and model of
the Saviour, as with certainty to obtain
‘“ the inheritance of the saints. in
light ;7 and to the same. uncontroul-
able pleasure ‘it is surely owing that
the other, and far greater portion of
his rational offspring, should fail in
fulfilling- the conditions required, and
thus forfeit every hope of possessing
the: proffered prize. |

.. ¥ is impossible, in my opinion, to
reconcile the harsh anid revolting tenets
of Calvinism with. the benevolence,
and much more with the infinite bene-
volence of the great Parent of Nature;
but I am ot & logs te discover in. what
manner those Initarians, wlio reject
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thre betief of findl Testivation; can ‘with
any cotisistency ‘¢onderfin 'the -vei

sertiments , which the themseln

real}Y mduige, th i:fofhed n-'d
1ﬁ’erenthgdrb* hnd iu'ed in ausofter

tone. “
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[For. Letters I. and ];[. see Vol. XVIL pp
- 591 and 735.] |

Traquair Manse, Sept. 28“’ 18]*9
My pEAr Sig,

" DARE say’ you wid Aow be con:

R cluding that mly' fnendslnf) is no-
thing bm & pretence, and- that the
letters you réceive from me, are no:
thing - but- words ef course; ‘designed
to amuse yeuw, and to:while away an
insipid heur. Were 1 called to refuté
this ideh, I am not sure that I could
bring 'any proof which would at al
serve that purpose fo any person, and
yet; yému mray beliéve me; ' the idea
would be totally unfednded. Various
causes have had c¢onsiderable wﬂ*uenee,
not wonly in -éffecting; it; but ‘evenin
excu my sitencd to mysé}f From
your last letter; I anticipated the plea
m of se you at Fraquair Manse
long heﬁo‘ne this, and’ of receiving mofe
information from you in a siugle' day

than a cerrespondence by :writid
could convey in a yéar; -and I huvg
always found, too, that what is:thrown

out in-a'mom'ent of sociel tercourse;
possesses a freshmress and a raciness,
if T may ude these terms, whiéh no-
thing  that distils coldty from the pen
can ever posséss. 1 have, likewisé;
as T formerly teld you, unhappily for
{self, though,  pérhaps, very hap-n
pity' for my-correspondents, plu
headldng' mtd the gulf of pelemxdal
theotogy,  withbut much prospect of
evelr getting. out of that < bottosnless
pit,* which: the ottliodox; in therrest:
less blindness of their understanding,
1f “the understanding” had any hand in
it, have dug for th 0 onents. N ad
I méutmh ‘tgo, t i i‘s iy
m gtﬁ-»dﬁy, when 1 gnter u ;mx
tieth yéar, with a constxtutum navey
l‘Ohust but- now, worn out thh every

JA;¢|_4
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® @y, 4s ih Vol. KVIL. p. 497 Canta;
bragtensis (11.).
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But' gief and ‘aidigacion ; ‘aad
muggm hEVE ait‘é‘ad forced lﬁ?ﬁwﬂ?

thrd H mm&% ixftﬁl!&te
yé&t a- ﬁea stance” gtill aw fm’éi
aﬂﬂ ‘my grb g’inﬁrtﬁitles, white (ley

réndef nieleds able for exértion, are
continuaﬂ ; éalling’il O me’tb’qufckéﬁ
myp&é I do ‘not knéw if’'1 miéf
tionéd: it ’béfox‘e’, but the tiuth 14, thak
owing to ‘these - ¢ircuin§tances, ‘and
thé” 1ove ‘which 1 havé to~ the cduSe,
which *1 believe a goéid ‘one, miy’cont
seietice cohstantl y upbraids me, wheén-
ever I am'émpld ‘i afiy thing but
that' which - T mentlén and ' thoug
this may not vindic¢ate, Tt will account
for my silence, without ‘an imip&ath-
ment of the aﬂ'ectmn of my Hedrt. -

I fofmerly told you t‘hat 1 had eni
tered upon a consideration of the ‘dd¢-
trine of the Trinity, and that I was
led to that consideration by thé pub:
hcatlon of Wardlaw’s performancé

gainst ‘Yates. From theé cursory man-
ner in which 1 miust have méntiored
this ciréurmstance, I see from your Jast
that ‘you have formed an ‘indecuraté
idea of my design. My desigh is hot
to révide, aid to refute in thit Yevivalk,
the statéments d@nd’ readonin ngs “of
Wardlaw, but to accomplish a' still
miofé important and drdubus work, b
investi atiﬂ the sub_;ect in alt its dif.
férént aspects and bearfngs ; 'and thus
to refute the doctrine, rather tgaﬁ an
partitnlar’ defender of it: ~¥a ﬂ'i
accoinplishmeﬁt of this ﬂéki""’,
evér, you will ‘cagily’ see, "tlie as-
seitions of Wardlaw WilE not H&-¥or.
gottén, especially as he hay aﬁt’empt‘eﬂ
to firrbish' aniéw -the B}uht wegpons
of his predeéessors 'I" have . éndeat
voured - to pamcuiar é‘t’re‘ﬁtion
with what sucCess it doés ‘not belo
to the to’ say, to what' may be call¢
the metaphysical discussi o~ of - thd
question, whethér it ‘be ‘possibie” timt
the  orthédox doctring cah lie ’t‘ﬁtp’*
My reason for doinj b, Is, that {g
it can be shewn, an ‘ﬂacter lﬁjs‘é
that ¥ have’ she\#n that the'orth, dﬁk
doctrine is' by no means a iy sty

its abléttors wotld have lfé’to dfieve
Ehts éeem to
aC mi‘x

; -T‘ t d 'plé lablé con-,
rrve: ﬁn?ﬁgﬁﬂ! tﬁfeﬁ;ﬂ[’ﬂi‘é Uc

‘ ‘ﬁo&h’ﬁl ‘b t¥ués alk %i’tem;its‘td
m‘ve l‘t m S¢ lﬂ

co‘ pi‘ , i€
bitt- oy
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with whom I am aequainted, who, to
to any extent, have attempted the
same thing, are Clarke and Priestley,
men whoge minds were of the very
first order. Though Clarke’s hypo-
thesis appears to me altogether unte-
nable, yet I cannot but admire his
clear and forcible and discriminating
reasonings respecting the proper unity
of the Supreme Being, and wish that
men of similar abilities had pursued
the path of which he had fairly taken
possession. Priestley, with powers
which have seldom been equalled,
wanted the coolness and the patience of
Clarke ; and the nature of his contro-
versy with Horsley, as well as num-
berless other pursuits, precluded himn
from doing what he otherwise would
have .done, upon the primary question.
Had I not imagined it possible to
push the inquiry still further than they
have done, and to give a broader basis
to the grand conclusion, that it is im-
possible that there can be any thing
but one God in one person, 1 would
not have -entered the field on which
the power of their sagacious and ar-
gumentative understandings was 80
conspicuously displayed. From this,
you are by no means to suppose thatl
neglect, or even treat lightly, the ar-

ments which both parties draw from
Scripture in sufﬁort of their respec-
tive doctrines. ave considered every
text that deserves notice, and if I do
not deceive myself, I have brought for-
ward something new uypon most if not
upon all. T cannot but add, that I
have just now finished a section upon
Eternal Generation, some part of
which I once thought of sending to
you with this, im which I have come
to a conclusion, which you may think
perhaps a paradox, if not a contradic-
tion, that though God must of neces-
sity have possessed the power qf acting
from eternity, yet still it is absolntely
impossible, that any act or ewvertion of
that power, whether necessary or con-
tingent, can be eternal—a conclusion
which i3 not only congrary to what all
the orthodox muwst admit, but to what
many of their opponents positively
assert, Price, whom on accouant of
his amiable disposition and superior
ab:lities, notwithstanding his opinions
are different from mine, I can admire
and love, says in one of his sermons,
““ It is self-evident, that the Almighty
Being, who existed from eterpity,

Letters from the late Rev. James Nicol to the Rev. B. Mardon:

might hape exerted his power from
eternity.” Now, though.this is the
decision of no mean mind, ye¢t 1 think
that I could legitimately prove, that it
is absolutely.impossible that any of
the Almighty’s aects or exertions can
be eternal in the proper sense of .that
term. In short, upon Price’s principle,
I de not see haw it would be possible
to disprave the eternsl generation of
the Son. But enough of Metaphysics.

I received your kind present_ with
pleasure, and return you my sincere
thanks. The extracts from Dr. [South-
wood] Smith were not new to me, as
I am in possession of. his masterly per-
formance. . The pamphlet of your friend
is excelent ;* and Tam. that such
a person should leave the.ceuntry, as
he must. have done much good had he
remained among you. The argument
which he chiefty employs, and whieh
he presses home upon old orthodox,
with equal .force and :skill,. has not
often bheen alluded to. Indeed, that
Christianity should be so much cor-
rupted,. as the Scriptures affirm. it
would be, in the dark ages, is a fact
altogether unaccountable, upon . the
supposition of the truth of the com-
moen doctrines.. Upen that supposi-
tion the corruptiom.would be really
nothing ; for the Papish doctrines of
Original Sin, the Trinity, the Atone-
ment—all the primary doctrines, in
short, are the same as those.of the
Protestant; and hence -the primary
doctrines of Christianity would have
remained free from corruptien, and
all that .ignorance and superstition
would have done, would be only that
of adding:a few. senseless articles to
thermn, without blending them.  The
corruption of which the apostles speak
was not of this kind—it was to enter
into the very vitals of .every article
which Christ taught.. Upon the re-
ceipt of your letter, I sent to Edin-
burgh fer your Sermon,+ which 1
perused with great pleasure ; and must

e,

—

* The Layman’s Letter to the Protes-
tant, (see Mon. Repos. XIV. 441,) the
author of which seon afterwards removed
to Gibraltar. S

+ The Father of Jesus, the CHristian’s
God, or the Doctrine of Scriptare con-
cerning the Object of Religious Worship
coutrasted with prevalent Forms of
Prayer. | |
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conféss, that the allusions which' you
make to the English Liturgy did not
appear to me so foreign' from our
mode of worship' as yeu  suppose.
The truth is, though we' have ho set
forms of prayer, yet the expressions
employed 'in the English forms, are
so similar to the expressions employed
by the Scottish clergy, that your ar-
gument seemed to me to suffer no-
thing, from yeur appeal to examples
taken from the Enghsh Prayer-Book.
I must tell you, however, that I was
disappointed in your passing over so
slightly, those pasiages of Scripture
to which the orthodox appeal as in-
stances of prayer addressed to Christ.
But when I say so, I am convinced
that youn could not have elucidated
these, without a good deal of verbal
critieisid, which would have been alto-
gether inadmissible in a popular dis-
course. Hence you will see that my
disappointinent had its origin, not in
your neglecting to do what you ought
to have done, -but in my wisk that yow
had done what did not properly lie in
your way. You merely state that the
phrase ¢ calling upon the name of
Christ;” which the orthodox bring
forward so obtrusively, upon every
occasion,- is a false translation, and
that it is capable of another version.
f am convinced that this is the case;
but I am not sure that the Greek will
bear the translation which the Unita-
rians generally give it. I think an
mtimdte acquaintance with the use of
the phrase in tlie New Testament, and
with ‘the cireumstantes in which the
persons who are said to call on Christ
were placed, and what is more; with
the Greek of the Septuagint, might
lead: us to -a’ translation, not only
more just than either of the two ge-
nerally adopted by the two parties;
but perfectly fre¢ from giving the
leagt handle to the é6rthodox doctrine.
To explain the subject, however, is
not the work of a letter. * * * With
kindest wishes for you, and the most

ardent desire for the cause of truth,

I remain, my dear Sir,

Yours, most affectionately,

JAMES NICOL.
*.* The estiinable and  learned
W_riter of this and the former létters,
died on the 5th of the following No-
maber. ' ) . . C e e e
) Lo I B j B"_M".‘,,;
R — - oo
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- Manchester,
 Sig, | Nov. 27, 1822,
REQUEST the favour of a columi
or two of your valuable publica-
tion, for the purpose of explaining a
passage of Scripture, hitherto, 1 be-
lieve, little understood, and certainly
not expounded by any of the commen-
tators whom I have consulted. -~ The
passage is Mark ii. 18—22: < Now
the disciples of John and the Pha-
risees were often fasting. And some
come and say to him, ¢ Why do the
disciples of John and the Pharisees
fast, but thy disciples do not fast?’
And Jesus said to them, € €Can the
children of the bride-chamber fast,
while the bridegroom is with them?
As long as they have the bridegroom
with them, they cannot fast. But the
days will come when the bridegroom
shall be taken away from them, and
then, on that occasion, they will fast.
No person sews a piece of new cloth
on an old garment. For if he should
do so, the piece of new cloth would,
separate from the old, and the rent
becomre worse. ' And no person pours:
new wine into old skins; for the new
wine would burst the skins, and both
the wine and the skins would be lost.
But new wine should be poured into
new skins.? >’ * |
'The quéstion in ver. 18, divested of
its idiomatical turn in the original, 1s
this—Why do thy disciples neglect
the observance ot fasts, cont to
the practice of the Pharisees and the
disciples of John? It was very natu-
ral for Jews to ask 'this question;
those whose law was full of ceremo-
nial observances, and of minute regu-
lations concerning feasts, purifications,
fasts, &c., to which the Elders had
added a cumbrous body of traditions,
which descended to the notice of the
merest punctilios. People whose minds
and religious character had been form-
ed under the influence of such a sys-
tem of religious discipline, considered
the right decision of such a question a
matter of the highest importance.

[ -

* I have presumed,h to offer a new
translation, not because it is necessary 1o
the ilustration of the passage, (except in-
deed in regard to the word skins,) but
because'I am desirous of givi?}; my suf-
frage ‘ for ‘dticontihuing’ the usé of theg,
comunon veérsion. ' . R
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- Ogg Savionr’s answer to this ing
condists of two parts. The ﬁmt;, is

coutained in the ninesteenth.and twen-
tieth verses,.

" But
here it was our Saviour’s ingention.to.
ayoid; the questlon——not to answer it.

He indeed stated a fact that was true
in . itself—that. his disciples wou,ld.
mourn after his departure—but it had,
no pantlcular