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From the Port Hope Guids.

¢ PRESENTATION OF A PursE.—Our readers are aware that since the commence
ment of last July, in consequence of the temporary absence of the Rector, the
Ro>v. Mr. Hickie has officiated for the congrezation of St. John’s Church in this
Town. Several members of the Church, unwilling that Mr. Hickie, on the ex-
pected return of Mr. Shortt, should leave withcut an acknowledzment of his ac-
ceptable services during the above time, determined to present him, on ke even-
ing of the 4th inst., with o fund amounting to fifty pounds, collected by the Ladies
of the congrezation. Three or four howts before the presentation the following
preparatory nole was sent to the Rev. Gentleman, who, until then, was not aware
" of what had taken place.” e ®
From the Port Eope Atlas.

“Tnz Rev. Mr. Hickie.—For some time past, the services in St. John's
Church and the duties of the parish have been conducted by the Rev. Mr. Hickie,
aa ahle, earnest, zealous, and sensible preacher. The Rector, Mr. Shortt, whose
place Mr. Hickie has so efficiently filled, having recently returned from England,
Mc. Hickie leaves Port Hope, but carries with him the best wishes, not of his own
conyresation merely, but of all denominations of Christians here, The following
letter shows, very unmistakably, how highly his services are appreciated " :—

Wednesday Morning, 4th November, 1857,
REVEREND AXD DEAR Sir,—We have much pleasure in communicating that a
Fund, collected by the Ladies, amounting to Fifty pounds, has been placed in our
haunds for the purpose of being presented to you as a gift, at the close of your la-
houts, at the Bible Class meeting this evening. This fund is the contribution of
some members of St. John’s Church, of this Town ; and is intended to he presents
ed as a slizht token of their appreciation of the valuable services rendered to this
congrezation during your sojourn amongst us. With every wish for the {uture
welfare of yourself and family, both here and hereafter.
Believe us,
Reverend and Dear Sir,
Your sincere Friends,

B. SEYMOTUR,

DAVID SMART,
To H. H. MEREDITH.

The Reverend

Jomy Hrckrr.
#“The presentation took place in the Temperance Hall, at the close of the

Bible Class services, which were conducted by the Rev. Messrs. Brent and Hickie.
The Hall was densely crowded. David Smart, Esq., after delivering an appropri-
ate and affectionate Address, in the name and on behalf of the congregation, pre-
sented the ir ‘~nded gift. Mr. Hickie made a suitable reply, gratefully thanking
his audience . ¢ir invariable kindness during his sojourn among them, and for
their last valuable proof of friendship. He then with a Benediction dismissed the
meeting.”






A DEFENCE

“Guapel Churrl”

"VINDICATION/,

BY THE REV. JOHN HICKIE,

LATE INCUMBENT OF OMEMRE, 4
VY

m——

“If the world hate you, ye know that it hated me before it kated you. If ye
were of the world, the world would love his own: but because ye are not of the
world, but T have chosen you out of the world, therefore the world hateth you,
Remember the word that I said unto you, the servant is not greater than his lord.
If they have persecuted me, they will also persecnte you; if they have kept my
saying, they will keep yours also. But all these things will they do unto you for
my name's sake, because they know not him that sent me.”” John 15, 18—21,

‘“Here I am determined by the grace of God to conquer or die; and have
taken the following for a motto, and have placed it before me on the mantel-piece,
‘stand thou as a beatén anvil to the stroke ; for it is the property of a good war-
rior to be flayed alive, and yet conquer.’”  Dr. Adam Clarke.






THE BISHOP'S COURT.

(From the Ecclesiastical Gazette.)

¢ 8aturday, 29th Beptember. The Court met at one o’clock, the Chancellor,
““at the instance of his Lordship the Biskop, prenounced the judgment of the
“Court in the case of the Rev. Mr. Lewis,”” (Incumbent of Prescott,) ¢ which
“was in substance as follows :— The case against the Rev. gentleman” (‘for
“ conduct unbecoming a Clergyman, and tending to bring scandal on the
“ church 'y “ was considered proved with the exception of the words ¢ false and
““malicious "’ contained in one portion of the charge.” ‘It contained an ad-
“smonishment to the Rev. defendant, and condemned him in the costs of the
“ proceedings, suspension to follow 7f such costs are not paid up within a month.
4Mr. M. C. Cameron applied for leave to appeal, which was noted.

“The case of the Rev. Mr. Hickie was then called on, but ihe defendant did
“‘not appear personally or by counsel. The service of the notice on the Rev.
¢ gentleman to attend having been proved, and proof having been also adduced
¢that he was the anthor of the pamphlet with the publication of which he was
¢‘ charged, the Councellor read from the pamphlets (the same being filed on record
¢‘in the Court,) several passages denying the doctrines of the Holy Trinity ; that
“ our blessed Lord had a reasonable soul connected with his body ; and the neces-
‘¢gity of the holy sacraments, &ec., &c.,~~the Court then.adjourned to deliberate,
“and on reassembling, the Honourable the Chancellor by request of the Bisho;.
‘“read the judgment of the Court, by which sentence of deprivation was pronounc-
“ed against the Rev. defendant, and he was _further condemned in the cost of
“the proceedings.”

The difference in the judgment in the two foregoing cases must forcibly strike
the impartial reader.  For in the case of Mr. Lewis, in which * scandaloug and
unbecoming conduct was considered prowed,” there was only “an admonish-
ment.”” Not even a suspension, unless the compliant attendants en Dr. Strachan’s
Court should be delayed in getting the rewards of their servility in the causesof
their lawned benefactor. Whereas I have been deprived of my pension without
being charged with any crime, except that I did net act the hypocrite and dis-
.semble my religious sentiments. The ¢ Biskop’s Court, a remnant of tyrannical
Popery, is now established by Dr. Strachan and John Hilliard Cameron in To.
ronto ; and we may see henceforward (according to the custom of the Romish
Church) the Episcopal Minister stripped of his means of subsistence for a devia-
ion from Puseyite “ Orthodoxy,” and the ¢ scandalous "’ drunkard and debauchee
let ¥irtually go free.
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« What will become of the Chuistian Church? Who will endure hardships as
+: g good soldier for Jesus Christ? Where is the Cliristian, man or woman, that
¢ will come out decidedly on the Lord’s side, and diligeatly oppose the errors, and
- sins, and follies of the present age?

€0 ! sleep vot thou, as others do;

Awalke, be vigilant, be brave:

Tne coward and the sluggard too

Must wear the fetters of the slave.’
« 0 for & baptism of the heavenly fire! O for a light from heaven! O Lord!
-+ wilt thou not revive us again ? May the clouds of wralh pass away, and the sun
“ of righteousness shine with healing in his wings. May the church awake to a
v gense of her true condition, ¢For these things I weep; mine eye, mine eye
* runnetk down with water, because the comforter that should relieve my soul is
¢far from me: my children are desolate, because the enemy prevailed.”’ " Lam.
1. 16. (Mcthodist Protestant.)

1 would avail myself of this occasion to say, that instead of gaining any pecu-
niary recompense for the lubour which I underwent in writing and getting pub
tished the pamphlets of which this is a defence—instead of gaining, I have been
at great loss. I distributed several hundreds of the ¢ Gospel Chureh,” and never
aceepted money for one of them. T also gave away many numbers of the © Vin-
dication,” and what I did sell did not, at the price I gencrally asked for them, pay
the one-third of what their printing cost. However, I intend, whatever may be
the sacrifice, not to cease from circulating what T helieve more and more every
duy to be the unadulterated truth of the Gospel; relying on the positive word of
Jehovah, that “He that goeth forth and weepeth, bearing precious seed, shall
doubtless come again with rejoicing, bringing his sheaves with him.” Ds. cxxvi, 6.



ITEMS FROM THE PRESS,

‘A Vindication of the Pampllet called the “ Gospel Church”; by a Clergy-
* man—DPeterborough, published by T. & IX. White.

¢This pamphlet is, as its title imports, a defence of a former pamphlet by the
“*same author, and which, because of its extremely “low church,” or, as the
*writer would perhaps prefer us to call it, evangelical views. incurred the dis-
“ pleasure of a certain Doctor of Divinity, and of the Church Newspaper, ¢ The
“Echo.” Theviews propounded appear somewhat original—decidédly not such
‘‘as we should have Jovked for from a Clergyman of the Church of Englund—
‘“but the ¢ Vindication’ affurds ample proof that they are not without the author-
tity of Holy Writ, nor do they lack the support of some of the ablest Christian
¢ Authors. Ior ourselves, we unhesitatingly endoise the opiuions advanced ; for
‘ our readers, we recommend them to procure the pemphlet and judge for them-
“selves."—Peterborough Review.

“ The questions, which have for some time agitated the ranks of the Episco-
* palians in Canada West, lie between the Lvangelical and the High Church, cr
“ Puseyite wings of the denomination—each claiming to be more truly orthodox
‘““and Catholic than the other. Among others, the Rev. John Hickie, an pis-
‘copalian Clergyman ofthe Villege of Omemee, in the diocese of Torouto, Can-
“‘ada West, went into a careful and thorough examination of the claims of both
“parties. After u long and faithful investigation, he, undoubtedly to his own
“surprise, as well as that of others, came out in a new field unknown and unfore-
“seen even to himself. Ile became satisfied that Lotk parties were cherishing
“erroneous seutiments, and that the Episcopal Church embodied in its ereeds
“and forms much that is unwarranted by the Bible. Deing an honcst aud con-
‘tscientious man, he at once announced his convictions to the world.

¢ The Peterborough Review, published in Peterborough, C. W., of the 13th
¢ ult., contains a statement of this affair, from which we copy the following ex-
‘Ctract i — )

“Mr. Hickie, having persistently for a considerable time balanced the opinions
‘ of both parties, secms to have come fully and determivately to the conclusion,
¢ that both the above parties are ir error; and that whet are called sacraments
“were to be only of lemporary use and obligation, till the early converts to
“christianity would kuow the will of the Lord more perfectly at the time of the
“coming of the Lord with power, that is, at the destruction of Jerusalem ; after
“ which time, the meridian blaze of Chiist’s truth and glory would cause all the
¢ christian worshippers to worship the Father ‘“‘in spirit and in truth.”

¢ Mr. Hickie wrote 2 pamphlet setting forth his views as to the gross errors
“which, he thought, prevailed concerning the sacraments. In it he explained
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sthe dectrine of the Trinity, which should he 11ndqrs_toocl a8 'm.emrmg a three-fold
. . " the - ovd. and not three distinet individual Beings. He

<« panifestation ol the onc Lord, a ) e N ossine T
¢also exposed in it the erroncous notion of our ‘?V}??rtl}) 5:], _‘eo ‘: uman
¢ rational soul, when a se{lelwe soul only was.necelsam)l, 1ef vlv‘;]l:t vx;: g;ﬁ p&,;
« furming the functions of reason, and sl'tp]?lymg the p a?ffh‘? hlot havi
s mind—the spiritual and intellectual [)1’1[1(:‘1[)16 in man. is pamphle vin
theen circulated widely during the preceding year, and having been defende
“ from the pulpit and in J»ri\';\tv by Mr. 'Hick.iej he t.hogght it r(igh: tto a}slf:ertmlri
+ gnequivocally and publicly, whether his ministrations, according to his we
« known views and teachings, \vere.a.cceptuble to his congregation, and whether
« they wished him to continue to ofliciate among theT. Notice to this effect h?]v-
“ing been given out in the church on Sunday, the 27th of March, an unusually
¢ large meeting took place on the next day, when, after hearing Mr. Hickie at
“lenil, ouly one * in the assewblage was found to vote against his remaining.

« ()1 the 8th of Mauy following, a commission, comprisimng Archdeacon Bethune,
wand two elerical associate inquisitors, (Messrs. Allen and Sbort) arrived in Ome-
“inee.  No public notice had been given, but such was the interest felt, that the
«(Church was densely crowded. The commission, having commenced to take
s evidence as to Mr. Hickie being the author of the two pamphlets generally at-
siyributed to him, and having declared that there was no other charge of any kind
s+ grainst him, Mr. Hickie thercupon rose, and, after haying fraokly proclaimed
« himself the author, requested to be heard for one half hour ; engaging at the
st game time to show, how the members of the commission were as far asunder in
¢ their religious views and teachings as the Poles ; and that after speaking the allot-
¢ ted time, if he should not succeed in proving his pamphlets to be scriptural, and
tithe doctrines held by the members of the Commission respectively to be erron-
«gous in the estimation of the audience, he would forthwith burn all his pamph
4ilats. This reasonuble proposal the Commission repeatedly and perseveringly
“refvsed, stating that they were acting in the capacity of a grand jury to hear
“only one side of the question, and that an opportunity would be given to Mr.
“Hickie to speak in lus defeace hefore any ulterior measures concerning him
“would be resorted to. t Mr. Hickie further challenged one or all of the Com-
+tmissioners, or any person to he selected hy them, to meet him in a public discus-
“ gion on the disputed points, at any place or time, before twelve or more of the in-
< habitants; but the whole three reverend gentlemen absolutely declined all con-
¢ troversy, and refused to hear Mr. Hickie's defence.  Such arbitrary demeanor
++of the Commissioners, coupled with very uncomplimentary language to Mr. Hickie
 and the meeting from the two clericul attendants, Lad the effect of raising the
“excitement of the cungresation to an indiscribable height. Mr. Hickie pro-
- duced an address to him from seventy-six of his congregation, which had been
“sigued in two or three days, requesting him to continue among them.

“°On the 20th instant it was communicated to Mr. Hielde, that Archdeacon

* This person is @ Mr. William Turner, lately a storekeeper in Omemee, who
had been appointed Church Warden some time before by me, and whose violent
clzpleasure | incurred for reprimanding his ill-behaved children in the Sunday
School.

“ Forgiveness to the injured doth helong,
He never pardons, who hath done the wrong."”

“ . .
1 The “ ulterior measures concerning me were com

above occurrence ; buat the opportunity of speaking in

promised publicly to we, was never given.
anade, was judged by all present 1o be more

menced shortly after the
; n my defence, which was
.l'be. promise, even at the time it was
Jestitical than real,
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# Bethune had written a letter to one ~ of the Church Wardens, to say, that, hy
“the direction of lhe Bishop of Toronto, Mr. Hickie should no longer officiate in
‘“the Church at Omemee, and that he should be kept out of the parsonage. + The
‘‘Church was therefore locked, 80 as to hinder Mr. Hickie and the congregation
“from meeting there on Kaster Sunday. The people were very much incensed,
“ and found means of opening their Church for themselves and their minister ;
““though the latter for peace sake urgently for two or three days previously had
*f pressed his wish for leaving the Church and for preaching in the Town Hall.
“Tinding on the Sunday morning that the Church was open and the congrega-
‘‘tion assembled therein waiting for him, he gratified their desire, as he had re-
“ ceived no direct prohibition to do so. For the same reason he presided at the
‘¢ vestry meeting next day, when a number of people attended. On this occasion
‘‘the obnoxious Church Warden was got rid of, Mr. Hickie was unanimously
““yoted thanks, and was requested to continue to preach in the Church. Mr.
« Hickie thanked them ; but expressed decidedly his determination not to trouble
¢ the Church. but to preach in the Town Hall for the future.

*s Although this case bears hard on Mr. Hickie, yet, asit exhibits in the clearest
“light the arbitrary, unjust, and venomous spirit, which is engendered by religi
* ous partialism in every form, we are confident it will lead to the promotion of
#liberal Chrigtianity in Canada West. The people will not countenance perse-
“ cution for an honest difference of opinfon. Let ¢ Orthodoxy,” persist in ex-
“ hibiting its horns and hoofs, and in pushing and kicking with the same. It
¢ will soon find itself deserted by all the high-minded and generous hearted.'’—
New York Christian Ambassador.

#To tHE REV. MR. HicKIE, OMEMEE.

“REv. Sir,—I understand that, on a recent occasion, you invited to a public
¢digcugsion any clergyman, who ventured to call in question the correctness of cer-
¢ tain strange opinions, put forth by you in the pulpit and the press. This was abold
¢ challenge, and, if unanswered, might leave an impression on people’s minds that

* The other Church Warden, Mr. Wm. Curry, was not written to on this occa-
sion. He appears to bave been looked upon all through this business as having
no mind of his own, and consequently to have been the facile tool of his despotic
partner in office. ¢ Ullius addictus jurare in verba magistri.”

$ I had left the parsonage several months before, with the settled determina-
tion of never returning to it, or having anything to do with it. Therefore Arch-
deacon Bethune's missive, to keep me out of the parsonage, was a gratuitous and
unnecessary insult.

1 It is to be deplored that, shortly after this, the interior of the Church at
Omemee was daubed with some kind of dirt in the night time. The perpetra-
tors of this foul deed are hitherto unknown. Some supposed that it was done to
annoy the rough, vindictive Church Warden, who was almost universally disliked
at'the time. Others thought that it was done to cast edium on Mr. Hickie's
friends ; for that they would most Likely be suspected, under the circumstances, for
doing harm to the Church which they had evacuated. But, whoever were the
guilty parties, it i certain that not one of Mr. Hickie's bitterest persecutors ever
insinuated that he had the slightest knowledge of the transaction, or that he would
look upon it in arly way but with the greatest detestation.
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» vour opinions could not be controverted or denied. Now, I beg of you to bear
“in mind, that ai the time of your ordination, you, in the most solemn manner,
tpled sdd yourself to preach and teach in accordance with the articles of that
¢ (harch, of which T am an unworthy minister. If vou are, or consider yourself
¢ g minister of that Church, there can be no matter of dispute hetween us, as we
“Doth pledzed ourselves to defend and promulgate the same great fundamental
i truths of the Chrisian religion. If, however, in accordance with the statement
.4in your pamphlet, page 62, (‘I am not the hired teacher or ohedient instrument
“of any religious party or denomination,””) you made a public declaration that
‘‘you have secelded from the Church of IEngland, that you deny her articles and
“refute her discipline ; I shall be most happy to meet you in discussion, when and
“where you please, it being fully understood that T appear to defend, you to as-
“sail, the doctrines of the Church of England.
I am, Rev. Sir,
Your Obedient Servant,

) . JOHN VICARS.
¢ Lindsay, April 22nd, 1859,

“To the Edilor of the Omemee Warder.

“MR. VICARS’S CTIALLENGE CONSIDERED.

“Mr. Entror,—I have lately seen in the columns of the Omemee Warder, two
““letters azuinst a pamphlet called the “(iospel Church.’” One of the writers
‘“designates himself ‘“‘an unworthy Church warden,” and the other writer desig-
“nates himself ‘“an unworthy Minister”” Now, however unworthy they, in their
‘‘assumed humility, may have considered themsclves, or others may have consid-
‘“ered them, yet one thinz is plain to all reasonable persong who have read their
“‘ productions, that they are unworthy of a reply. For, what is the substance of
‘the several charges brought against me? Why, that I act incongistently with
what T pledged myself to, ““in the most solemn manner,” at my ordination

**Now, let us look at some of those pledges to be found iy the « .
¢« Priests,”” in our prayer-books. The Bishop says to the Candidate fq
#hood :—** Are vou persuaded that the Holy Seriptures con
«Doctrine required of necessity for eternal salvation through faith ip J st
« And are you determined, out of the said Scriptures, to ir;stmct the eous Christ”
““mitted to your charzre, and to teach nothing, as required of nece stfOple com-
«nal salvation, but that which you shall be persuaded may he cos"y o eter-
“proved by the Scriptures ? neluded and

i Ansmer—I am so persuaded, and have so determined by God's

w The Bishop—Will you be ready, with all faithful dilicengn grace,
«drive away all erroneous and strange doctrines contrary ¢, G(;
utto use both public and private monitions and exhortationg
(45 to the whole, within your cure, as need shall require

Ordering of
b r the Priest-
tain sufficiently all

) to banish and
s "rOTd 5 and
) 48 well ¢ the sick

y and occagi
tigiven? *on shall pe
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¢ Answer—I will, the Lord being my helper.

¢ The Bishop—Will you be diligent in prayers, and in reading of the Holy
¢ Seriptires, and in such studies as help to the knowledge of the same, laying
¢ aside the study of the world and the flesh ?

44t Answer—I will endeavour myself so to do, the Lord being my helper.

¢ ¢When, in accordance with those pledges taken “in the mostsolemn manner,’’
¢ ¢T used ‘“diligence in reading of the Holy Scriptures, and in such studies as belp
“‘to the knowledge of the same, laying aside the study of the world and the
“flesh,”” (which, that all Ministers would do, is the greatly needed and unanimous-
“ly wished for thing) and when “I determined out of the said Seriptures to in-
““struct the people committed to my charge, and fo teach nothing, as required
““of necessity to eternal salvation, but that which I hecame persuaded may he
* concluded and proved by the Scriptures,”'—when, I say, after long and laborious
‘study, I determined humbly to benefit my fellow-men with the fruits of my re-
““searches, I was immediately assailed with charges of unfaithfulness to my ordin-
“ation vows, &c. It is true, that the pledges, which I, through ignorance, made,
¢ of maintaining man-invented, anti-scriptural doctrines or forms, I considered, on
¢ observing their erroneousness, would be (like Herod’s oath) ¢ more honored in
‘the breach than in the observance.” Let any candid person read the sixth Ar-
¢“ticle of the Church, and then tell me how I could have acted otherwise than T
‘‘have done.

“Here I may be told that in outstripping the Protestant doctrines I outstrip
“‘the Reformers themselves. And what if I do? Isthere not u cause? For
“though the Reformers, conducted by Divine grace, did wonders in casting off
“the great bulk of the incrustations of Popery, yet their hands were too full, and
“Yheir spiritual insight was of so late a date, that we are naturally surprised how
“exceedingly well they did in their day. But we have not the same difliculties
¢ and persecutions to contend with as they had; while we enjoy their invaluable
“works and example, inciting us, not to indolence and Romish-like unconcern,
“Dut to investigation, perseverance, and decision.. Mosheim, writing in defence
“of the Reformers of the Sixteenth Century, says in page 83, vol. 2:—*The
¢ olorious defenders of religious liberty, to whom we owe the various blessings of
¢t the Reformation, as they were conducted only by the suggestions of their natu-
¢ ¢tral sagacity, whose advances in the pursuit of knowledge are gradual and pro-
i aressive, could not at once behold the truth in all its lustre, and in all its
¢ ¢textent, but, as usually happens to persons that have been long accustomed to
¢ !ithe darkness of ignorance, their approaches towards knowledge were butslow,
“¢and their views of things but imperfect.”’ *

“* But, hesides this, the Reformers did not claim to be infallible, nor do we at-
¢ttribute infallibility to them. We are bound to follow them no further than they

B
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' & To the law and to the testimony,” then, and I would even add, look to
“the prayer-book. For in the last rubrick after the “Communion,"’ it' is said,
“that it is “against the truth of Christ’s natural body to he at one time in more
+places than one,”” or to suppose a corporal presence in the Lord’s Supper; and
- yet we pray that we may be partakers of Christ’s most blessed body, &c. But
e, Viears will not =0 with me to the Scriptures, nor to the prayer-bock, in
wdiscussion beeawr, Qays he, “if you are, or consider yourself, a Minister of
«hat Church, there can he no matter of dispute between us.” By ¢ tha
«Chureh” Mr. Vienes means the Church of England; and it surprises me how
“Mr. Viears can he ignorant of the well-known fact, how that its Ministers every-
“where, for the last three centuries, have had ¢ Bleetion,” ¢ Predestination,”
and < Froe Will,” as “matters of dispute’” between them.  And who has not
“heard of the notorious di<putings hetween the High-Church and Low-Church;
“aceusing each other of respectively sliding into Rome and (ieneva; handying
o the bicl\:oriug epithets of Altitudinarians, Latitudinarians, pernicious Heretics,
e demi-Papists, &e., &eo t Mr. Vicars should, for peace salie, send to the respec-
“tive partics throaghout the British empire, as well as to his clerical brethren in
¢ thig Dinvese, (where hoth parties are about equally divided) an encyclical letter
¢ty awaken them all out of their suicidal revery; for that if they ‘“are, or con-
“sider themselves Ministers of that Church, there can be no matter of dispute
*between (hem.”

Mr. Vienrs further =ays, “if you made a public declaration that you have
#seceded from the Church of Enzland, that you deny her Articles and refute her

“fullowed Christ. Their teaching must be tried by the * law and the testimony * *
*In what part of the inspired writings wre we taught that the influence which
venders the ministry clfictual is communicated, like an electric shock, by carnal
coutact?  The doctrine of aportolical suceession is nothing huta Popish figment,
inveated to supply a fictitious title to a class of men who have no valid claim to
the Christian ministey.”—Achill Missionary Herald, Vol. xxi, No. 256.

t Who has not r_ead or heard of the unsieinly and disereditable scenes which of
late havc? 1»(;011‘ withessed at St. Paul’s, Kaishtsinidue, St. Barnahas’, Phulico,
aud St (-]l:u'r;w srin-the-Bast? - The awful tuniuuism displaved in the last mention
wd (,111\1‘(“:|. in England, on Taster Sunday, 1560, carried on by the Evangelicals
or Luw Chirch party and instisated (most probally) by dissenters covertoly, was
']"m“‘rh{ Ido lzeheve, to put to the hlush the Fancy lately congrevated at Farn-

o, to ahet the ths‘_-u.\:[_m,_»' encounter hetween Sayers awd Heenan, How
Ly ‘tu]u,- t\he remark, that vften “an error is crucitied, while crime is huceed.”
crtandy the Rev, Bevan Kine, wi is i : . . . opET
tmi \:Lp} IA]ll/ R 1\1 ?31_\411 Kinz, with his Intoning (wiutes and white-robed chorig-
fers, el to have more resurd for relivion—notwithstandine all their ridieu-

wus nonsense—than the ‘“stanch Protestants,” who, like the ircar i

the time of the Ty - L3, i, l1ke the mearnate fiends at
ume ok the French revalutinn, chaunted in mockery the npas X

thein Ty g e T « 1 ¥ the praises of God, hurled

thelr b ) ],:,, llrl.\}(r-botﬂw. @il cushions at the sensiless decorations in the éhurch

E attaeked most rudely the si 1einds i ol 3 )

et e 1 t'})lt L\\(IU)" the silly odici:ds. Such irreligions and disgraceful fruit

o © part of the Low {*huich, shows the natare and (uality of the tree; unless
ey assert with the R. Catholics that “the wrath of ig

ness of God, Juwes 207 gpd that they i orkoth the righteous

: ey “may do evil, that good might come.”
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“discipline, I shall be most happy to meet you in discussion, * &e¢.” The Bishop
‘‘and clergy may admire Mr. Vicars's heroical determination of entering into the
“threatened polemical discussion; but Mr. Vicars has his own private opinion,
“and thinks ““discretion to he the better part of valour.” This is plain from the
“indispensable condition on which he can meet me, viz:—That I made a public
“declaration of so and so, which he well knows I never did—2Mr. Vicars wants
“‘me to reject all the Articles, doctrines, and discipline of the Church; in short,
“to leave it; holding to the adage, “That it is a bad wind that will not blow
“‘somebody good.” T have clearly and openly avowed my opinions; Mr. Vicars
“knows them, calls them strange in his letter, purposes to lecture on them; and
4still will not venture into a discussion of them, but on a certain condition !!!

I remain, Mr. Editor,
Yours very truly,

JOHN HICKIE.
Omemee, April 29th, 1859.

* The following (as I have accidentally heard) is from a layman who lives near
Peterborough :—
¢ To the Edilor of the Peterborough Examiner.

¢Ar. Editor,—Church Istablishments have always been the unblushing advo-
““ cates of mental slavery. They are unquestionably * great marvels,” and are
“t surely deserving of grateful support, because they abrogate the labour of think-
“ing, and dispense with the fatiguing task of inquiry and private judgment, and
““with it the perplexities often attendant thereon!! He, who enters within the
* precinets of an establishment, bows his neck to the yoke at the portals; and hav-
“ing pronounced the required shibboleth, sacrificed to the idol uniformity, and
‘¢ registered his consent and belief to the required propositions, [be tliey perspie-
“yous or mysterious, consistent or discrepant]—having renounced liberty of
“thought, swrendered his judgment, and enslaved his convictions, he prostrates
¢ himself before the authority which stamps him slave, and which, being to him
““more potent than conscience, (the arbiter of right) exonerates him from the
¢ consequences of belief, State Churches have, in fact, reversed the legitimate
¢ operation of the intellectual powers; nay, with aw{ul presumption they have
“done the same with the teachings of inspiration. The very religion which came
“from God has been employed to rear the Inquisition, and kirdle fires for the
“martyrs. Christianity has no tendency to break the human spirit or to make
“man a slave. It contains nothing nasrowing or depressing, and nothing of the
¢littleness of systems, which craft and ambition have engendered. It contains
“no yoke of ceremontes ; no outward religion. It is a State Church which per-
“emptorily decrees to the mind, ¢ Hither shalt thon come but no farther;”
“ which draws a line, beyond which no energy must presume to pass; which de-
#¢geribes a circle, whose magic boundaries must for ever confine the knowledge
‘“and information of man. But their might and power have passed the meridian.
¢ Knowledge in its onward flood has long since swept beyond the sites which sup-
4 port their ponderous foundation. And, as each succeeding wave is silently
“advancing, it truly indicates the extent of the progress of moral and intellect
4¢nal powers in arms against this giant evil, which has been in every age the ally
“¢of the tyrant and the foe of religious liberty.”

Ashburnham. ' Yours truly, C.8.D.
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To the Editor of the Omemee Warder.

«Omemee, June Sth, 1859,

+ « + «p, 8—Iagain challenge Mr. Vicars to meet me in fair, open con-
“roversy, on the points of doctrine on which we differ.

J.H”

The above challenge s still unaccepted, and, in the words of Mr. Vicars, this
vircumstance leaves an impression on people’s minds that Mr. Hickie’s ¢ opinions
could not be controverted or denied.”

October, 1360,

+ Nor should a student in divinity imagine that our age is arrived at a full un-
“ derstanding of everything which can he known by the Scriptures. Every age
“since the Reformation hath thrown some further light on difficult texts and par-
agraphs of the Bible, which have been long obscured by the early rise of Anti-
“christ: and since there are at present many difficulties and darknesses hanging
‘‘about certain truths of the Christian religion, and since several of these relate
‘‘to important doctrines, such as the origin of sin, the fall of Adam, the person of
** Christ, the blessed Trinity, and decerees of God, &e., which do still embarrass
“the minds of honest and inquiring readers, and which make work for noisy con-
‘“troversy; it is certain there are several things in the Bible yet unknown, and
“not sufficiently explained ; and it is certain that there is some way to solve
““these difficulties, and to reconcile these seeming contradictions. And why
‘““may not a sincere searcher of truth in the present age, by labour, diligence,
“study, and prayer, with the best use of his reasoning powers, find out the proper
“solution of those knots and perplexities which have hitherto been unsolved, and
“which have afforded matter for angry quarrelling ? Happy is every man who
**shall be favoured of Heaven, to give a helping hand towards the introduction of
- the blessed age of light and love.'—Dr. Isuac Watts.

Combe on the * Constitution of Man * relates the observations of two eminent
men.  The first observation is from the present Archbishop of Dublin, who says:
“In proportion as any branch of study leads to important and useful results, in
** proportion as it gains ground in public estimation—in proportion as it tends to
**overthrow prevailing errors—in the same degree it may be expected to call
“forth angry declamation from those who are trying to despise what they will not
*learn, and are wedded to prejudices which they cannot defend. Galileo probab-
““ly would have escaped persecution, if his discoveries could have heen disproved,
‘‘and his reasonings refuted. ¢But #ill the advocates of Christianity will have
i ibfa@me univers-fxlly much better acquainted with the true character of their re-

yh,_;mn, than, universally, they have ever yet heen, we must always expect that
:lcx'ery b'l-anch of s'tu'dy, every scientific theory, that is brought into notice, will

,}_Jc assailed on religious grounds, by those who either have not studied thef sub-

**Ject, or who are incompetent Jjudges of it; or again, who are addressing them-
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“selves to such persons as are so circumstanced, and wish to excite and to take
‘“‘advantage of the passions of the ignorant. [Flectere si nequeo superos,
¢ Acheronta movebo.? *

The second ohservation is from the Rev. A. Sedgwick, who says:—¢ A Brah-
““min crushed with a stone the microscope that first showed him living things
‘““among the vegetables of his daily food. The spirit of the Brahmin lives in
¢ Christendom. The bad principles of our nature are not bounded by caste or
“climate; and men are still to be found who, if not restrained by the wise and
¢ humane laws of their country, would try to stifle by personal violence, and crush
Dby brute force, every truth not hatched among their own conceits, and confined
¢ within the narrow fences of their own ignorance.” t

“Now if persons who have picked up these objections from others, and take
‘“for granted they are of weight, upon the word of those from whom they receiv-
‘“ed them, or, by often retailing of them, come to see, or fancy they see, them to
“to be of weight, will not prepare themselves for such an examination, with a
¢ competent degree of knowledge ; or will not give that time and attention to
“the subject, which, from the nature of it, is necessary for attaining such infor-
“mation: in this case, they must remain in doubtless ignorance, or error; in
““the same way as they must, with regard to common sciences, and matters of
¢ common life, if they neglect the necessary means of being informed in them.”
—Bp. Butler's Analogy of Religion, page 259.

The following extract is from the ¢ Catholic Layman,”” « monthly periodical
published in Dublin, by Clergymen of the Church of England :—*The history of
“such a revolution of opinion as this (effected by Galileo)affords us a striking
¢ proof of how little value are arguments by which it is often attempted to pre-
““yent any reformers from even getting a hearing. It is of no purpose to ask the
¢ reformer, ‘Do you pretend that all the rest of the world are wrong, and that
‘‘you alone are in the right? Are you wiser than all the great men who have
¢“lived and been honoured before you? Must we look on them as simpletons and
“idiots”” ? Questions like these are often addressed to the putters forth of strange
“doctrine, and seem well calculated to reduce them to silence if they have any
“modesty at all. And, yet, we see from this history (of Galileo) that it is quite
“possible that the reformer may be in the right, and all the rest of the world in
‘the wrong; and we learn to be cautions how we refuse a hearing even to what
“is most opposed to our prejudices, since it may happen to us to find truth where
¢ we least expect it.

* The above words of the Latin poet may be thus paraphrased :—¢ When con-
vinced that in their persecuting position they disqualify themselves from expect-
ing assistance from on high, they will employ evil influences, which can only be
derived from the powers of darkness.”

1 Yet truth will—must at last prevail,
And raise a shining refulgent flame,
That will dispel the darkness that pervades
This wretched world, and its priest-ridden slaves,
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(:Te have seen several maintain that the question is decided at once against

« Luther, Melarcthon, and the rest of them, by .1he mer'e fact that they were inno-
«pators, and were putting forward views at variance with those held b.y the‘ great
thody of Christians in their times. To one who looks at the que'shon I‘lgh'ﬂy’
¢ this is just a reason why their doctrines are entitled to a very serious cxamina
¢tion. If they had been lazy, unenduiring men, they would have continued to
«Yelieve as their fathers had believed before them—they would have swallowed
¢ everything indiscriminately. The fact that after studying both sides they chang.
¢ed their opinions—that they gave up opinions which had all the weight of au-
“thority to commend them, and adopted others which could have no recommend-
“ation at all, unless it were the foree of truth which compelled them to receive
¢them—this fact is one which ought to induce a candid person to give a very
¢ gorious consideration to the arguments by which they professed to have been
“influenced.

«@alilen had to face a powerful party, which, when invited to look on an ob-
tject in the heavens which Aristotle had never suspected, immediately refused
)l evidence to those senses to which at other times they so confidently appealed.
¢ Plagiarist! liar! impostor ! heretic! were the malignant exclamations by which
‘the i)oor philozopher was wnsporingly assajled.  In one of his letters he expres-
» people who were resolved not to be

“sos strongly the hopeles:ness of convinel
“convinced.””  Sece No. of Octohor 15, 1857, *

*In the “Chronoleriesl Tables” appended to Mosheim’s history, we are told
that in the viinth Century “Virgiling was also nceused of heresy by Pope Zachary,
because he was a good mathematician, and helieved the existence of Antipodes.”
We are there told further of Ceecus Asculanus, who, in the x1vth Century, “was
burnt at Florence by the Inguisition for making some experiment: in mecchanies
that appeared miraculous to the vulgar.”  And do we notsee ¢ honest Garibaldi”
at the present duy yielding deference to theimpositionlong practised by the priests
at Naples concerning the liqucfuction of St. Januarius’ blood, hecause he deems
it politically necessary to doso? It is the consideration of expedicncy which
causes most people of discernment to reject, or he careless about truth. I have
experienced as mueh indifference to CGiospel truth among all the Protestant sects
(clerical and lay) as among Roman Catholics; and as 1mmch unreasonable hitter-
ness of disposition towards me, especially from the aged who wish 1o be accounted
religious.

“The Christian prays for fuller manifestations of Christ’s power and glory and
“‘love to him; but he is often not aware that thisis, in truth, praying to be brought
““into the fwnace: for in the furnace only it is that Christ can walk with his
:;frlends,”and display, in their preservation and deliverance, His own Almighty

power."—Rev. E. Nangle.



PREFACE.

I intend in this preface to say hut little of myself. The well disposed reader
would sympathise with me were he to know the losses sustained by me for con-
science sake ; but sympathy from man is not to be relied on. If a person, who
breasts the current of ignorance and prejudice, have nct comfort and help from
above, he is of all men most miserable. For he has not only to endure the rude
assaults of the unprincipled worlding, who too often has influence in the congre-
gation and even an official position in it, but he has also to suffer from the jealous
insinuations and calumnious reports, industriously circulated by hireling Ministers
and their obsequious adherents. However, “I believed, and therefore have I
spoken.”

¢“Should earth against my soul engage,
And hellish darts be burl’d,
Then I can smile ot Satan’s rage,
And face a {rowning world.”

Protestant ministers affect to commiserate the want of intelligence, mind, and
gpirit, observable in Roman Catholics, in a blind obedience to the despotic sway
of their priests, who have absolute dominion over the faith of their flocks, and will
not allow them the right of privale judgment. But when their own errors are
proclaimed, they then take the very same ground as the priests, and, on the con_
troversial points, forbid their hearers, as stringently and as unreasonably, the exer-
cisc of their reasoning powers. They stop enquiry by alleging that the Church
has “authority in controversies of faith.”” Thus the divines of the Church of
England, treading exactly in the steps of Popery, enacted the same method for
deciding controversy.

In a note in Mosheim, p. 210, we read:—¢ These divines have heen confuted
Dy the learned Dr. Whithy, in his important work, concerning the interpreta-
“tion of Scripture after the manner of the Fathers, which was published at
“London in 8vo. in the year 1714, under the following title: A Dissertation, §c.
“Tn this dissertation, which was the forerunner of the many remarkable attempts
“that were afterwards made to deliver the right of private jadgment, in matters
‘“of religion, from the restraints of human authority, the judicious author has
“shown, first, that the Holy Scripture is the only rule of faith, and that by it
“alone we are to judge of the doctrines that are nccessary to salvation ; secondly,
“that the fathers, both of the primitive times and also of succeeding ages, are
“extremely deficient and unsuccessful in their explications of the sacred writings :
“and, thirdly, that it is impossible to terminate the debates that have been raised
¢ concerning the Holy Trinity by the opinions of the Fathers, the decisions of
“Councils, or by any tradition that is really universal. The contradictions, ah-
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+ surdities, the romantic conceits, and extravagant fancies, that are to be found in
t: the commentaries of the Fathers, were never represented in such a ridiculous
“point of view as they are in this performance.”’

In the ¢ Gospel Church” p. 11, 1 showed from Mosheim the awful state religion
was in during the Nicene Age or the fourth century. Dr. Cumming in his ninth
Lecture to be found in his late work * Lectures for the Times' draws a more
hideous picture (if possible) of the same period wherein the doctrine of the Trinity
was estui)lished, and concludes as follows:—¢ We are driven from all systems of
# Eeclesiustical polity, from all preseriptions of patronage or popular election, sim-
“ply ““to the Law and to the Testimony.”” It alone is the standard of truth; its
“{estimony alone is our protection against error. Whatever is according to this
¢ Pook, is truth; hutif all the Bishops, and Fathers, and Doctors of the Universal
¢ Church were to assert something not according to it, their consentaneous assev-
“cralions would weigh but as a feather against one single text taken from the
s Qracles of Goll”!

Most of the persons that T have conversed with concerning my view of one in.
dividual Spirit or Per<on only in the Godhead, exhibited in Revelation in his three.
offices or attitudes of Tather, Son, and Holy Ghost, have, after a dispassionate
hearing, admitted their cutire concurrence with the same. With regard ta our
Lord having assumed at his incarnation a rational, human soul, the preconceived
opinion proves more difficult of removal. For, owing to the habitual teaching and
absence of consideration, there are unhappily connected in peoples minds with
the idea of Christ's human soul two things, viz:—the seat uf compassion, and the
action of mediation. In hoth these particulars (that is, in the source of compas-
sion, and in the action of a Mediator,) the great high Jriest is cast into the shade,
the sun of righteousness is eclipsed, and the supplemented soul is prominently set
forth in his place.  The \postle Paul, in Heb. iv, 14, 15. declares that ourgreat
high priest who ‘is passed into the heavens " in his official attitude of Redeemer;
(for, as the absolute (+od, his throne was there from the time of their creation);
and who can be touched with the feeling of our infirmities ; (as we see from Jer.
xxxi 20, Hos. xi & &c., the blessed God always was long hefore his incarnation) ;
and who was in ull points tempted like as we are; (as when Satan said to our
Lord, If thou be the Son of God, cast thyself down, &c.:)—the Apostle Paul de
clares this high priest to be the Son of God, that is, Christ in his Divine Nature.
Thel}, wl¥en we consider the 7nfinife holiness necessary in the Atoner, so as to
ey s e o s il Rl b i

) capability of Christ's human soul to offer such an ade-
f[flic aton?ment. For the human soul of Christ
1;\];21;50 ﬁ?ﬁ-‘;h Anf_l as the competence and value of the Intercessor depends on

f ! e‘EA\pmtor, therefore the nature of Christ’s human soul’
tion of intercession for us is palpably absurd.

in the way of our redemption ; for through its
ence and suffering.

» even if he had one, was unde-

f Chr s contribu-
'(, hrist's human body was valuable
tnstrumentality in passive obed:-

»and in its bearing vicariously our sins on the tree, (1st Peter
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3. 21,) those who rely by faith on the atonement made by means of it, *are sancti-

fied through the offering of 1he body of Jesus Christ ence for all.” Heb. x 10.
If all this be true, I may surely enquire what was, or what is, the province, oruse,
of a human rational soul to cur redeeming God.

Several of my friends have turned against me because I refused to baptize their
childven. I think they actunreasonably inrequiring me to do whatIbelieve is pure-
ly Popish and unscriptural. Besides, in officiating according to their desire,
either according to the Episcopal prayer book or the Methodist book of dis-
cipline, I should he proclaiming solemnly and deliberately what I believed to
he unfounded and false. Loolk for instance to the introductory address in the
Ministration of Baptism, where it is said:—Dearly beloved, forasmuch as all
men are conceived and born in sin, and that our Saviour Christ saith, None can
enter into the Kingdom of God, except he be regenerate and born anew of
water and of the Holy Ghost, &e. Here the people are unmistakably instructed
in the doctrine of BaptisMal regencration, * and also in the absolute necessity

* It would become the “Low Church’ clergy rather to lay aside all evasion
and equivocation; and, as long as they use their prayer book office of Baptism,
fairly to avow Baptismal Regeneration. This is the opinion of the candid Mr.
Montgomery, as the following extract from his ¢ Gospel before the Age” shews:
¢ But there is another view " (he says) ¢ of the subject, viz :—what is the doctrine
twhich the honest Churchman, who professes to act out the spirit of his Church
“in her sacraments, and articles, and canons, ought to hold and exhibit? The
“question is simply this. Does the Church of England consider the etlicacy of
¢the haptismal sacrament so contingent a thing, and so barrven a rite, as to regard
“the child in the same spiritual condition before baptisin, as it does after it
“has been baptised. Now we frankly confess the sectarian alchymy, which cer-
¢tain Low Churchmen have applied to our office of baptism, in order to change
“into another meaning certain terms which obviously imply « regeneration to
“gccompany the sacrament,—would deserve a description we should be sorry to
«apply. Truly those, who have been stricken into horrors at a certain “number
“ninety,” may begin to tremble at number ene,—that is, themselves. Perhaps
“the records of the Church contain nothing more jesuitically unfair than certain
“gttempts to prove this,—namely, that the Church of England in her office for
¢ infant baptism did not know what she intended,—and does not intend what she
“declares * * * * Againstall this, one simple passage in her service is an
«ample reply :—¢“Seeing now, dearly beloved hrethren, that this child is regen-
“erate, &c¢.” But is this regeneration no substantive reality? Isita mere ideal
tpossibility, a contingent something which faith cannot apprehend? | No, we beyr
“you to listen to the following words:—¢ Let us give thanks unto Almighty God
“Tor these benefits.”” Here undoubtedly is a return of grateful prayer, not for a
“fiction or idea, but for positive and ascertainable good. But what follows ix
¢ gtill more conclusive: “And with one accord make our prayers unto Him, that
“this child may lead the rest of his life according tn this beginning.” Now let
seus, for God's'sake, be candid,—what can the Church mean by *“zhis beginning,”
«oaxeept it be a commenced life of the new creature in the second Adam, as op-
“posed to the death of the old life by original sin in the first Adam? No words
“ean be more decisive than these: and it is more worshy @ Popish conlrover-
“gialist than a minisler of our reformed Catholic Church, to bend these
<capords into o shape and significance which it is tmpossible the Church hei-

'& * self could cver have inlended them lo bear.”
\ 3}

»
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»f water baptism. * T am al a loss to conceive what other meaning can be at
ached to the words, or for what other purpose are they repeated on such ocea-
ions. Now, I do not believe that our Lord, in the foregoiny passage of Scripture,
peant material water; and in this belief I am confirmed by several of the most
:minent Protestant divines, whose names I have given in paze 57 of my ¢ Vindi-
wation,”” on the authority of the Hon. and Ruv. Baptist Noel. T shall only add
1ere what Bishop Taylor says in his Liberty of Propheceying, page 2173, concern-
ng the passage in John iii 5 :—*“The water and the spirit in this place signify the
““same thing; and hy water is meant the effect of the spirit cleansing and purify-
“ing the soul, as appears in its parallel of Christ baptizing with the Spirit and
tAire.”!

Again, in the prayer following the address, our Saviour being baptized in the
Jordan is said fo have sanctified water “to the mystical washing away of sin,’’
or, “for this boly Sacrament ;”” and, therefore, shortly after, the sanctification of
the water, which is about to be used in the performamce of the rite, is besought
from God!!l It was the fulfilling of all righteousness, that iz, the complying with
all the obligations of the ceremonial, as well as the moral law, that our Saviour
designed by his baptism, and not the sanctification of water. Iudecd, it is high
time we should give up such Romish puerilities.

Again, the accomnt, (recorded in Mark x,) of young children being hrought o
Chuist, and being blessed by him, is addressed to the people present, who shall
stand up for the purpose of atiending to it, and who shall be invited 1o hear it.
Who would not believe that there would he some allusion, at least, to water bap-
tism in it, when so prominently brouglt forward on such an occasion? Ang yet
there is there nothing of the kind throughout.

Again, the salvation of Noah in the ark by water, and the children of Jsrac]
being led safely through the Red Sea, are said to have been figurative of God's
“holy baptism.” If the haptism by God, which is unquestinnably “holy,” (. e.
conferring and promoting holiness) and which was always felt and experienced
cven {rom the lfall of man, by God’s people—if the ‘one haptism *’ through Whjc];
“hy one Spirit we are all baptized into one body ”’—if this inward Laptism by

* T can show from the highest authorities of the Church of England that ¢,
cxplanation of the sacraments beiny generally nccessary to Sal’i’atiij‘l ‘t ¢
“aniversully 1. e. to ull men,” as the Provost's Catechism in Trinit)" "(*,Dﬁ?a,ns
Torouto, delines the word * generally.” I shall here only instance 4 ,f;,,ir V]“!’“’
written by the Rev. W. B. Kuight, examining Chaplain to the Bishop QfIJ‘[ J]'III:'F
This pamphlet is profissedly written for the conversion of Laptists, aud 1. {in{)a‘i'
printed and circulated by the great Church Society *for promntiy . (};B cen
knowledge.” Tt suys:—"The thivd text which I design to examine is Jo "
¢ ‘Exeept a man Le born of wuter and of the Spirit, he cunnot euter ; t
““Kingdom of God.” There cannot be a stronger proof than this \'OI’\"\'er: y ‘lhe
*tains, that no person whatever, man, woman, or child, can, in the reer‘con.
““way, enter intu the Kinvdom of Gud, unless he be born of water as(u-w[‘[“fd,,l od
¢rthe Spirit, as mentioned in the text.  T'he Spirit is not wwre expressiy q af
»ed to b essentiul than waler.  Boile ure essential.” Y declar-

ian
ohn i 5,
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God, in his office as the Holy Spirit or Sanctifier, were meant—then I could see
how Noah's heing saved by water, and the Israelites’ safe passage through the
Red Sea, were types to the one anti-type—spiritual baptism, or, as St. Peter calls
it, the answer of a good conscience toward God by the resurrection of Jesus
Christ. *

But neither the Church of England nor the Methodists, in their books of devo-

tion, (for I am cxamining both at the same time) mean the Spiritual baptism, but
water—baptism, in the places referred to.

Again, they pray that through their baptism its recipient “may be received into
the arle ot Christ’s Church.” T presume it is the Spiritual Church of Christ that
is meant here; and, if it is, those that are horn into it are born, *‘not of corrapt-
ible seed,” (such as water) “but of incorruptible, by the word of God, which liv-
eth and abideth for ever:’ (1st Pet. 1 23,) for that only **which is born of the
Spivit is spirit.”” According to the apostolic doctrine, there is but one baptism
now remaining in force: “One Lord, one faith, one baptism.” And as the
Christian dispensation is that of Christ, the one baptism must be the baptism of
Christ; T which is not by water, but by the Holy Ghost. By receiving the same
Spirit, we become of the same Spiritual body. The outward and visible sign may
introduce us into membership with such an outward and visible Church as holds
with the retention of the sign; but it is the effectual operation of the Spirit of
Christ in us, that renders us members of his body, or true spiritnal Church.

From all that I can see of the nature, use, and Denefit of water-baptism; and
from the settled conviction on my mind of the gross errors and transparent incon-
gruities to be found in the authorized formularies of the different Protestant de-
nominations concerning it; Ishould be ranked with those, who not only ¢ teach
for doctrines the commaudments of men,”” but also among those, who ‘‘speak lies
in hypoerisy, having their conscience seared with a hot ivon,” if I were to prac-
tise or countenance what is so much akin to Popery, and so foreign to the true
spirituality of a Gospel Church. As an accountable being I claim for myself free-
dom of opinion, and I {reely and fully accord the same to all others.

* The efficacy of Christ’s resurrection is the gift of the Spirit, and the Spirit of
Christ in a believer rectifies his conscience, and makes it good, so that it can re-
turn a sweet answer to God upon every word of his; for the work of the Spirit
in the heart answers every word of faith spoken from God; particularly it can
say to God, I was indeed flthy and unclean throughout, but I am now washed,
and justified, and sanctified in the name of the Lord Jesus, and by the Spirit of
my Giod. Tt is this Spirit—baptism which saves, and not th.e. water, which puts
away the filth of the i}esh only, but leaves the ﬁ}th of the Spirit as much as ever.
The truly baptized first dies unto sin, and is raised up afterwards from sin unto
rightcousness.

t Zuinglius, writing concerning the Commission of our Lord to his disciples to
baptise i_the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, says:—¢Jesus Christ
«did not by these words institute a form of baptism which we should use, as
divines have falsely taught.”—Zuin, Lib. De. Bapt, P. 56, Tom. 2, Oper.
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We find moveover, in John iii. 20, the Baptist saying, “He (i, ¢. Chiist) must
inerease, but I must decrease,” This indicates that as the Spiritual ministration
of Christ should advance, Joha's watery one should recede.  Instead of the latter
being joined with the former, it should fall into disuse by degrecs. From the
manner in which Paul in Ist Cor. i, thanked God that he had baptized but two or
three families, it is evident that the apostles looked not on water-bujtizm as an
essential or integral part of Christianity. We sce also that in the apostolic times
regeneration was not consequent upon its administration; for the Samaritans re-
ceived the haptism of the Holy Ghost some t{me after their water-baptisin (Acts
%) : Comelins and his friends received it before (Acets x 47); and BSimon the sor-
verer received it not at all, though he was baptized with water €Aets viii).

Tlhe continnance of water-baptism hy the apostles was hut an occasional conde-
scension ; * for it having heen am ancient custow, both among Jews and Gentiles,
to initinte their proselites by it; and it also _h_fl}@g t been administered by John
under divine nuthority, and taken up from:him by the disciples of our Lord; it
was become a ceremony of consideralle aceount with the generality, who saw not
sufficiently into the purity and simplicity of the Gospel: therefore it could wot,
wven after the inward buptism of Christ, (in his official sphere as the Holy Ghost)
wus manifested and experienced, he every where laid aside suddenly ; neither was
it reqquired so to be, but as John intimated, to decrease according as the power of
Godliness would prevail over its form.  In like manner, the apostles also ocea-
sionally complied with the rites of the Mosaic law in various particulars, viz :—
circumeision, vows, shavings, exterior purifications, sacrifices, anointings, &, all
which were permitted for a season ; yet had the professors of Christianity ahode
i the Spirit of it, and sincerely sought a crowth therein, ceremonics of ail kinds
would soon have been extinct in the Church. Dut, instead of growing in grace,
and in the saving knowledge o‘f our Lord Je=uz Christ, o falling away began early
f to take place, and in proportion as the life of religion dwindled, forms nnd sha.
lows were more and morc fastened upon, and gradually increaged upon, the de-
elining state of the Church, as the Spirit of Anti-Christ gained ground.

+ Paul says:—.And unto the Jews I becume as o Jew, that T mjoht rain the
Jews: to them that are under the law, as under the law, that T miehy, ‘,,fj’n th o
‘hat are under the law—To the weak became I us weak, that I IITi«rhf e te}m
weak: I am made all things to all men, that I might Ly all meansi'u\.ecqéfllne Jﬁ
st Cor. ix 20,22 : . - § .

1 The object of Juhn's water-baptism was typically to manifest .
Christ's app‘]roaching Kingdom of Grace. He therefore says :—{I {tt]el?\' E;lnr:ty tor
»ut that he should he made manifest to Israel, therefore am I come ba t}lfi :
vithwater * * * * He that sent we to baptize with WATER, the S.”Eolzm.ﬁ
anto me, upon whom thou shalt see the Spirit descending, and remainine onllfiayl
‘he same is he which baptizeth with the Holy Gilost.”  Johni 31, 33° ™

1 Zuinglius, the founder of the Kefurmed Church, and the earliest a4 well
he most eminent of all the Reformers, suys:—“In the beginning of my bOOkai
nust ingenuously profess, that almost all those that have undertaken 1., write of
vaptism, even from the very times of the Apostles, have, (which T degjpe ma }?
woken with the favour of all) not in a fiw things, crred from the S ey” *
Zuin, De. Bapt. P. 56, Tom. 2 Opr. “oreT—
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I have also been blamed by my friends for discontinuing' the administration of
the Lord’s Supper. On the other hand, I cannot help often expressing my sur-
prise that they; whether Clerical or Lay, having any knowledge of the spirituality
of the Gospel, should not only believe in the doctrine of the Trinity, which Dr.
Whately, one of their Archbishops, allows to be uascripiural, and to be errone-
ously called a mystery, but that they should also repeatedly, in their communion
service, call the Lord’s Supper a mystery. For not only the plainness of our
Lord’s directions to his disciples, who were, atthe time of the supper, in sorrow at
the thought of his departure from them; and the scriptural doctrine of Zuingle (who
is said in Mosheim to have been, beyond comparison, the brightest ornament of the:
Protestant cause); and the doctrines’of the other Swiss Reformers, teachusto loolk
upon the bread and wine in no other light than as the signs and symbols of the
absent body and blood of Christ; but also the Spiritual Babylon is characterised
in Rev. xvii. 5, as having upon her forehead a name written— ‘¢ Mystery.”

It is astonishing how the miry clay of Popery adhered to Luther all through,
for he even believed in Consubstantiation. Mosheim says that Calvin’s views
on the Lord’s supper were generally regarded nearly as erroneous as Luther's.
How, in conjunction with Popery and Lutheranism, Calvinlookeduponthe Lord’s
Supper as a myste1y, may be seen from the following, where he says:—*“If it be
“asked me how it is, that is, how believers sacramentally receive Christ’s hody
“and blood, I shall not be ashamed to confess, that it is a secret too high for me
“to comprehend in my spirit, or explain in words-"’

Again, ¥ feel surprised how any persons, who do not believe in the ubiquity or
omnipresence of Christ’s created body, and who agree with the Scripture, and
with the last rubric after the Communion Service in the Church of England pray-
er book, that Christ’s human body is limited, and is to remain at the right hand
(that is the principal place) of power till the restitution of all things; how such
persons can pray, according either to the Church of England, or Methodist, Com-
munion Service, that they “‘may be partakers of his’” (i. v. Christ’s) ““most bles-
sed body and blood.” It is true, the ministers of both denominations, in the
“prayer of consecration,” imitate closely the Romish priest in his prayer of con-
secration at the Mass, by laying their hands ‘upon all the bread ”” and ‘“upon all
the vessels which contain the wine’’ * but, notwithstanding all the process of the
formal sanctification of the elements, yet 1 do not believe that the body of Christ
is partaken of, or can be there to be partaken of. ]

T know how the monstrousness of this doctrine is sought to be obviated by say-
ing, as the Presbyterians do in their answer to ¢ What is the Lord’s Supper,”’ t'hat
t4he worthy receivers are, not after a corporal and carnal manner, but bg/ faith,
made partakers of his,” (i. e. Christ's) «hody and blood'.”. Now‘, I belllefze the
R. Catholics would say much the same thing ; and would insist on it, th%.lt itis “by
faith " that they become partakers of the Lord’s body. .The R. Catholics believe
that the consecrated bread becomes the body of Christ. The Protestant very

proper]y considers such a doctrine of Transubstantiation to be nothing more or
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lesg than a gross, senseless error; but still he helieves, that he receives the hody
of Christ in a supernatural way by faith, &c. T, on the contrary, belicve with the
Swiss Reformers, that we cannot become par{«kersof the Lord’s body by faith, or
dy any other way; for Scripture and reason point out its impossibility. We
may be partakers of the Divine nature, (2inl Peter i. 1), and of the benefils re-
sulting from our Saviour’s hody heing given for us and his blood shed for us, to
sur “spivitual nowrishment and groweth in grace ' but the actual flesh of Chyist,
10 matter how spiritualized, profiteth nothing.  John vi. 63,

T know also, from conversations I have had frequently with Church people and
Dissenters, the surprise manifested by them, when I showed them from their Ar-
icles of faith, their Sacramental services, or their ('atechisms, what absurdities
hey prayed for, sanctioned, and consequently professed. They would remark,
serhaps, that they were not aware of so much indisputable error belonging to
heir systems of divinity; for that their ministers slurred over such, and taught
tom their pulpits only what was spiritual.  All this that they suy may be true;
out, if so, it is putting a picce of new cloth unto an old garment, or, new wine
nto old hottles. But new wine should be put into new bottles; the old leaven
hould be purged out so that there may be a new lump serving “in newness of
pirit, and not in the olduess of the lctter”; “for the letter killeth, but the spirit
dveth life.”  Rom. vii. 6 and 2nd Cor. iii. 6.

I have shown in the “Viudication” by extracts from Dr. Adam Clatk, Bishop
Jewton, Rev. D. Brown, the Cottage Bible, &c., how that the words ‘411l he
ome ”’ mecant till the Lord come in his avenginz power to destroy the city and
emple of Jerusalem. I also stated that those whom the Apostle, in the passage
eferred to, addressed, and reproved for impropricty of conduct at the Lord's Sup-
er, were Jews, * and conscquently familiar with the meanin generally attach-
d to the words “till I come,”” viz:—that they related to the dustruction of Jeru-
alem. I would remark here furthfer, in c.orroboration of this view of the Apos-
e's words, that the Lord's Supper is mentioned by Mutthew, who wrote his (jos-
el about the year 35; by Mark, who wrote his Gospel ahout the year 61; and
y Luke, who wrote his Gospel about the year 63, Tiug John, who wro,te his
tospel about the year Y=, being 35 years after any of the others hag written
aeir Gospels, or the Apostle Paul had written the epistle to the C‘)l‘inthians,

* In a work much used and patronized by the Chureh of Enylang enm
Help to the reading of the Bible,” by the Rev. B. E. Nicholls, Curgte ot S
ohn’s, Walthamston, are the following remarks on the first Epistie to the ps nt
xians :—** Shortly after Panl’s departure frum Corinth, the peace of the Ch011n-
-as disturbed by one or more false teachers, probally Jews, (2n urch
‘he endeavoured to draw aside the converts from Paul and his doctrines, by ¢
1g in question the authority of his mission, and ridiculing the plain an’d q}f caill.
;yle in which he delivered his instructions. Ilence arose divfsiony and otillmp'e
sgularities among the Corinthians, totally incousistent with the srenuine g T 1r-
1e (tospel, such as uncleanness, covetousness, litigation, feusting with ildpllrlt of
« their sacrifices, want of decorum in public worship, ParliCulur]y i o O.a't.ers
1e Lord’s Supper. Celving

d Cor, xj 22)
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which latter contains the disputed passage, and which was written in the year 56&
—John, the only one of the writers of the New Testament who wrote after the
destruction of Jerusalem (which occurred in the year 71) wrote nothing whatever
about the Lord’s Supper. We may undoubtedly infer from this fact, that the pe-
riod of time designed by our Lord for the observance of the Ordinance had ex-
pired: he having come according to his predicted declaration and according to
general expectation, and having destroyed the temple and having fully brought
about the time of reformation, all thenceforward were to * worship the Father i
spirit and in truth.”

The ¢ Encyclopeedia of Useful Knowledge” (to which I have occasionally re-
ferred) speaking of John’s Gospel says:—¢8t. John, therefore undertook, per-
haps at the request of the true believers in Asiﬁ, to write what Clement of Alex-
andria called a spiritual gospel ; and, accordingly, we find in it more of doc-
trine, and less of Aistorical narrative, than in any of the others. It is also to
be remembered, that this book, which contains so much additional information
relative to the doctrines of Christianity, and which may be considered as a stand-
ard of faith for all ages, was written by that apostle, who is known to have en-
joyed, in a greater degree than the rest, the affection and confidence of the divine
Anthor of our religion; and to whom was given a special revelation concerning
the state of the Christian church in all succeeding generations,”

Dr. McIlvaine, the present bishop of Ohio, in his sermon on John vi 53, 54,
says:—¢Nor is it any more explicable that St. John, who alone of all the Evan-
“gelists gives the conversation before us, should be the only one to omit all ac-
“count of the explanatory institution of the Sacrament; his narrative alone pre-
¢ gents the difficulty to be solved, and his alone omits the necessary explanation.
“To those, who, in his days, and afterwards, had no gospel but his, as no
« doubt was the case with many, a conversation was stated, on the understanding
¢ of which, as containing a duty, eternal life depends; and that conversation re-
¢ ferred, for the only understanding and fulfilling the duty, to the institution of a
o certain Sacrament, and yet ot that institution not & word is given by St. John.
¢t Qo improbable an omission of so necessary a key, is strong evidence that the
¢ gonversation had no primary reference to that Sacrament.” *

* Bishop McIlvaiue is cvidently right, when he proves that the eating of Christ's
fesh, &e., in Jobn vi, has no primary refgr.ence to t];\e_z Lqrd’s Supper; th_at it was
to the spirit those words referred—* a spiritual participation of hum ; which alone
«eould profit them with God; that Christ’s words were to be ta.lfeu inthat spirit-
+pal sense, and only when so taken would they he words of life to the souls of’
«men.” The compilers of the prayer book, however, seem to have thought dif-
forently: for, in the prayer in the communion service, after the * consecration,”
we read as follows :—* We do not presume to come to this thy T'able, §c., * *
Grant us theretore, gracious Lord, so to eat the flesh of thy dear Son Jesus Christ,
and to drink his Dlood, that our sinful bodies may be made clean by his tody, and
our souls washed through his most precious blood, and that we may evermore

dwellin him, and hein us.”  Thus the 56th verse in John vi, which says, ¢ He
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T would arzue, in like manner, that *‘so improhable an omission of so neces
wy 7 an secount of the institation of the Lord's Supper, is “strong evidence "

1t eateth my flesh, and drinketh my Nood, diwelleth in nie, and I in him,’” is
lludedd to.  In fact the 6th of John is atiully mized up nud identified with the
-ords of the institution of the ordinance, leading the undizceininge to belicyve that
he Lord's Sapyey was intendred in both, and thus far sanctioning the line of Ro-
Aish argumentiadion, so foreibly contenlded azainst by the Bishop of Ohio, buten-
orsed by the Methodists in their Communion Service, which imitatively fullows in
1 wake of the Church of Enuland.

I may, at this time, be understood to have proved how Scripture is wrested to
rove and aphold Calvin’s doctrine ot the receiving of the body of Christ in the
word's Supper by the fidth ful, which docteine may appropriately be called the
tdpolz of Popery. The Church of Enuland needs this conrse of action 5 to prove
aat the “inward part or thing simified,” in the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper
¢« the “hady and blood of ("hrist, which are” it says :—“rerily and indeed
then and recoived by the faithful in the Lord’s Supper.”  The Methodists need
ueh a course 5 for they adopt into their 13th Article of faith the followine defin-
ion, to he found also in the 25th Artiele of the Church of England. ¢ The Sap-
er of the Lurd 1s not only a sign that Christians owght to have amons themselves
ne to another, hut rather is a Sucrameut of our redemption by Clirist's death ;
womuch, that to such ax rizhtly, worthily, and with faith receive the sume, the
cead which we breale is a partaling § of the hody of Christ; and likewise the
up of blessing is a partaking of the blood of Christ.” [ The Preshvicrinns re-
uire such & course to support what they lay down in their ¢ Shorter Catechism ”?
oncerning the Buchist, viz :—¢ The Lord’s Supper is a Nucrament, whercin, by
iving and receiving hread and wine, according to Christ’s appointment, his death
s shewed forth; and the worthy receivers are, not after a corporal and carnal
wnner, but by faith, wade pariakers of his body and hlood, with all his e
ts, to their spiritual novri=hient and groweth in ovaee? Tt s unneeessary to
fer also to Independents, &, to show in their doctrine of the Lord's Supper a
lose afﬁnity to P()l'n‘l'_\'.

§ 'Ihe reader. on referring to my  +* Vindication *7 ps. 49. 50, would ree, that 1he proper meaning of
e Gireek wond Koinonda in 141 Cor, X, (o~ explained by Buroet) is i pactakine, nor com mimien

an. u< s tendered in Boglish in their 19th Artiele of faith by the Methodi<ts. and in the 2314 Al’ll"‘]l—'
“the Charch of Englawl. (Latin vers. communiratio.) bul a joini owning or joint acknowhdas ning of
hrist and of his death i the contmuing - till the time of Retormation” the vite of the Tond s Sy s

shall_here lav before the reader what I helieve to be the proper transhation of 1st Cor xllrl (",.r.'
herein it will be seen that by wranslating the word Rocnonio by the meaning—joint orning m’_’ ~~
sknowledgment (3 meaning, says Bishop Bumet =which, it i< true. it does alon often signy » }m]”{
hole passage will 1o longer ~erve asa prop to Popery?s colos<al error, which con- m‘lhﬁ‘, n,.—," e
fecommumeating or imparting t the taithfal the body and blood of Chrst g the Saeram?l t FIEH
onl’s Supper. T speak to wise wen; jodge ye what T aay. The cup of |r|c'~»i|]lr'which \I- .Ob]l -
o for which we gve thavksp s it not @ joint arknowd dznicnt 1 of the bload of (lorist? Th“ } 5%
‘hich we break is it nota joint arkuor dzmiont 2 of the body of Christ? A< there 14 one 1 C 'I”‘a‘l_
@) <o we being many are one (religion~) bo: for we are all partolirs 3 o that o )r-l im (i
chold Tsmael after the flesh : are not they which cat of the saeriees joint ackymit. do. e 1 “(""I"‘ ’“"'“'-)
Vhat ~ay I then? that the idol is any thing, or that which 1s offcred wm swerifice 1o ni..|< i " a!lar_?
w1 =ay. that the things which the Gentiles ~acrifice. they ~acrifice 10 devits, and not 1 \‘-}n\l ,”,”“q H
‘ould not that ve should be joint acknowtrdgers 5 of devils. Yo carnot drink the enp of 4 "I" Fand §
1e cup of devils 1 ye cannot be partakers 6 of the Lord's table. and of the table ol (I..{’,ﬂ. 1e Lord. and
oke the Lord to jealousy? Are we <tronger than he? vils. Do we pro-
1| In the praqer of consecration in the Communion offlce of the Fopi-en G

Mawing remarkable words :— Vonch=afe to bless and sanenty, w xlh rh)pa\l\glﬁln'l:l}(‘l (E‘I‘ I\lrm\-!ﬂn"] arcthe
thy vilts and creatures of bread an! wine. THAT THEY MAY BIcoup THL . oly Spurit. these
MNST DEARLY BELOVED 50N, # ¢ ¢« And here we humbly offer

BODY AND BLOODL OF THY
wul present i thaee, O Lord,

1 Greo k. Koo ; (Eng, Trans. the commuviion). 2 Gevi k. Keinanie - E

. . g - fhe - ! . . : (Eng. s. the con
ton). 3 Greek. .llril"kful.lflh a wonl diflerent trom Keoin and ll)lrrnl'..n;(\..[';- '{I)‘rr:[r)\('srhl,lu;:zm;,m_
,vyrlrzl\r‘ri” 4 Koinonoi ; (Iing. Trang. partakers). 5 Geeelk, Komnonop«; (L Trans, 'har; I\/}‘w(l
1) 6 Greek. Motekean ; properly translaled partakers. ’ 5 - f o
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that John, who wrote after the age of figurative observances,  deemed it contrary
to the Spirit's teaching to advert, in his *spiritual Gospel,”” to an ordinance,
which with others of a similar nature, had given way to the spiritual worship of

Jebovah,  as foretold by our Lord in his conversation with the Samaritan woman
at Jacob’s well.

t Gibb, in his “Directions for searching the Scriptures,’” says:—¢“The ficura-
““tive institutions of the Law, which received a spiritual accomplishment in
“ Christ, as their true substance, might here be recommended to attention ; but as
“their mystical signification and design were scarcely so much as hinted at in
‘‘the Gospels or early instrnctions given by the Apostles, but reserved from
““babes, for the purpose of being afterward explained, fo perfect the knowledgo
“of the more advanced Christians, the intelligent inquirer may advantageously
‘““delay the investigation of the ultimate meaning, till he reach the Epistle to tho
¢ Hebrews, which is the proper seat of this subject.”

1 The reader will bear in mind, that Clement of Alexandria, calls John’s Gos-
pel a “spiritual Gospel.” And though it should be granted that the word “bap-
lize,””” in our Lord’s Commission, pointed to an outward ablution of the body, yet
the same argument, just now laid down, of John omitting in his Gospel to men-
tion any direction fo baptize, would show that the inspired Evangelist, who wrote
qfter ‘“the time of Reformation”—* the Anur when the true worshippers shouid
worship the Father 712 spirit and in truth "—that he (as I have alveady remark-
ed) deemed it conirary to the Spirit’s teaching to record for observance, or even
advert to ordinances, which were only of femporary obligation. It may also be
here observed that Luke, who is the latest writer of the Evangelists next to John,
in like manner omits all mention of our Lord's commission 0 baptize.

But it may here be asked, “Did not our Lord in Matt. xxvii1 19, 20, promise
that he would be with those that baptized * unto the end of the world”? In
reply I would say, that it is his ¢ preached Gospel ”” which our Redeemer (in his
office of Sanctifier) will ever he with; that thereby <¢all nations should he
blessed,” and the heathen be justified through faith in the same. See Gual. iii. 8 and
Jobn xvi 8. I would add, that it is generally conceded by the best authorities thai,
according to the Greek language in which Matthew’s Gospel was written, the
words Sunteleia tou aionos should not be translated *“end of the world”’ but “end
of the age.”” This would exactly agree with all that I have been saying of out-
ward ordinances heing enjoined and sanctioned only till the end of the Jewishaae,
that is, “till the time of reformation,” after the destruction of Jerusalem. If thn
reader will refer to Bishop Newton’s xviiith Dissertation on the Proplecies, he
will find the following remarks on Matt. xxiv 3:— Tell us when shall these
“things be, and what shall be the sign of thy cominy, and of the end of tho
“world?”  These are only different expressions, to denote the sume period with
“the destruction of Jerusalem; for when they conceived would be the destruction
“of Jerusalem, then they conceived would be the coming of Christ; and when
“they conceived would be the coming of Christ, then they conceived would he
¢the “cnd of the world,”” or rather (as it should be rendered) ‘ the conclu-
“sion of the age ’"—*Sunieleia tow aidnos.” *“The end of the world,” or “the
“conclusion of the age,” is the same period with the destruction of Jerusalem;
“for there being two ages (as they were called) among the Jews, the one under

“ourselves, our souls and bodies, to be a reasonable. holy, and lively sacrifice unio thee, beseeching
tthee. that whosoever shall be partakers of this holy Communion, may worthily RECEIVE THE “0sT
« pRECINUS BODY AND BLOOD OF THY SON JE£US CHRIST.”?  Alithongh I have never sren a Roman Catin-
alic Missal, yet I would confidently make the declaration, that theve js nat within itx pages a stronger
acknowledgment of the carporal presence of Christ in the Fuehrist than is contained m ihe foregaing
extracts, .

D
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¥hen it is considered that bread broken und wine poured out, were our Lord's
sen types of his body and blood, as mentioned in the institution of the Lord’s
yper; and that they were the universal food, at least in eastern countries, and
‘ormer times, of mankind, accessible to all, and not requiring “priestly inter-
tion for preparation or distribution "—when this is cunsidercd, we may fairly
wclude that the efizcts of the body and blood, given and shed thus emblematically,
lo speal: more properly, the spiritual benetiis and grace derived from a
Iy faith in the afoneinent made by our Lord fur us by the giving of his sacred
ly and the shedding of his blood, come not by the intervention oi human hands,
can they be prevented from reaching the ncedy Ly any human wiil.  Bishop
[lvaine, in the sermon I lave alluded to on the Gth of John, speaking of the
ana u< a tvpe of our Lord's flesh and blood, gives u better exposition of my
aning than I can du myself. He thus proceeds:—

¢The whole lcnor of the chapter from which we have selected the text, com-
els us to understand, that, as in the first sentence of the text, “Except ye eat
1e flesh of the $un of Man, and drink his blood, ye have no life in you,” our
ord is spraking of a necessiy as universal 23 the nature of fallen man; <o, in
1e seeond sentence, “ Whoso eateth my flesh and drinketh my blood hath eter-
al life,” he is speaking of a remedy cnully universal and applicable; onc which
spends not on any outward circwmsiance, institution, or privilege, which a
sliever may, or may not, possess; but it is accessible wherever Christ is known,
ad his word received. Itschoscn type was the Hunna, ¢ Yourfathers did eat
wanna in the wilderness and ove dead.  Tlis is the bread which cometh down
om heaven, that a man may eat thereof and not die.”” But it was remarkably
1e attribute of that breod in the wilderness, that it was alike accessible to all
1at needed it. Priestly interveniion had nothing to do with its preparation or
stribution.  Pricsts obtained it no more cusily, or directly, or abundantly, un-
:r no more privilege, of any sort, than the mearest of the people. The fam-
y of Aaron was treated, in regard to the common hread of Israel, not as the
«cerdotal family, but simply a5 a portion of the dependent people of God. It
a3 before the appointment of the sacramental rites of the ceremonial law thai
i¢ manna was first given, ard its ordinance appointed; and when the ceremo-
al law brought in iis priesthood, and sacrifices, and sacramental institutions, no
ange was made in the universal freeness of the manna; in its perfect inde-
ndence of all sacramental, all sacerdotal azency, in its being the norestricted
ymmon bread of all the people of God alike. So it continued wuntil the host

ie law, the other under the Messiah; when the city and temple were destroyed

ad the Jewish polity in Church and state was dissolved, the former are must of
surse be concladed, and the age under the'Messiah be commenced  * * *
ut here the phrase appears to be used much in the same manner as in the
pistle to the Hebrews 1x 26,—¢ But now once in the end of the world hath he
ppeared 10 put away sin by the sacrifice of himself; “inthe end of the world,”

ept sunt ., t6n aionon,” ¢ in the conclusion of the Jewish age or ages.’’ "
ges.
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“had crossed the Jordan, and exchanged the bread of the wilderness for #the
*‘new corn’’ of the promised land. And such is our Lord’s chosen type of his
“flesh and blood, as the living bread from heaven, without which we cannot have
“gternal life.”

“You will readily perceive, in these remarks, the interpretation I put on the
“words of the text. By the flesh and blood of Christ, which we must receive, I
“understand Christ himself. * We must receive him as our life, according to
‘the connected verse: ¢ He that eateth me even he shall live by me.” (v. 57.)

* Bishop Cronin of Huron, at a late meeting of his Syned, and while surround-
ed by complacent Clerical and Lay attendants, declared that Trinity College, To-
ronto, (which had been erected and cherished by Bishop Strachan and his Clergy
all over Canada West, was the last place to which he would send his son to be
educated. Shortly after this, in a eircular dated August 29 1860, Bishop Cronin
assigned the cause, viz. “That in his view the matter taught there was most
dangercus to all the students’ “dangerous in the extreme’ “dangerous in the
present time, when there is, especially in the minds of the young, such a hanker-
ing after the errors and superstitions of Rome.” The Bishop further says,
that ¢‘if baptism, the supper of the Lord, and the authoritative absolution {ake
away sin_and seal the pardon of the transgressor, then the Church of Rome is
right, and our forefathers were unjustifiable schismatics in separating from her
communion.’’

This is rash langnage to come from the would-be evangelical Bishop of Huron.
For what else is expected or prayed for in the baptismal service, but to have sin
taken away by it? 1t says, “ We call upon thee for this Infant, that he coming
1o thy holy Baptism, may receive remission of his sins by spiritual regenera-
tion”’] So in the authoritative absolution in the * Visitation of the Sick’’ the
Minister says, ‘And by his authority committed to me I absolve thee from all
thy sins. 3rdly, In the xxvth Article, Sacraments are defined as effectual signs
of grace, and God’s good will toward us, by the which ¢ (Sacraments) he doth
work invistbly in us, and doth not only quicken, but also strengthen and con-
firm our faith in him.”” Again in the xxvith Article, Baptism is declared to be
‘g sign of regeneration or new Bivth, whereby, as by an insirument, they that re-
ceive Baptismrightly ’ (thatis, in dueform) “are graftedinto the Church, the prom-
1ses of the _forgiveness of sin, and of our adoption to be the Sons of God by the
Holy Ghost, are visibly signed and sealed.” It comes to this then, that if the
places in the Prayer Boolk to which I have referred mean anything, it is, that
“baptism, the Supper of the Loerd, and the authoritative ahsolution do take away
sin and seal the pardon of the transgressor;’’ and if so, says Bishop Cronin, ‘ the
Church of Rome is right, &e.”

Several years ago I held more than one long argument with Bishop Cronin,
both in my own house and elsewhere on the Popery in the Prayer Book; and on
those occasions I told him plainly that he and lis ministerial brethren were as
open to the charge of the opus operatum, or “office and ministry,” ecclesiastical
scheme, as the R. C. Priests. In the Bishop of Huron’s covert attack on Bishop
Strachan—who, as is universally known, is a worldly minded old man, governed
in religion by Archdeacon Bethune, that deep, Puseyite barometer of the Diocese,
who with Fabion cautior, has been trying for many years to Romanize this Pro-
testant Province—in this inconsistent attack, in the midst of the Synod, one is
reminded of the damsels at the Inn, buckling up ‘“The Knight of the rueful coun-
tenance.”” He has passed the night prostrate on the door of the Chapel, and locks
grim enough, while the ruddy wenches are bursting with langhter.

‘But my principal reason for quoting here from the Bishop of Huron’s Circular,



3

« And if you ask, theu, why Lis flesh and blood are =u particularly uxeutioncd! I
“answer, hbecuuse it is as having been once offered up o.n the cross, 4 pru.[:}tx-
tatary sacrifice for our sins, that we are to receive our Saviour: Christ crucifivd
“——Cilrist as having heen ¢ wounded,” under the sword of the law, *for our
“transsressions 73 as having poured out his precious blood for the remission of
s our sﬁns. We 1ﬁust always keep that great sacrifice, of which s flesh and
“plood were the constiluents, in the eve and embrace of our faith. And then
“again, by euting that flesh and drinking that blood, I understand simply that
“ habitual cvevcise of earnest faith in Christ as the propitiaticn for our sins
“t{n his death, and as our unfailing lile, now that he hath ascended to the right
‘“hand of the Father Almighty, wherely we come to him, trust in him, appropri-
“‘ate his henefits to our souls, and live on the daily supplies ot his grace.”

is to show the reader more fully, how the artful mixing up of the vith of John
with the words of the institution of the Lord’s supper is confessedly wrong. For
i the Circular the Bixlip says:—*When we add to this that those youny men,
““who ave thus tanglt, in the lirst year of their university course, to toy with the
“Sucvianents of the Church of Rome, are further instructed that the recipient of
““the bread and wine in the Sucrument of the Lord’s Supper partakes of the glo-
* rified humanity of the Sen of God, T think it will be acknowledzed that the
“teaching is danzerous in a very hivh degree.  Moreover, in this (the Provost’s)
‘Catechism, ovwr Lord’s words, recorded 1n the 6th chapter of St. Joh's Gospel,
‘are repratedly quoted, as spoken concerning the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup-
‘per, as in the following answers :-— .

" Question,—Prove from Holy Seripture, that the Lord's Supper is generally
‘necessury? Answer,—+ Then Jesus said unto them, Verily, Verily, I'say unto
‘you, except ve cat the flesh of the Suu of man, and drink his blood, ye have no
‘fife in yow. -—John vi. 5. Question,—What words of our Lord show this?
“Answer,—Our Lord spexks of the spiritual benefits which should certainly flow
trom eating his flesh and blood, of which henefits the wicked cannot be thought
to partake—** Wloso eateth my flesh, and drinketh my blood, hath eternal life;
and T will raise him vp at the last day. He that eateth my flesh, and drinketh
me Dloold, dwelleth in me, and I in him.”—John vi. 54, &e. Question.—
Prove from Holy Scripture that the Holy Euchrist sustains the spiritual
Lfe tmparted by baplism. Answer,—“Then Jesus said unto them, Verily,
verily, Isay unto you, except vo eat the flesh of the Son of man, and drink his
ood, you have no life in you.""—John vi. 53.

After thus quoting from the Catechism used in the College, Bishop Cronin con-
aues to xay:—*in these questions and answers, taken from different parts of
the Catechisi, the student is unhesitatingly taught to interpret the words of our
Lord, in the 6th of John, as spoken concerning the Sacrament of the Lord’s
Supper. Comrmentators of the Church of England since the Reformation, and
some Roman Catholic Divines, have interpreted the sixth Chapter of St. John's
Gospel as having no reference whatever to the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup-
per; and one of the latter has asserted that * the Universal Church has under-

stood this passage, ever since its promulgation, 1o mean spiritual eating
and dr}nkvng by a living faith.” _Oune of our own most eminent Reformers,
(Archlixshop Cranmer) when combating the doctrine of transubstantiation, thus
‘;Xgl;;sjzegt c}JJjJ'DtJielf concerning this passage :—¢ Christ in that place of John
éZting (s tha,i Tvatenall{ an:i ’Sacraﬁnental bread, nor of the Sacramental
ordainedy s but e Sas 1s‘:po en two or three years befor_e the bacrar'nent was first

= ; spake of spiritual bread ; many times repeating, I am the
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It has been remarked to me, that my striciures on the remains of Popery to he
found in the liturgies and Catechisms of the various Protestant Churches are just
and much called for; and that the time is fast approaching, when the people will
no longer tamely submit to erroneous teaching. In confirmation of this change
shortly coming round, I am referred to what is going on in England at the pre-
sent time in the Established Church, and to the fact, that Lord Ebury lately pre-
sented a petition, signed by 460 clergymen, “praying her Majesty to appoint a
Royal Commission to revise the Book of Common Prayer, with the object of see-
ing whether it can be made more profitable than it now is for the religious edifica-
tion and instruction of the people.”” * This is certainly = move in the right
direction: and I am happy to learn from the petitioners’ address, that four thou-
sand of their clerical brothren had already expressed their “just scruples’” under
their signature, hoping for relief from what is called in the petition “semblances
of dangerous error.”” In the mean time I see from the English papers that
eleven thousand Clergymen have petitioned against o revision; so that looking
at the case both ways, I think it will be a long time before the ‘‘Superiors in ec-
clesiastical concerns’ will do anything in the matter. Dutevenifa ¢ritual, clear
in terms from what they are authorized to eschew in fuct,” were allowed by the
hierarchy, still it would be only a superficial healing of the rankling wound left as
o heritage to the Church by mediceval Popery. Until the doctrines of the Trin-

“hread of life which came down from heaven ; and of spirilual ealing by faith ;
“after which sort he was at the same present time eaten of as many as be-
“ lieved on him, although the Sacrament was not at that time made and institut-
“ed. And therefore he said, ¢ Your fathers did eat manna in the desert, and died;
“but he that cateth this bread shall live for cver.” Therefore, this place of St.
“John can in no wise be understood of the Sacramental bread, which neither
‘“came from heaven, neither giveth life to all that eat. Nor of such bread could
“Christ did then consecrate so many years before the institution of his holy sup-
111 er.” 17

I;[‘he Toronto Weekly Globe of September 28, 1860, (the Editors of which are
Free Church Presbyterians) noticing this unseemly controversy between the mitred
“Lords’ of Toronto and Huron, (who like Jeshurim of old, have “waxcd fat, and
¢“Isicked)”’ contains among other remarks the following :—‘ Suffice it to say, that
textracts from the Catechism conclusively show that the (lorification of the
¢ Virgin Mary, the Intercession of Saints, Baptismal regeneration, the 1ecognition
“of other Sacraments besides Baptism and the Lord's Suprer, and a modified
“ form of transubstaniiation, are taught by the provost of Trinity College.” It
‘“does not lie within our province to enlarge upon this fact. If the Episcopalian
“body in Canada, by whom Trinity College has been built and is supported, de-
“gire that Tractarianism shall be taught within its walls, it is not our business to
‘“ convince them of their ervor.”

With regard to this latter declaration of the Presbyterian penmen I would sub-
missively remark, that they, with others of the various shades of Protestantism
who coudemn the Tractarians, may fairly be excused from the duty of being their
‘brothers’ keepers,” while their own formularies of faith or devotion are impreg-
nated with ¢ Baptismal regeneration and a modified Transubstantiation.”

¢ The Fetition states among many other things, ‘That a beneficial change
might be {found in discontinuing the congregational use of the Athanasian creed.”
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ty, the rational human sonl of Christ, and the Sacraments, are left altogether to
Rome—justly entitled to their troublesome posscssion from being their inventor,
heir upholder, and theiy garnisher—until this is done, the radical point of
sorruption and weakness (comprehending assumcd mysteriousness, inextricable
abyrinths, and supercilious unreasonableness) will not be scripturally, rationally,
wund unprejudicedly remedie:l.

Here I will be suspected of encouraging the Protestant Churches to harmonize
vith the Mysties of old in the rejection of Sacraments, &c., as the Paulicians and
Juakers Aid. In reply I freely acknowledge that the suspicion of such being my
wdent desire is richt. And what would be the consequence? Why, instead ofa
‘hristianity, for the most part merely nominal, worldly minded, inconsistent, and
listracted by hostile contentions, you would witness, admire, and enjoy a Christi-
mity, that would, as desivncd by its gracious Author, bring ¢ Glory to God in the
uzhest, and on earth peace, goud will toward men.””  This Christianity would in-
leed dispense with typical forms, which may be made as doors of entrance into
mtward and visible Churches, and as marks and pledges of fellowship amongst
aen ; but they are not such to the spiritual ecommunity of the invisible Church of
Shrist, the members whereof, as lively stones, are built up a spiritual house, an
woly priesthood, to offer up spiritual sacrifices, acceptable to God by Jesus Christ,
st Peter ii. 5.

Tor the substantiating of my chservations, I may be permitted to refer to Mo-
heim, who seems to have been very much disinclined to speak favourably of the
Iyztics, but, impelled by force of obvious truth, he speaks of them (Cent, 14) as
ollows :—¢ A prodigious number of the people, denominated Mystics, resided and
‘propagated their tenets in almost every part of Europe. There were undoubt-
“edly among them many persons of eminent piety, wio endeavoured to wear men
‘from an excessive attachment to the external part of religion, and to form
‘them to the love of God, and the practice of genuine virtue.” Again, writing
n “the dismal state of the Church,”” (Cent. 16) just hofore the Reformation, he
ays:—*‘If any sparks of real piety subsisted under this despotic empire of super-
‘stition, they were only to be found among the Mystics. For this sect, renounc-
‘ing the subtilty of the schools, the vain contentions of the learned, with all the
‘acts and ceremonies of external worship, exhorted their followers to aim at
‘nothing but internal sanctity of heart, and communion with God, the centre and
‘source of holiness and perfection. Hence the Aystics were loved and respect-

\ . -
ed by many persons, who had a serious sense of religion, and were of a tender
‘and devotional complexion.”

From the circumstances connected with the conversion of Saul of Tarsus (as

ecorded by the inspired Physician) I am encouraged in prayerfully treasuring the
L=}

10pe, that those persons, who for a season may indulge blindly in ascetic intoler-

ince towards me and my paraphlets, may, in the merciful hour of God’

8 visitation
3 3 1 .
eceive ‘‘the ingrafted word,"

and experience a “ time of refreshing from the
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presence of the Lord.” My own experienc in this respect, of God's long suffer-
ing mercy, should authorize me to believe so; it is as follows :—

About thirty years ago, whilst attending one of my quarterly examinations in
the Dublin University, preparatively to my ordination in the Church of England;
in taking an evening walk through the metropolis, my attention was attracted to
a considerable number of persons, who were crowded around the door of a Lec-
ture room. On enquiry I soon understood that a public discussion on the doc-
trine of the Trinity was about to be held between Swedenborgians and some Col-
legians. All were waiting impatiently for one of the controversialists from the
College. It being considerably past the time of commencing, I was requested to
take the place of the unaccountahly absent Collegian. It being on the side of
orthodoxy and the College, I readily consented. Though of Junior Sophister's
standing, or, in other words, in my third year of attendance at College, yct I only
knew as much about the doctrine of the Trinity then as the generality of the D.
Ds. A. Ms. and Revds. knew ahout it, and that is, I may say, little or nothing at
all. *  After this, many years passed away; during which I troubled myself as
little about the investigation of the doctrine as other ministers, who have neither
inclination nor disinterestedness enough to enguire iuto it. But when, in the
Lord’s own good time, the ligh{, of the knowledge of the glory of God in the face
of Jesus Christ shone upon me, then I halted not ¢ hetwezn two opinions ”” longer
than to have my sentiments matured. I ¢ conferred not with flesh and blood; "
but, constrained by the love of Christ, manifested so graciously in the light and
happiness vouchsafed to me in the revelation of his will, T cast my burthen of im-
pediments, which lay in my way Zion-ward, on the Saviour, and detcrmined in the
Lord’s strength to follow his merciful guidance through good and evil report.

Through the remainder of my lifc, (which canunot be long, as I have alrcady
lived over two score years and ten) and on my dying bed, it will, I trust, afford
me the greatest gratifieation, to take a retrospective view of my disregard of
worldly considerations and consequences when the truth and glory of my merciful
Redeemer were concerned. Looking back to the period of my decision for
Christ and the avowal of his truth, I hope, on the eve of my departure hence, to
look up and say:

¢Many days have passed since then,

Many changes I have seen,

Yet have been upheld till now:

‘Who could hold me up but thou?
Omemee, October, 1860..

* A Wesleyan Missionary, with whom I lately had a long conversation on the
doctrines of the Trinity and ihe human soul of Christ, told me, that, not having
completed his term of probation or trial as a preacher, he should shortly undergo
an examination on the doctrine of the Trinity. He jocularly added, that he was

uite at ease on that point, for that he was sure of his knowing as much about the
f{octrine as the examiners themselves.



ON THE TRINITY.

In paze 16 of the ¢ Vindication” is the following commentary from the Cot-
tage Bible on Heb. i. 3:—He (the Son) is also asserted to be the ‘brightness’
“efulgence, and beaming forth of the Father's glory, and the express character
‘of his person; so that whatever perfections cxist in the nature of the eternal
¢ Father, have an exact counterpart in the person of the Son: just as every mark
¢or character of a seal is imprinted on the melted wax to which it is applied.
 And as Cod graciously designed from eternity to be manifested in the flesh; so
¢ he was virtually, though not actually so, hefore the worlds were made.”

In azreement with the above I would remark that the design or determination in
the divine mind was infallibly sure of accomplishment; and therefore, the mani-

festation of God in his Sonship—character was virtually, and to all intents and
purposes, as real from eternily as if it had actually taken place. The wondrous
plan of salvation was devised from eternity on the credit of this design, for it was
held in the Court of heaven as done and accepted.  In this way the Sonship of
God our Suviour is casily understood to have been efernal.

The learned Dr. Adam Clarke, and other Methodist Ministers following in his
steps, have denied the eternal Sonship of our Lord, * owing to their not consider-
ing what those writers, who are generally held up as the most learned and ““or-
thodox ”” divines, say concerning the meaning of the term ‘*Son,”’” when applied

* There is asect of relizionists pretty numerous in the States and sprinkled
throuzh Canada, who entertain the wildest notions concerning our Saviour. They
profess to believe that our Lord derived his existence, or was produced, from the
self existent God: and as he did not come into cxistence from nothing, but par-
took of that nature from whence he proceeded, therefore he could not (they say)
be strictly called a created Beinz. They consider the Son to have been rezularly
born of the Father, consequently not co-equal nor co-existent with him; but that
though he is thus inferior to the Father, yet he is superior, as the real Son of
Gud, to both men and Anzels.  They believe that the Son died in his divine
nature ; that is, that his divine nature actually expired on Calvary Cross for Sin-
ners.

One is here reminded of the ichor, or divine blood, represented hy heathen
writers, in their Ipic effusions, as flowinz from the grievously wounded Mars and
the (roddess Venus; thouth these ancient poets, with all their license of fabulous
fli shts of fancy, did not subject their Deities to death, as the Christians (or Smith-
ist'sy du our Lord's divinity. However, that T may shew the unlikelihood of such
delusions being checked by the opinions of Trinitarians, T will instance the re-
marks made by one of this sect, who, I understand, is their cleverest controversial
defender.  The work, from which I take the extract, is entitled the “True Mes-
sm‘lf 75 “By D:u‘vid Millard, minister ot the Gozpel.” In page 96, he says:— l
. Whal{l. .t\hct‘auBllb(léa:‘zi\eizflzkes the astonishing ground that all of the Son of God

veals to ug 18 Auman nature. 2ud 1 have in a few instance
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#0 the Lord. For those divines, such as Romaine, &c., truly maintain that the

. derm “‘Son”’ as used in the phrase, Son of God, &c., is not a name of nature, or
-of essence, or in consequence of any kind of generation, such as we naturally im-
agine it should be from the meaning customarily attached to it by us; but that it
is a name of office, or character, conveying to us the idea of the dutiful and sub-
‘missive obedience paid by God to the demands and requirements of his own law
and justice.

Another reagon, owing to which Dr. Clarke and his followers have erred, is the
way in which the doctrine of the Trinity is held, viz :—that there are three  per-
gons ”’ or ¢ subsistences”’ § in the Godhead—that the second person is the pro-
per, real, or natural Son of the first person or Father—and therefore the Clark-
ites assert that it follows naturally and inevitably, thatthe Son is posterior in point
of time to the Father, and consequently that there cannot be an eternal Sonship.
This is one of the fruits of the absurdities of the doctrine of the Trinity, that it
drives its advocates into a denial of the efernal Sonship of the Prince of life—
disrobes him of one of the characteristics of Deity—and so far makes him a crea-
ture,

“‘heard the same sentiment advanced by Methodist preachers. 3 The doctor, in
4“commenting on Luke i. 35, remarks.

“We may plainly perceive here that the angel does not give the appellation of
“‘Son of God to the divine nature of Cluist, but to that holy person, or thing,
“‘which was to be born of the Virgin. The divine nature could not be born of the
4¢Virgin, the human nature was born of her. Two patures must ever be distin-
4t guished in Christ; the human nature, in reference to which he is the Son of
“‘(tod, and inferior to him; and the divine nature, which was from eternity. Is
4tthere any part of the Scriptures in which it is plainly said, that the divine na-
“ture of Jesus was the Son of God? Here, I trust, I may be permitted to say,
#¢ with all due respect for those who differ from me, that the doctrine of the eter-
“nal Sonship of Chuist is anti-scriptural, and highly dangerous.”

“Now, if these remarks of the doctor be trur, what becomes of his favourite
“Trinity? The doctrine of the Trinity teaches that God is three persons, Father,
#Son, and Holy Ghost. Is the Son, one of those three Persons, no more than
“human nature? Is one third constituent part of the eternal God, human nature ?
“If the Son of God is nothing more than human nature this conclusion is irresist-
‘ible, or otherwise there is no Son in the Godhcad. But if God is now three
“Persons, Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, he was eternally the same; and if there
“was not eternally a Son in the Godhead, then the docirine of the Trinity wag
“not eternally true, and some later chanze must have taken place in the God-
‘“‘head to make it true now.” ‘How plainly is it manifest that this learned com-
‘“mentator, in struycling to extricate himself out of a glaring absurdity, blunders
“‘into a palpable reputation of his ewn darling doctrines.””

1 Such ns Lorenzo Dow, the eccentric Arminian. who joined with Dr. Adam Clarke in calling the
eternal Sonship of Christ - eterual nousense.’” I telieve this denial of the eternal Sonship of Christ ie
connived at by the Wesleyan Lady, who allow its contimuance hy the connivance of Conference, though,
for prudential reasons. they will not allow its open promulgation. I may be wrong in what I have
Just stated; but T have ofien heard such to Le the case. As never having belonged to any but the
Prelatical or Episcopalian Chureh, I eannot be expected to have an accurate knowﬁ:dge of the arcana
of the different Protestant denominations.

§ Subsistences: Real Beings, See Walker’s dictionary.
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Now it must be admitted that there can be no prescicnce or forcknowledge ¢f
contingencies, or things uncertain of fulfilment, with the Almighty. God from
cternity foresaw man’s fall, and how man was to be rescued from its awful con-
.iequen'ces—-hy the Godbead assuming the attitude of 2 Son. He therefore at the

.same time, that is from cternity, assumed in the Dicine mind that manifestation
. of himself, which was actually to be so devcloped and exhibited in the fulness of
vtime, as that his disciples should behold his glory, the glory as of the only begot-
“ten of the Father. Then, considerinz how the eternal God was so constantly call-
r-a the “ Woid " amony the Jews, as Bishop Pearson in page 120 suys; consider-
ing how the Lord “posscssed his Son in the beginning of his way, hefore his
works of old,” as some think iz the meaning of Prov. 8 22; and considering how
the Son, that is, God in his representation of himself in the character of a Son,
as he desizned and detereined in his own Divine mind, was in this way with the
Father or alsolute God from cternity ; T say, considering the foregoing, I think
we may cvidently see how that ‘‘In the beginning was the Word, and the Word
was with God, and the Word was * God.”

The reader is probably aware that the words of Scripture last quoted are to be
found in John i. 1. Inthe 3rd and 10th verses the ““Word " is declared (1st) to have
been the Creator.  *“All things were made by him; and without him was not

* Trinitarians place great weizght on the word with in this verse, and they in-
sist that it implies unnther beside the I'ather. But it i3 not said, “with the
Father’ ; hut “with God.” It then the woid s iik in this veise be allowed the
force they claim for it, the Ford, that is, Christ would be another and different
Being from (iod; in short, Christ would not be God at all. This inextricable
confusion of ideas connected with the In e of Trinitarians is shewn up by Unita
vians, as the followin r from one of their ministers (W. G. Eliot) will cxplain.

“The ¢ Logus " is tuken asanother term for Christ, asif the Apostle had said, “In
*‘the beginnin s was Jesus Christ, and Jesus Christ was with God, and Jesus Christ
«wag God.”” Tlis cxplanation is thought by those who receive it to remove all
“dificulty, and to make the whole passuse plain. But it is only because they are
‘“accustomed 1o it, and do not perceive the force of the words used. In fact it
*-expresses a direct contradiction, which cannot itself be explained, except by
**saying that the terms used have no distinct or intelligible meaning. When we
‘say that Jam~s s with John, we cannot take a plainer way of saying that James
<and John are two separate beinzs. To say that James is with Jobhn and that
“James is John, is a contradiction in terms.” Why dnes not the same hold true
¢of God and of Christ? JIf by the Logos we understund a personal existence
“distinct from (iad, we may say that the Lozos wns with God, but not at the
“same time that the Lo zos was God. To say oncisto deny the other. Weshall
‘“not, therefore, escape the difficulty of the passaze by adopting the Trinitarian
“theory. We may not be quite satisfied with our own explanation, and some
““parts of it may continue to perplex us, hut we cannot receive an cxplanation
*“which so evidantly conteadicts itself.”  Eliot on the Uni*y of God. Page 71.
Again, the term *God™ by itself is unde.ctood by Trinitanuns to compiehrnd
amd include within it the idea of three distinct persons. I'ut how will this look in
the words already cited. * The Word was with (God.” They say the “Word” is
wertaioly one Pirson: they alss say that the term © God” includes three Persons;

i theretore the “ Word " was with “ God”, there m in: ing
| g 0 ust, accordi i
tarians hold, have Leon four Persons. ’ ’ g to what Trint
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any thing made that was made.” * He was in the world, and the world was
made by him.”  Bishop Burnet, in his exposition of the 2nd of the 39 Articles,
says:—* The beginning also here is set to import, that it was before creation or
“time. Now a duration before time is eternal: so this beginning can be no
“other than that duration which was before all things that were made. It is
‘“also plainly said, over and over azain, that a/{ things were made by this Word.
‘A power to create must be infinite: for it is certain, that a power which can
““ give being is without bounds.  And although the word malke may seem capable
‘“of a larger sense, yet, as in other places of the New Testament, the stricter word
““create is used and applied to Christ as the Muker of all things in heaven or
“earth, visible and invisible, so the word make is used through the Old Testa-
““ ment for create; so that God's making the heaven and the earih is the char-
“acter frequently given of him to distinguish him from idols and false Gods. And
“of this Werd it ia likewise said, that he was with God, and was God. * * * *
‘¢ All the names, the operations, and cven the attributes of God, are in full and
¢plain words given to Christ. Heis called God; his blood is said to be the
“blood of God ; God s said to have laid down his life for us; * Christ is call-
‘“ed the true God, the great God, the Lord of glory, the King of kings, and
“the Lord of lords; and more particularly the name Jehovah is ascribed to
“him in the same word in which the LXX interpreters had translated it through-
* out the whole Old Testament.’”’

“The creating, the preserving, and the governing 1 of all things, is also ascrib-

* “God manifcst in the flesh’” so condeseendingly and fully recognized the
body prepared for him by his Father, that is, by his absolute Godhead, and in
which he tabernacled, as to call it Zuis own body; and its properties, such as life,
blood, &c., to call them the life, blood, &c., of God.

t In Isa. ix. 6 7, and Mat. ii. 6, Christ is plainly declared to he our Governor.

The Trinitarian will say, the Father also isa Governor and so is the Holy Ghost.
But how will this squarc with the following unintentional overthrow of the doc-
trine of the Trinity by Bishop Pearson on Art. 1 ps. 24 23, where he says :—“If
“¢then there were more Supreme Governors of the world than one, each of them
“absolute and free, they misht have contrary determinations concerning the same
“tthing, than which nothins can be more prejudicial unto Government.  God is «
4 (@God of ordar, not confusion; and therefore of unity, not adm tting multiplica-
“tion. If it be better that the Universe should be governed by one than many,
“ope may be assured that it is so, because nothing must be conceived of God
“but whatis best. He therefore who made all things, by that right is Lord ofall;
“and hecause all power is his, ke wlone ruleth over all. ~ ‘It is necessary thus to
¢ believe the Unity of the Godhead, that being assured there is a nature worthy
“of our devotions, and challenzinz our relizious subjcction, we may learn to
“know whose that nature is to which we owe our adorations, lest our minds
“should wander and fluctuale in our worship about various and uncertain ob-
“jects’. ¢ Upon this foundution the whole heart of man is entirely required of
#him, and en faged to Atm. “ Hear O Israel: the Lord our God 7s one Lord :
# and (or rather, therefore) thoushalt love the Lord thy God with all thineheart,
“&c. Whosoever were truly and by nature God, could notchoose but challenge
4 our love upon the zround of an infinite excellency, and transcendent beauty of
“holiness: and thercfore if there were more so Gods thun one, our love must
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wed to Christ in a variety of places, but most remarkably where it is saifl, that By
“him were all things created, that are in heaven, and that are in ea-rth{
« wisible and invisible ; whether they be thrones, or dominions, or principal:
»ilies, or powers : all things were created by hiﬁm, and for /fim :*and heis
“ before all things, and by him all things consist. He is said to have known
s what was in man, to huve known mens sceret thoughts, and to have known
“qall things : that as the Futher was known of none but of the Spn ; 80 none
“lnew the Son bul the Father. He pardons sin, sends the Spiril, gives
+ grace and elernal life ; and he shall rais: the deud at the last day,”
Trinitarians cannot sec how such unquestionable omnipotence and omniscience,
as have just been described, arc consistent with the state of humiliation in which
our Lord placed himsolf as our substitute in order to obey the demands of his
Father’s (or Godlead's) justive.  They do not perceive how necessary it was for
the complete carrying out of his humiliation, and service to the behests of his
gupreme holiness, that he should, as a Son and Servant, leave in abeyance his in-
trinsic will, power, knowled sc, &ec., in order the more fully to connect every thing
coming from him with his Godhead which was reigning in heaven.  Therefore

“necessarily be terminated urtfo more than onc, and consequently divided be-
* tween them; and as our love, so also the proper effect thereof—our cheerful
“and ready obedience, which, like the child propounded to the judzment of Sol-
“omon, as soon as it I» divided, 13 destroyed.  No uan can serve {wo masters :
*“for either he will hate the one, and love the other; or else he will hold to the
“one, and despise the other.”

* Thus believed the Monarchians—'a name given to those’ (says the Ency-
clopeedia of religious knowledse) +* who seceded from the ancient orthodox faith,
“because they insisted upon the diviue unify, which they considered to be in-
“fringed by the common doetrine, which taught that there are three eternal per-
“sons in the divine nature.”’

T And yet how otherwise can the circumstance of an angel appearing unto our
Lord from heaven, strengthening his human body in its agony, he explained or
accounted for. Surely our Lord in his divine nature intrinsically p sed omni-
potent strenzth; but he saw itunfit and unseasonable to exercise it whilst he wasin a
rosition of humiliation, and whilst he was carrying through the obedience which
was to be the belicver’s title to heaven. Paul, in Col. i. 19—22, clearly declares
this, as follows :—*“Yor itscemed fit that in himself should all fulness dwell; and
haying made peace THROUGII THE BLOOD OF HIS CR03%, by himself to reconcile all
things vxTo muscrr; by himselfy I eny, whether they be things in carth, or things
in heaven. And you, that were sometime alienated and enemics in your mind by
wicked worls, yet now hath he reconciled 1v TrHE BODY OF HIS FIISH THROUGH
DEATH, to jresent you holy and unblameable and unreproveable in mis ows (the
Son's) sight.”

In tl}e bezinning of the passage just quoted the authorized translation says
“For it pleased the Father;” whereas *‘the Father’ is not in the original
Greek, and should not be ¢ interpolated to fill up a fancied ellipsia,  But which-
ever way the passage be translated, it s certain, aceording to it,’ that the fulness-
of the Godhead dwelt in the Son, who cousequently, heing fully (G od, was capable
as an infinilely holy Hich Priest, of makineg, and te did make, péace- that is’
l;i‘;ixdbgg? up ar(xl 17'1ﬁnizuly holy and entirely satisfactory sacrifice—his human

y g cicred up on the altar of kis divinity—through the blood of his crogs.
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they attribute our Lord's not exercising his will and power separately from him-
gelf ¢or his Godbead) in glory to his want of knowledze and power as man. But
as Scripture and reason will not support this theory, the Athanasian creed must
serve the turn. This creed, which is so much objected to, even by Church peo-
ple, says :—‘Perfect God, and perfect Man: of a reasonable soul and human

He also reconciled mortals (not unto another funcied Peison in the Trinity) but
unto mimseLF. And he did all in the body of his flesh through death, without
the instrumental appendage of a human rational soul, which would be immortal,
and consequently could not be “exceeding sorrowful ¢ren unfo deuth ;”’ but he
did all by the instrumentality of the blood or wital sensitive soul, which our Lord:
poured forth unlo deatk, Isaiah liii. 12, and such a soul as the Psalmist in tho
116ih Psalm, praised God for delivering from d ath. Here then in this portion
of Scripture taken from the first chapter ot Colossians we sec embodied the four fol-
lowing propositions :—1st. That the Son is fully God: 2nd. That he has made
peace, and reconciled sinners unto HiMsELF ¢ Jrd. That he did so by atoning for
their sins “1n the tody of his flesh” ¢ through the blood of his cross '’ : And 4th.
That the end, which he had graciously in view in all this, was to present his:
Church “ holy and unblameahle and unveproveable in his own sight.”

Bradley in his sermon on Eph. v. 23, 26, 27, says :—*‘He (the Rridegroomy
“presenis her to HimserF. He takes her in all her abject misery, asthe Leloved
¢of his soul, and he loves her and delights in her the move, becaisse no hand save
¢ his own has rescued her, hecuuse she owes all her greutness and happiness
“o him alone.” [See Jay’s observations in page 20 of the ¢ Vindication.”]

It seems an insuperable difficulty to Trinitarians to admit that Chiist, as is de-
clared in Eph. v., should present the Church to himself; that God should give
himself for us, as we read in Tit. i, 14; or that God should speak to God, as in
Heb. i. 8. The language of submission, used by God in his nfficial character in
the heavens before his incarnation, implying obedience to his own Deity (as we
sec in Heb. x. 7, 9,) scems to them strange and unaccountable; as does alzo the
exclamation on the cross, “My God, my God;” because they are not taught to
perceive the fwo different positions of lhe same divine Person—ihe one, as the
absolute God of justice and holiness, cxacting the ransom; the other as man’s
substitute representatively paying the ransom.

In like manner by a figure of speech called personification, which is very com-
mon in the Seripture, “the blood of sprinkiing ™ is sald to &peal better thines
than the blood of Abel. And by virtue of the atonement made Dy this blood,
which figuratively is said to speak, “merey and truth "’ are said to meet together
harmoniously. In other words, God the Savioui's merey, brovght into lawful
excreise by virtue of the atonement made by him for sinners, meets his justice,
which is conspicuous in his attitude of the absolute God or F«ilier ; turns aside
its awards ; and 1lms, what the altributes of God do, may bo said to be done by
God himself. Wherefore though a medictor is not a mediator of one, for therer
must be two parties to mediate between, yet God 7s one-~one fioly Spirit, one
Person. But as his mercy, 7n fis aspect as the Redeemer, pleads with his justice
in his aspect as the holy God, therctore Christ is figuraiively said to intercede
with the Iather for mankird; not that there is actually an oral advecacy, but &
virtual interposition between the unimpairable justice of God and guilty sinners,
as I have endeavoured to describe. Thus the Lord remains ajust God and a
Saviour. Is. xlv. 21.

Accordingly when I bumbly ask the Father for forgiveness, I ask it of him in
the name of his Son Jesus Christ, that is, in the name which he graciously bore
officially in the work of redemption, and which he still beais in his virtual inter-
ecossion between us-and his offended justico. How very different this rational ex-
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flesh subsisting.”  Such hizh-handed decisions on what they do not wish to inves-
tigate nor understand may satisfy the generality of people, but such as Arians and
Unitarians will only be the more confirmed in their horrid errors by the course of
doctrine and argumentation followed by Trinitarians with respect to the Trinity,
and the human rational soul commonly supposed to have been created for a resi-
dence in Chrisl’s body from the time of its formation.  The following quotations
from the cleverest Unitarian writers will prove what I have stated. Here then
33 what they say :—

“There is but one way (o overthrow the Unitarian doctrine. It is to prove,
ot that Clyist is “a Prince and a Saviour by the risht hand of God highly ex-
*alted,” but that he is the Infinite God himself, by whom that exaltution was
“ given. Itis not to prove thut the Father made himself manifest through the
«Son, as it is writtvn, “the word was made flesh,”” that is, ‘‘the divine wisdom
“‘and power were wanif-sted in a human form,’” but it is to prove that the Fa-
“ther, who is the being munifested, is the same with the Son, who was the me-
“dium of the manifestation. The question between us and Trinitarians is simply
“this: Did the Suviour, when he said, * My Father is greater than I,” mean whut
*he seeried to suy, and what he was understood by those vwho heard him to say,
“or did he mean that, while there was an apparcnt inferiority, he was in fact
* equal with the Futher, posscssed of the same attributes, being himself the abso-
“lutc and Supreme God.  Here is the true point of the controversy.”

“8peuking of the day of judmert, Clrist says:—Of that day, and that hour,
“kuoweth no man; no, not the angels which are in heaven, neither the Son, but
““my Father. Matthew has it *“my Father only.” Here our opponcnts resort to
“the two nuture scheme again, in order to evade the force of this. They say,
“Christ only spoke of himsclf here, as a man; that is, in his human nature, ho
““did not know when that duy would be, but that in his divine nature he did
*know. This isa very unfair disposal of the text, besides itisindirectly accusing
*‘the Sou of God with dishonesty. That Trinitarians may sec the result of their
" mode of reasoning, we will suppose the followinz fizure: A certain person is
“standing bi-lfore me, and another asks me, do you see that person? 1 shut up
‘‘one eye, and look at the person with the other cye, and answer—No. I only
“ mean, 1 do not see the person with the eye that is shat, althouch I see him all
‘“the while with the one that is open. Who would not accuse meowith dishounesty
‘“for such conduct? Yet Irt Trinitarians remember, they lay just such dishomesty
"*to the charze of the Holy Jesus, in their explanation of ;/Lis passage.”

Elﬁnation of the Trinity is to that given by Trinitarians may be seen from the
i; ;)htm(::l deftle]ncse og Goi shTrlpc:"sonality taken from Nicholls's work, much used
¢ hurch Sunday Schools in the old country, He plai f
Gots for e panday Schools ) Wry.  He plainly makes out two
] he says:—& Ay person is described in the Old Test:
* various titles, particularly a,s the Anzel of e et under
» 3 Ange the Lord, to wh
e i i om the n
‘;:-lbtﬁ;e:e()f thgva}{ are given, yet represented as distinet from Godagil?lz‘tiin%
3 rm Anzel imports, under o Divine commission, See Gen. xvi, 1" ur
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#By the Trinitarian doctrine of incarnation, we are tanght that Jesus Christ is
“ composed of two whole distinct natures, human and divine ; that in his hw
““man pature, he is truly and properly 2 man, and, that in his divine nature, he
¢“is the very and eternal God. This doctrine to me appears as difficult to under-
‘“stand, as the assertion that God is three persons. Not content with asserting
“Q@od to be three persons, Trinitarians would also teach us that the Son, one of
‘‘the three, is two persons. I am, however, aware that they will be unwilling to
“ admt this statement ; but if their doctrine does not plainly imply it, I am at an
¢“entire loss to know the meaning of the terms they use. As man, they tell ua
«“Christ possessed a human body and a reasonable soul. Every ore knows that
“a human body and 2 reasonable soul constitute a complele person or being.
¢This is one person. In his divine nature they assert that he is the very and
“eternal God, and this, acccording to their system, must be at least as much aa
“one person more. As cne and one male 7200, the plain conclusion follows, that
“the Trinitarian doctrine asserts the Son of God to he two persons 7/

“But it is asserted, that ¢ the two natures are so mysteriously united as to con-
“gtitute but onc person.”” Before I admit the correctness of {his stateraent, 1
% must require some other definition of the fzo natures, than to state the one to
“be very man, and the other very Ciod; for I need not to be taught that very
“man is one person, and very God ancther. "It would be no more absurd for
¢ Trinitavians to assert that God is {iree persons, and yet but one person, than it
“is to say the Son of God is very God and very man, and yet but one person.
“Did T believe that Jesus Christ was “tiuly and properly a man,” and also the
¢t vory and eternal God,” I would far sooner give up the idea that God is three
“persons than that the Son is two. How Trinitorians get along with this diff-
“ culty I know not, for they are generally pretty silent about it.  The Nestorians
“in the fifth century, in asserting the doctrine of incarnation, {rankly owned ikcir
“ bolief that Christ was two persons. And why are not Trinitarians, at the pre-
‘sent day, willing to acknowled e the same sentiment, while their doctrine plainly
“jimplies it? It is hecause they know it would involve a palpable abswdity ? and
“do they aid their course, in the least, by endeavouring to conceal an absurdity
“which their doctrine so plainly involves? Ia arguments used by Trinitarians,
¢ they acknowledze a plain distinction between the two nalures, as much as to
“assert they are two perscns. They say Christ sometimes spoke as man, and
‘‘gometimes as God. That sometimes the haman nalure spoke and sometimes
“the divine nature. That the {wo natures conversed tozether; that the one
“pature prayed to the other nature. And from these statements what concep-
¢“tion can we form of the two natures, but that they are f2co persons? Dut to
“acknowledge this, the support of Scripture would still he needed. What Serip-
“ ture even asserts that Christ possesses wo whole and distinet natures?

¢ While Trinitarians contend that it is idolatry I»'worship anything but the
“pery God, 1 would ask, is their system free from danger in this respect? They
“ toll us they worship Cbrist, and that he is ve;y man as well ag very Ged. 1
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4 would then ask, do they worship the whole of (}jhrist,. or only 8 part .of Him ?. It
< they worship only a part of him, they are certainly dashfmest in their worship;
+ gnd if they worship the whole of him, they must worship very man as wel'l a8
s pery God. But on this principle, their own statements would prove them idol-
t gfers, since Ty Mn cannot be very God.” *

I lLave given these quotations from Unitarian write.rs, to show how p.revale'ut
they are asainst Trinitarian arguments, though sometimes 1?oth the parties um.te
toether azainst Gospel trath when it mutually answers the‘lr purposes. For in-
stance, both the parties refer triumphantly to John xiv. 23:—¢ Jesus answered
and said unto him, If a man love me, he will keep my words ; and my Father
will love bim, and we will come unto him, and make our abode with him.” Trin-
itarians consider Jesus and the Father diferent Persons on account of the con-
junction and coupling the two names; thongh, for the same reason, God and the
Father in James i. 27, &ec., should be two Persons. God and Father are only
different names of Aim whom the Shorter Ca’echism defines to he * a Sprrit,

* Tt was owin 1 to such reasoninz as the forezoing, that the Monophysites, Eu-
tychians, a1 Monothelists, who maintained one will and one operation in Christ,
50 lonz and so successfully stood out a zainst their opponents. As it was through
a rabid oppesition to the views of Apollinaris, which had been circulated in the
fourth century, that Nestorianism sprung up in the fifth century ; so in opposition
1o Nestorianism arose those (hristian confederations (which I have just named) in
the same ceatury, and which I believe, if cleardy described as to their relizious be-
lief would be acknowled zed Apollinarian in principle. It may here be mentioned
that Pope Honorius was a Monothelite, as also the Mavonites who inhabit Mount
Libanus, who as shown hy Mosheim, decived their orizin from the Monophysites,
and adhered to the doctrine of the Monothelites § for several centurics. At length
they joined outwardly al legst the Church of Rome while ¢ one body of them re-
tired into the valleys of Piedmont, where they joined the Waldenses; another,
above six hundred in number, with a hishop and several ecclesiastics at their head,
fled into Coursica, and imnlored the protection of the republic of Genoa against
the violence uf the Inquisitors.”” Tt would have saved the Mavonites their presend
miserable state of de rradation, as also the terrible massacres just tallen on them,
if they had kent aloof from the Jesuits, who lately incited them to venture on the
extirpation of the Druses, who on their part have retaliated with a barbarous re-
tribution. The Jesuits should be held rcsponsible for all the blood that has been
shed on the oceasion. They are invariably the instizators of dark crimes. They
are a curse to every country where they obtain any influence. Thouzh Mosheim
says :—* Certain 1t is, that there are Muavonites in Syria, who still behold the
Church of Rome with the greatest aversion and abhorrence,” yet havinz placed
ihemselves under the winy of Popery, they could meet with no other fate than to
be influenced by its Machiavelian poliey, which has lately plunzed the poor peo-
ple into the arcatest bloodshed and misery.  Where principle is violated the con-
duct will be involved in endless inconsistencies. The path of uncompromisin,
rectitude is the only way of pleasantness and peace, both for individuals an
<ountries. Nothinz Lut a return to this straizht and onwa:
nominally Christian people from destruction.

rd path can save any

§ “ Who maintained. that. notwithstanding the two natures in Christ. vi tvi
there was, nevertheles + P i} nal Christ. viz. the haman and the divine,
fiash quoting.nn 3% but one will, which was the Divine.”  Sce Mosheim (2) 76, for all that 1 am
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infinite, eternal, and unchangeable,” and consequently ave only different names of
the same Person. So the names of the Father and Son, or God and Christ, are
only different official names given to the same eternal Spirit.  The Unitarians
likewise on their part assert that the Father and Christ are two distinct Personal
Beings; ™ and equally with the Trinitarians lay great stress on the plural pronoun
we in the passage referred to. However, it will suffice to quote Mr. Millard’s ar-
gument, and then to quote from Mr. Eliot’s choice Unitarian work what uninten-
tionally, hut completely, upsets it. The tormer says:—

“It appears evident to me that Christ is represented in Scripture, as present
“with his disciples in distinction from his God and Father. John xiv. 23, ¢ Jesus
“answered and said unto him, If a man love me, he will keep my words: and my
“Father will love him, and we will come unto him, and make our abode with
“him.” The word we, always implies as much as two; and who would have
‘“gupposed from reading this text, that Christ and his Father ave one and the
“same being? ““And we will come unto him, and make our ahode with him.”
“Let the passage speal for itself. Mr. Kliot says :—“We con give instances in
¢ Sacred Scripture of itz (the plural’s) use by earthly Kines, by Jesus Christ, by
“the Apostle Paul, and by many others. In Ist Thess. ii. 18, are the words :
¢ ¢« Wherefore e would have come unto you, even I Paul, once and again, but
¢Satan hindered us ;" where the Apostle applies the pronouns, e and us, to
“himself. We might quote other passages showing the same use of the plural, t
“hut it isnot needful.” [These quotations are extracts from Eliot’s “ Discourses
on the Unity of God,”” ps. 17, -+ ; and Millard’s “Trune Mersiah,” ps. 60, 61, 62,
126, 155.]

* But they differ from the Trinitarians in this, that they say that the Father is
the eternal God, but that the Son wes created by, or derived from the Father ;
and consequently is not co-equal with the Father or efernal God.

T On referring to the Greek Teslament and comparing verse 2+ with vorses
15 and 16 of Luke xiv,, we will see one person addressed in the plural number;
that is, as if three or more persons were addressed—Tor I say unto you™ ;
(Greek) umin. See also John, in the 21st chapter of his Gospel. v. 24, saying
of himself, “ wE know that his testimony is true.”

The late Rev. Wm. Romaine (to whose copious works I referred in page 73 of
nay ‘‘ Vindication,”” and of whom I there said, that “his evangelical orthodoxy as
a Trinitarian Minister of the Church of England is too renowned for me to re-
mark it,”’) in his virth Discourse “upon the right love of the Lord (iod™ sets at
rest, beyoud cavil or dispute, though unintentionally, the oft-hiwrped-on argument
of Trinitarians, viz: that in several places of Scripture the Helnew for Jehovah
or Lord, and God, being Alehim, which is in the plural number, and acknowledg-
od to beso by the Jews as well as Christians, shows a plurality of Persons (as they
call them) in the Godhead. Irom the subjoined remarks of Mr. Romaine, we
may evidently see that if the personality in Jehovah, as described by the Alehim,
is plural, then the personality in exch Person must also be plural; or, in other
words, there s a plurality of persons in one person, which is the height of ab-
surdity. DMr. Romaine says :—*FEach of the persons is called Alehim. The Fa-
“theris so called, 1st Chron. xxix. 10: “ And David said, Blessed be thou Jehovah,
“ Alehim of Israel, our Father, for ever and ever.” The Son is Alehim, Isaiah
“ixly. 21: “There is no Alehim else beside me ; a just God and a Saviour.” The

F
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official character a3 the Holy Chicst, in the 9th verse, “ That was the true L)1+
which lighteth every man that eometh into the wo:1d.”

The proplict Tsafah alvo (h. ix. 6,) declaves that A{s (that is, the Son’s) name
shouid be calied The everlusting Father, Tlie Pyince of Peace, and Counsel-
fury” ony in other words, Father, Sem, and Holy Glost. In Paul's pisle to
Titws 1. 13, 14, we read of our Lord, as “the preat God and our Saviour Jesus

Clist who gave Atnee/)” for usy” ia John il 16, we read of God giving “his
only Legotlen Hon” Both pussages undoubitedly nican the same thing, viz. That
Goil gave iimself in the character of an obedient Son to the requicments and
penatties of his own violated Low.  And as i was oy “oncein the end of the
world” that God, in the manifestation of himself under the characicr of a Sor,
appeared (o put away sia, (Heb. i 20) thoveioe does he cadd Aiuwsclf, when
bearing that clhuracier, the “only begotien Son.”

‘Tt may also be ohserved that as from eternity, ov all throuzh the cternal “day,”

Cod virtually existed as a Son (that ig, in thé divine mind,) therefore the Godhead
is_yepresented s saying to himsell in his Buuship ue official character, “Thouart
my Son, this day have T begotten thee.  And aguin, T will be to him a Tatl.,
and he shall be to me a Son.  And again, vwhen hie heingeth in the fistbe ot n
into the world, he saith, and let all the anguls of God worship him.  And of the
angels he saith, Who malketh his angels spirite, and his ministers « fame of fise.
Dut unto the Son he saith, Thy Throne, O God, is for cver and cver: ascepice of
righteousness is the seepire of thy “(Guspel)” Kingdoin, Thou hast (in thy
official capncity) “loved mghteousness and hated iniquity: therefoie God, even
thy God,”” (or Godhead) “hath anointcd thee with the oil of gladness above thy
{ellows. *  And, Thou, Lord, in the Lagiuning hast Inid the foundetion of the
earth; and the heavens are the works of thine hands: they shall perish; but then
remaivest s and they all shall wax old as doth a zarment; and as a vesiure shalt

that the apostle Is speaking of the essential word of God: that divine Pers
“with whom we have to do,”” ind who, in the subsequent virse, is 1 ladnly deserih
ed as “a rreat High Priest—dosug the Son of Giod:? sec ver. LE Such is the
express judunient of aviviety of whle commentaters.  The preached word, viih
which the apostlis were to ©“loaeh” and ¢ haptize ! :-c_c_ordm;f {o our Lprd_’s om-
mission, (o ye therefore, and teach all nations, hapiizing them, &e., is in Bph.
v. 26, (in the Greek) fiéma, not Logos—*the wushiny of water by the worp.™
Ou the sapposition then that tho passage in Heb. iv. 12, 13, describes the Son
of God, it appears very plainly to relate to fidz sceiel operations in the hearts of-
men in his eapacity of the Holy (host. )

Liven this note ought to be sufiicient to ermvince Trinifarians that in God there
is but one Peison revealed to mankind in /ds thive agices of Father, Son, aud
Holy Glost.

* Anointing with oil had heen customary among the Jows en the appointment
of their prophets, priests, and kings.  But thouyh the practice was discontinued
for several hundred years before onr Lord’s advent, yet, in allusion to 1he ancient
enstom, the eceredited mission of our Lord in his thiee offices of Proghet, 1M i1,
and Kinz, is so fizuvatively proclaimed.  The object is to shew the entive conne--
tion and concwreace of Cod in his holiness with himseclf as the Redecmer.
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thou fold them up, aud they shall be changed: but thou art the same, and thy
years shall not fail.” (Heb. 1. 5—12). ‘ o

Paul says, *When the fulness of the time was comc, God sent {orth his Son.
'This simply means that God, to manifest himselt in the ﬂe.sh, came on eartp, and
actually appearcd (in the fulness of time) in that Sonship character, which so
long, cven from elernity, existed in the Diviue mind.  And when he so am)eared
under the veil of humaniiy, the hosts in glory were commanded to worship him;
that is, to adore their God in his attitude as the actual Redeemer. This is what
the Apostle desizus to be understood by that passage in Heb. 1. 6 already referred
to, - And again, when he bringeth in the first hegotten ™ that is, begotien or de-
sirned af the first, in the beginning, or, in other words, from elernity) *into
the world, he saith, And letall the angels of God worship him.”

Our Lord is described as having sat down on the right hand of the Majesty on
Ligh,” that is, in the highest position of power.  The meaning of which i, that
though as ** Crod blessed for ever’’ he was from eternity at the right hand of ma-
justy or power, that is, in the chief position of emineuce, far above all principal-
ities and powers, yet heing made perfect or qualified through the human sacri-
fice, which he, thzindwelling High Privst, sanctified and stamped with infinite
value, he was enabled, harmoniously with his truth, his justice, and his holiness,
to take the same pozition of power as Redeemer aud Mediator, and excercise it
graciously for the salvation of man, That no local position is literally meant,
such as is generally thought of when one is said to sit at theright hand of another,
1 is plain from Rev- vii. 17, where the Lamb, long after his exaltation to glory, is
described as in the midst of the Throne. In Johni. 18, we read of the Son
heing in the bosom of the I'ati.or; which description of where our Mediator
dwells is intended to convey to sinners the idea of how the absolute God or Fa-
ther is delizhfed in viewing himself in the attitude of the Son or Saviour. This

t Bishop Burnet on the first of the xxx1x Articles which speaks of God asa Being
« without body, parts, or passions,” says:—*The language of the Scriptures
“- gpeaks to the capacities of men, and even of rude men in dark times, in which
< most of the Seriptureswere writ: but though God is spoken of as having a face,
-t eyes, ears, a smelling, hands, and feet, and as coming down to view things on
trearth, all this is expressed after the manuner of men,and is to heunderstood
“in a way suitable to a pure Spirit.”” I might here remark that the circum-
stance of Stephen at his martyrdom seeing Jesus standing at the right hand of
God, should be understood ““in a way suttable to a pure Spirit ;' and then, in-
stead of one standing on one side of another (which other isspoken of as “dwelling
in light inaccessible,”” and as ¢ the God whom no man hath seen or can see’’)
instead of this carnal, childish, and antiscriptural idea, we would consider the
meaning to e, Jesus standing in the highest position of his Godhead's efful-
gence and power, or in the midst of the Throne. Milner “on the Festivals,”
describing fow our Saviour sits at the right hand of God, falls into the vulgar er
ror, and displaces the incarnate God, not only from “the midst of the Throne,
but from the Throne altogether: and assigns fo him, as if he were not God, or as
i he were cnother God. u real literal locality at the right hand of the T}LTOM,
Al of God'a preseice dwelling there, Our Saviowr's sitting at the right hard of
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taking of delight by God, in viewing himself in his official character of Son or
Saviour, seems tome to be the meaning of the words, ““beloved Son,” *dear
Son” * &e., when spoken of Christ.

Our Lord, on the eve of the crucifixion of his body, told his disciples, “It is
expedient for you that I go away: for if T go not away, the Cumnforter will not
come unto you: but if I depart, I will send him unto you.”” He also promiscd
them that this Comforter should abide with them forever. Now mark hLow the
Comforter is no other Person but the Lord Chuist in his sanctifying, counselling,
and comforting province or character; for he says to the same disciples, “Lo I
am with you alway, even unto the end of the world. T

God, says Milner, ‘““may import his sitling in his human shape on the right
hand of that bright Throne, or resplendent glory, which visibly accompauies
and manifests some extraordinary presence of God. §

* Bishop Pearson (on Article 2, Apostles Creed) spealing of what he calls,
¢ Christ’s ight unto the title of the sox of God by comnnission, assent by him,”
says :—* Secondly, it is as wndoubtedly true, that the same Christ, thus born
(as to his human nature) ““of the Viruiu by the Spirit of God,” (thav is, by the
Spirit of his own Godhead) ““wus designued to so high an oFrice by the special
¢“and immediate will of God, that by wirtue thereof he must be acknowledyed
““the sox of God.  He wrgeth this arcraext himself against the Jeurs ; « 15 it
*“not written in your Law, ! said, ye arc Gods?””  Are not these the very words
¢ of the eighty second Psalm? “If he called them Gods,” if God himself so
‘“gpake, or the Psalmist from him, if this he the lanyuagc of the Scripture, if they
“De called Gods “unto whom the word of (tod came,” (*and the Scripture can-
“not be broken,”” nor the anthority thereof in anv particular denied;) “say ve of
“him whom the Father hath sanctified and SENT mto the world,” whow Lie Tiuth
‘consecrated and commissioned to the most eminent and extraordinary Office,
“itgay ye of him, Thou hlasphemest, because I said, 1 am the sox of God.”
Here Bishop Pearson shews from owr Lord’s couclusive reasoning with the Jews,
how the title of Son was justly held in consequence of the filial, Son like obedi-
ence paid to the commission from his Godhead. This, us 1 Lave said from first
to last, is my view of the origin and s/vnificution of the tenn Son when applied
to our Lord as the “Sent’” or Personutor of himself in heaven. et me be per-
mitted to say (as I feel inwardly covstrained fo do) that the declaration of Pro-
testant divines is shameful and Aeat/ienish, when they assert that ** the communi-
“cation of the Divine essence, or nature, by the I'ather to the Son, is a proper
“ generation, by which he which communicateth is a proper Father, and he to
“whom it is communicated, & proper Son™ / /! Sce Bp. Peurson, id.

t To see this more clearly, let us turn to Jolm xvi. 7, where Christ tells his d;s-
ciples, that after his departure from them in the flesh /e would send the Comiort.
er unto them. In Jolm xiv. 16, 26, he told them that the father would give
and send the same Comforler to them ; thervefore the FFather and Chvist must be
one Person. But further, we see in the 15th verse of the latter chapter that
Chyist himself was the Comforter that was to be given, for he there savs:— T
will not leave you comfortless : I will come to you. Thus as Mr. Jay says on
Rev. ii. 28, Christ is “the Giver and the Gift; He is all in all,”’ and therefore

§ Notwithstanding the generally-reporied orthodox 1heology of Milner and others. as to their mean-
ing of Christ’s sitting at the right hand of God. still, while life remains, I shall Le delighted to sing i—
¢ Let all creation join in one,
To bless the sacred name
Of Him rwho sits wpon the Thione,
Aud 10 adore the Lamb.”?
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Aenin, Paul says in Ist Tim. ii. 5, “There iz one God, and one Mediator be-
twe(:n Gi)d and mén, the man Chyist Jesus”” By which I understand that God,
havinz been (rom eternity “in the form " of his own glorious Godhead, took upon

are is but on;]’v;-,:.\ou in the Godhead, rcvealed in the three cupacdics of Father,
ion, aad Holy (thost.

but|(1[?1i1:~11¥?]]y}] \‘:'1113?31»\', in his “oppendix on ambigvous terms,”” shows how.the
word “one’ “is sometimes employel to denote strict and proper auinerical
Unity, and som=times close resem‘blun.ce ” gnly. T nc!er thefor171er,7sen§e of the
worl, we may view our Lowl's declaration, Ifmd my I' a_ther dl“c one. Under the
second sense we may view our Lord's prayer for his disciples, ’lha{t‘ t}ggy all may
beone, &e.  The archhizhop ou the next page treats of the word “Ferson”

as
{follow s :—¢ Person, in its ordinary vse at prescut, invariably iimplics a numerical-
“ly (distinct subsfunce. Kach man is one person. and c-anj)e hut one. It”has
tla a pecaliar theologiel sense, in which we speale of the ‘ three Personls of
“the hlessed Trinity. It was probalily thus enuplt)yerlr by our Dl\'mes”as a hter:_xl,
“or perhaps elyaolozical, renderiug of the Latin }‘y ord “Pg]zsonu. Tam in-
“ clined to think, however, from the lavguaze of Wallis (the Mathematician and
S Lo sdcirn) in the following extract, as well as from that of some other of our
“olilot writers, that the ¥azlish word + Person’” was formerly not so strictly con.
“fined as now, 1o the sense it Lews in common couversation among us. Dr.
“\Wallis’s theological worky, eonsidering his general celebrity, are wonderfully
“little known.  He seems to have heen, in his day, one of the ablest Defenders
“of the Church's doctrine, azainst the Arians and Socinians of that period. Of
¢ cousse he incarred the censuie, ngt only of them, but of all who, though not pro-
“fessedly Arian, gave such an exposition of the doctrine ”? (of the Trinity) “as
“amounts ¢irtwldly to Tritheism. T hey to be understood, however, as not de-
“maudinz an impheit deference for his, ov for any other human authority, how-
‘“‘ever eminent. We are tuuzsht to ““call no man Master on earth.”  But'the re-
¢“ference to Dr. Wallis may serve.both to show the use of the word ¢ Person '’ in
“hiv doys, and to corvect the notion, should any have entertained it, that the
“vicws of the subject here tulen aie, in our Chureeh,y cuy thine novel.”?

After sich a high cicomiun by the Aichiishop of Dublin on the doctrinal
works of v, Wallis (a distin znished theolo:ical writer of the Church of England)
[ may, with all rexzon, hespeak thh attention of the 1cader to the extract adduced
aud endursed by the Avelibishop, which eractly expresses my sentiments on the
loctrine of the Trinity. 3

Dr. Wallis nvs:—¢“That which makes these expressions (viz. respecting the
“inity) seem harsh to some of these men, is hecause they have used themselves
“to fancy that notion only of the word Puison, acco.ding to which three men
“are accountcd to he ifiree persons, and these three petsons to be three men.
“But he rany consider that there is anuther notion of the word Peison, and in
“reommon wse too, wherever the same man may be said to sustain divers per-
sons. vl thore peranns to be the saue man @ Har i3, the saoe man as sustain-
ciny divers capaciiies.  As was snid but now of Tuily, Tres Personas Unus
sustineo, meam, adversaiii, jud (I, the ene person, support three char-
~acters—iny own, that of wny odversary, and that of ajudse.) "And then it will
" seem no more harsh to say, The three Persims, Tuther, Son, and Holy Ghost, .
are one (fod, than to say; Clod the Creator, (od the Redevmer, and God the |
“xanctifier, are one God * * * it i5 much the same thing whether of the
*two forms we v, The word Person (peisona) is originally a Latin word, and
“doth not properly sianify a Mun. (so that another person must needs imply
~anniher mn;m) fv.n then the word Humo woull have served, and they needed
‘jqot]hz‘mve taen in the word Pers?na 5 but rather, one so circumstantiated,
fantthe s Llum, if considered in other eiicus nnees (comsicerabjy differ-
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him ¢the form of a servant,” by humbling himself to obey in, and through, the-
human body which he had put on, the demands of hi§ own righteous law. And
“Deing found in _fashion as a man’’ for the purpose of our salvation, his name
was called Jesus because he was in this manner to save his people from their sins. *
He was also to be the Mediator: for he virtually presents, as it were, the hlood
(or rather the atonement and satisfoction made by the $hedding of blood) which
he, being God dwelling in the temple of Lis body and the High Priest who offered
that Dody as a sacrifics, caused and allowed to be shed—1I say, he presents, as it
were, all that he in, and by the instrumentality of, his hudann body did and suffered
for man—he presents itas a satisfaction to his justice, and thushe is the Mediator
between his Godhead and mankind reconciling the world unto mr33ELT.

T

“ent) is reputed another person. And that this is the true notion of the word
“Person, appears by those noted phrases, personam induere (Lo put on a mask
“or character) personam deponere (to put off, or lay aside, the mask or charac-
‘“ter) personain agere (io act the part or character) and many the like in ap-
“proved Latin authors.  Thus the same man may at once sustain the Person of
“g King and a Father, if he be invested hoth with regaf and paternal author-
“ity. Now hecause the Hing and the Faffiér are tor the most part not-only
“ different persons, but ditferent men also, (and the likc in other cases,) hence 1t
“comes to pass that another Person is sometimes supposed to imply another
“aan ; but not ulways, nor 18 thut the proper sense of the word, FPerson. It ig
“Tnglished in our dictionaries hy the stale, qualily, or condition, where one
“qunn differs from another ; and, so as the coudition alters, the Person ulters,
“though the man be the same.” .

Under the same heading ¢ Person” that we see the extract from Wallis, we
algo see, to the same effect, additional remarks from the Archbishop, wherein he
shows how the early Fathers, in their explunations of the words ¢ Let us make
man,”” approached very closely to the Arvian tyi¢heisim.  This he makes evident
by quotations from Chysostom, Epiphanius, and Justin Martyr, the Just of whor,
he says, ¢ eapressty speaks of God as ¢ Oue not in number, but in judgment or
desizns.”” In the page preceding these remarks of Archbishop Whateley, concern-
ing the awtully ervoneous doetiine of the Trinity as held by the early Church as
woll us in modern times, he reminds his readers of the cause why the error wus
reccived and the truth cried down, in the followiny words :—4Tt Is important to
¢ remember,—what we are very liable to lusc sizht of,—the circumstance, that
“not ouly there arose grievous errors during the time of the Apostles, and con-
“gequently such weve likely to exixt in the times immediately following, but also
“that when these Tnspirvd guides were removed, there was no luier the same in-
“fallible authority to decide what was ervor.  In the absence of such a guide,
¢ some errors mivht he received «s orthodox, and some sound doctrines be con-
“demned as heterodec.”  [See Ap. Whailey's Elements of Loic.]

* Phil. ii. 7, 8. Bishop Pearson (Art. 2) says:—“The form then of @ servan:
¢““which e took upon Jiim must consist in somcthing distinet from his sufierines,
““or submission wnto men ; as the condition in wlich he was, when he so sub-
“mitted :nd so suffered. In that he was made flesh, sent in the likenes: of sii-
¢ ful flesh subject unto all infirmities and miseries of Adam : in that he was
“inade of @ woman, made under the law, and so obliged lo perform the same ;
¢ which Law did so handle the children of (lod, as that they differed nothire from
tgervants. ¢ As therefore his hw i/ ialion consisted in his obedience unto:death,
‘g0 his exinanition (or emptying himw:lf) consisted in the assumption of tli form
i of a servant, an thai in the nature of man.” ' )
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Paul instructs vs in 1st. Tim. ii. 5, that Christ Jesus is the “one mediator be-
ween God andmen:’* but he tells us alzo in Rom. viil. 26, 27, that the Spirit
walees intercession for us, or (which is the same thing) is our mediator ; there-
‘ore Christ and the Loty Ghest must be one and the same person under different
sumes.  In short, the doctrine of viie clernal Spirit or Being in his three-fold of-
ice of Father, Son, and {Inly (ihost, as revealed in Seripture, is appropriately ex-
daiwed by resemblive the Father to the Sun in its absolute exsence and original
nuzgnificence ; by resembling the Word or Son to it in its illuminating virtue or
juality ; and by resemblmg the Holy Ghost to it in its warming and maturing
dlicacy.

The oft-told legend of St. Patrick converting an Irish Baalite Chief to a belief
n the doetrine of the Trinity by exhibiting a shamrock with three leaves on one
ttem is still mentioned to people who are jiznoruut enough to believe it. But as
:ach person of the Trinity is said to be whole and very God, as truly as the Trin-
ty is (tod, it follows, that, to have the comparison between the Shamrock and the
[rinity hold good, each of the Shamrock’s three leaves must he a whole and very
lant as truly as the triune Shamrock is one plant: such not being the cuse, the
somparison is foolish.  For 20, or 30, or any number of Persons, may similar-
y be proved to Le in the Godhead by counting the leaves of cabbage growing
rom the stalk, or the number of branches from the trunk of a tree. I often hear
dso of the silly comparison of water, ice, and snow, to the threc Persons of the
[rinity. But as there is here a ‘¢ dividing of the substance,”” and an inequality
n the substances and in the time of their existence, therefore the comparison is
[uite conlrary to the Athanism Creed and to what is taught by the doctrine of the
Urinity. *

Wesley, and of course the Methodists after him, § speak of the lizht derived
rom three candles us explanatory of the grace derived from the three persons of
he Trinity, the lisht from the candles heing oue and the same as the grace of
Yod from the three persons of the Trinity. DBut we read also in Rev. i. 4, of
srace solicited for the seven churches by John, which must be the same power
f grace issuing from the seven Spirits, and consequently, according to this mode
f argument, we may add the seven Spirits to the three of the Trinity, and then
xod will be ten persons.

1 should not omit to state here what caps the climax of the ¢ old wives fables 7
:ommonly told to support the doctrine of the Trinity. The story in its most cap-
ivating form T have seen in poetry in the ¢ Toronto Echo™ of May 27, 1858,

* ¢ And in the unity of this Godhead there be three Persons of one substance.’’
3ee Church of Engtand ¢ Articles of religion ™ No. 1.

1 I hoped for the credit of the enlightened christianity which is generally sup-
»03ed to be gaining ground in this latter half of the 19th century? that foolish
+hi'dish stories ahout * haunted places,” and the apparition of Glhosts and fairies
0 frizhten children and the credulously ignorant, were only to be heard of among
‘he most igrorani Roman Catholics, or the notoriously impious Rappers.”
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As the Echo, in all its advertisements, asserts that it is “‘ The only Church of
England religious newspaper published in Canada,’ therofore the more attention
ig to be paid to the tale when it comes from such an orthodox Cathedra. It is
substantially as follows :—On one occasion St. Augustine was anxiously oceupied
in studying the Bible in order to solve the ¢ various doubts ”” which had arisen in
his mind concerning three persons in one God. Being “heated and feverish”
from the ¢ puzling theme ”’ he was engaced in pondering on, he closed the Bible,
and took a walk to the sea side, where, still ahsorbed in thought, he espied a little
¢ urchin’’ labouring earnestly at the water’s brink. Perceiving that the ¢ child
had scooped a hole, shallow and narrow in the shining sand, over which at work
the labouring infant stooped, still pouring water in with husy hand,” the Saint
said to him, *Fair boy, I pray, what toil is thine? Let me its end and purpose

But, to my great surprise, I see such delusions are upheld by a denomination
which ¢ has shown itself a master piece of social organization for promoting con-
version, and securing its conquests.” A work called the “History of Wesleyun
Methodism,” or, ¢ Wesley and his times,” by (feorge Smith, L. L. D. F. A. 3,
dedicated, May 4, 185G, to the President of the Wesleyan Conference, 2nd Edi-
tion, haslately been nihlished for the more particular study of the young itinerant
Ministers. In page 317, the author =ays, ‘It does not seem unreasonable to le-
“Jieve that Grod should allow supernatural evidences occasionally to appear of
¢ the things which are ‘““unseen” aud “eternal’” '’ | Presenting this bold front
to the jeers forced from the discerning by the recital of such ““old wives fables ”
as he recites, he affects to quote them unblushingly in order to support the gener-
ally questioned soundness of mind of the {founder of his sect.

Thus in page 82, he gives an extract from Wesley's jonrnal of the strange noises
in the parsonage house at Epworth ; of the servant hearing dismal groaws i the
dining room, as of a dying person ; knoclings were heard in one place, and then
in several parts of the house at the same time; rattling sounds, as if hottles were
being hroken to pieces; footsteps were distinetly heard as o 2 person walking
about; doors were pushed open, and violently shut ; and what is most remarkable,
these unnatural and unaccountable noises continued for months, and onc member
of the family was annoyed in a similar way thirty-four vears afterwacds, although
then residing in London!!! Dr. Smith will not listen to Dr. Priestly ¢ who,” he
says, “argues that where no good end was to be answered, we may safely con-
“clude that no miracle was wrought; and who supposes, as the most prohable
“solution, that it was a trick of the servants, assisted by some of the neighbours,
¢ for the sake of amusing themselves and puzzling the family.”

In page 559, Dr. Smith, by another extract, shows how George Lukins was tor-
mented by seven devils, which frequently declared the secret of how they michi
be expelled by the prayer of seven ministers. .\ physician of Bristol contended
that Lukins was altogethér an impostor.  One of the seven was very much of the
physician’s mind; but, knowing Lukins to be altogether illiterate, he asked hiin
question in Latin, and Lukins at once replied in Latin. This carried conviction
to the minds of all the gentlemen, that the contortions of the young man were
effectuated by an evil influence, and, by consequence, that Luking wag o demco-
niac!!! Dr. Smith edifies his readers with other cxtracts from Wesley's journal,
viz : Elizabeth Booth's ¢ possession,” nnd a Somnivancelist’'s methedical preach-
ing, singing, &c., whilst asleep. What intelligent judyment can we expect té find
among the Methodist Laity, when ministers so 7nsiructed ave set over them? Al
this is done to prop up John Wesley's singularities.

In Wesley’s puerile days (when impressions are most easily made) there pre
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understand. The boy replied,— An casy task js mine, to sweep into this hole
wll the wide ocean’s brine!”" O foolish boy ! " the Saint exclaimed,  to hops
that the hroad ocean in that hole should be ©'! O foolish man!® exclaimed
the boy, “thy scope is still more hopeless than the toil I ply.”” The lesson desired
<o be taken from this childish narrative is, that as St. Augustine was prohibited
by an angel in the form of an infant from enquiring into the doctrine of the Trin-
iv.'y, s should every one instructed therefrom never attempt to think about it!!!

I inay be asked what John xvii. 5 means? For there our Saviour sayx, “And
now, O Father, glorify thou me with thine own self with the glory which T had
with thee before the world was.” This question should not be put to me by any
person who has atteutively read my other pamphlets, or the former part of this
“¢Dofence.’””  For all through T have been explaining how our Lord, under the
form of a “Servant "’ or ¢ Son,” (names of office) invariably displayed to the eyes
und ears of all within his reach the connexion of operation hetween his absolute
;odhead in a state of glory in heaven, and the same Godhead while effecting our

vailed generally a helief in witcheraft, and in what was marvellous and supernat-
ural. § In 1716, a Mrs. Hicks, and her daughter aged nine, were hanged at
Huntingdon for selling their souls to the devil, and raising a storm by putting off
their stockings and making a lather of soap! This fact modifies the hlame at-
tributable to Wesley for his child-like credulity as to hobgoblin apparitions and
Jemoniacal possessions: but for those ministers at the present day—who proudly
hear his name to characterize them denominationally, and who persuade them-
selves to follow bim in all his freaks of imagination—for those to endorse his
sprite stories, &c., when they ought to know better, is almost unpardonable.

Equally with the design apparently of justifying Wesley is the object of Dr.
Smith to instil into the minds of his rcaders a symputhy for the early Methodists,
who, Le shows, had heen in many instances persecuted by the followers of the
Church of England. Such an object on his part would be hetter entertained it
the Methodists, at the present day, would shew that indulgence to others, which
they in former times so pathetically had claimed for themselves.

Millard speaking of them, says :—* The Methodists ought to be the last people
“*to raise the arm of oppression against dissenting Christians. But a few years
- since, they well knew what it was to endure such kind of treatment themselves,
--and I regret that they have so soon forgotten the “wormwood and the gall.”
‘“They are now fast treading in the tracks of their predecessors, and T would to
“ God they would be seasonably apprized of their degeneracy. Of such, I find
*‘t00 many, particularly among the preachers. Reports as false as they were un-
»favourable, have heen carried from circuit to circuit. With such, Trinity is
**their God, &c.”  Such is the fruit of implicitly following Wesley, who (in the
sermon on st John v. 7, containing the simile of the candles) absolutely excludes
from Salvation all who do not believe in the doctrine of the Trinity as he does,
*‘unless”” (as Romanists say when they shut out Protestants from the pale of Sal-
vation) “on the footing of honest Heathens, upon the plea of invincible ienor-
ance’ 1! In the same sermon Wesley declares the Romanists to be Sar more
orthodox than those who hold the doctrine of Calvin as to election! Which doc.
trine he as grossly misrepresents, as did lately the glib Daniel McAffee in his abus-
ive letters on the sermons of Spurgeon—a candid, straightforward Christian,

= Many years a, i i i i
“ 11§m Lunai'v) S i(:);vl was asking an experienced Physician, and one particularly eminent for cur-
g e~ € you not seen reason to believe. that some Lunatics ate really Demonines? 1

- He answered, “Sir, I have been often inclined to thiuk i t
Wesors Soemon on & et hink, that snost Lunatics are Demoniacs 1 1 1
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redemption in a state of humiliation on earth; and how, with the desire of impres-
sing this fact on people’s minds, he prayed, gave thanks, looked up, &c., to hiz
Deity in glory, or, in other words, to himself who was at the same in heaven.
Nee John iii. 13, and xiv. 3. This our Lord shewed when he said, ‘“He that
sceth me seeth him that sent me.” John xii. 43.

My interrogator should also recollect how that I am a firm believer in the eter-
nal Sonship of Christ.  And if, at the creation of our world, “the morning stars
sang together, and all the sons of God shouted for joy,” (Job xxxviil. 7) how
wuch more joyfully did those angels give an additional revenue of glory to the
cternal King when displaying himself to them in the attitude which, in the ful’
ness of time, he wus actually and permanently to assume, and when exhibiting
graciously, ‘“before the world was,” to the same adiniring hosts how he was in
this attitude to bring many sons to glury and enrol them among the celestial ranks.
to ¢join the everlasting song and crown him Lord of all.” Thus had our Lord
elovy, before the world was, not only as the absolute God ; but also glory, in ad-
dition thereto, as the declared and anticipated Redeemer of mankind. The pro-
priety of my viewing the Father and Son as one and the same Person in a two-
fold attitude, will appear from the following consideration :—

Let us suppose the case of a creditor exacting from a miscrably insolvent debtor
the complete payment of a debt. Seeing the impossibility of obtaining payment
from the debtor he procurcs it by other means, even by his son, who actuails
pays the entire sum 1o him in behalf of the debtor. Though the debtor may feel
obliged to his creditor for saying to the son, “If you pay the debt I will allow
vou to do sv, and I will send you for that purpose where you will make out the
amount, but, mark, every farthing of what is due to me I must and will have ''—
though he may feel somewhat thankful for his good will in allowing thus the dei
to be paid by another—yet he cannot forget that the debt had to be paid, and
that he must feel grateful (at least principally) to him who liberated him by actu-
ally paying the debt for him. Thus, according to the Trinitarian hypothesis, the
Tather is inexorably implacable till he is rendered merciful by the intercession ol
another person of the Trinity who sits at his right hand for that purpose. Ts this
a proper light in which to represent the Father of compassion, to whom mereie 2
belong and whose name and nature arc love.

Now consider the case of the insolvent debtor according to wmy humble view of
it. His creditor sees that he is utlerly unable to meet the clauim against him;
however, he visits him and says to him, I know your helplessness and inabilit:-
to pay me that which a sense of what is due to my justice, holinees, truth, and
rightcous government absolutely demands. I have made you this visit n10f as an
exactiug creditor, but as one that feels for you. ILook upon me in that light;
and, as I have to support my word and rule in their integrity, the debt must bo
paid, but here is the full umount for you. Pay it back now to me; and then, 1
having obtained literally what I vowed to demand and threatened to exact, can,
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consistently with my perfections, shew you merey, by riving you as full a discharge:
as if you had paid in the debt from your own resources.”

The eternal Spirit required an atonement to be made to his violated laws ; man
was unable and ineligible to do this; therefore the gracious Lord, assuming the
character of Redeemer, made the atonement to his offended justice in and through
the human shrine which he had assumed; and he hands over to béliéving sinners
what he did, and what he suffered, throngh the tabernacle of his body, for them
~—he hands it over to them, and makes it theirs so entirely, as that they may plead
the same as effectually asif they had done and suffered so themselves. Thus our
Lord says in Is. Ixiii. 5, ¢ And I looked, and there was none to help; and I wonder-
ed that there was none to uphold: therefore mine own arm brought salvation
unto me.’

The King of glory viewed in heaven, as I have endeavoured to deseribe, in his
attitud > ag the Saviour—the sinner’s “all in all; '’ heing their *wisdom, right-
eousncss, sanctification, and redemption";—is (as Bradley says) the one and only
ohject of adoration there. Therefore the “ great voice of much people’” wasg
heard by John *“saying, Allehuia; Salvation, and glory, and Lonour, and power,
unto the Lord our God.” The Lord of lords shall thus continue to have Salva-
tion ascribed to him, till ¢ the Kingdoms of this world are become the Kingdoms
of our Lord, and of his Christ; and heshall reign for ever and ever.” (Rev. xix.
1, xi. 15.)

The opinion generally held of the antiquity of the doctrine of the Trinity keeps
back many from investizating it: but it should be recollected, that it was not es-
tablished as an Article of faith till the latter end of the fourth Century, when the
Church, both according to Mosheim and Milner, had made very rapid advances
n degeneracy. DMilner snys, “Flavian (of the fourth century) *‘ was the first
who invented the doxology,” * Glory be to the Father, Son, and the Holy
(ihost.” * 1In the fullowing extract from the Canadian Independent of Oct.
16, 1857, may be secn the real reason why the doctrines of the Trinity, the hu-

Nothin:; but habit eould reconcile people to such a “vain ”’ (and, too frequentl
flippant) ‘““repetition.” In the year 1542 I visited the Towns,hip of Wilmo)’;’
Canada West; where, after due notice, a considerable number turned out to hea{'
me, being attracted by the novelty of the circumstance, as no Church Clera man -
had ever officiated there bhefore. As the service proceeded, and whilst ?ge T
sponses were being made by an Englishman, who was not remarkable either f o
his sobriety or steadiness, great disorder appeared in the congregation, and see 01‘»
ed to be momentarily on the inerease. I stopped the ser\'i(z'e gnd eriquired tin'
cause, when I was informed by some Yankee Canadians (of whom the con«rrecae
tion was principally eomposed) that they did not think it right to allow a strang ;
.\vhmster to be mocked and insulted by repeating after him ;'hat he said, and th i
they were about to put the person who did so out of the house. [ )0711 m ea
;“m(rlnn;‘ thatthwhcaﬁ they judged so strange and unbecoming, was the u]sual WZy ())(%
conductin s ! iy i i

conducti chu?escel:cc;{ of England service, they permitted us to get through with

* This doxology is repeated about eight times in the Church morning service
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man jational soul of Christ, and the Sacraments, are found in the Church of Eng-
land Prayer-hook :—

“We find in one of our English contemporaries, a review of a work, entitled,
“ —Liturgical Purity our righiful Inheritance, written by an English barris-
*“ter, from which some extracts are furnished, which supply the particulars of a
“ general statement recently made, concerning the patch-work character of the
¢ Church of England Prayer-hook. Says the author Mr. Fisher, himself a Church-
“iman i—

“The real truth then, is, that the Prayer-bock of our Church is not, as many
“‘persons too hastily assumc, the genuine work of the Reformers properly so-
“ calced ; that is, of the martyred founders of the Protesiant Christianity of Eng-
“land. It was not composed by them as an original work, neither do we possess
“it in the form in which they finally left it. It was, on the contrary, a compiia-
“iion, founded upon works essentially Popish;—namely, upon certuin Romish
“Service-books of that day: and it received its latest, and therefore to us, most
“ important revisions, not under the auspices of Cranmer and his asscciates, hut
¢ at two subsequent and distinct periods, each of which was vemarkaile for a re-
“trogrude movement in the divection of Rome. The revision, which it under-
“went in the reign of Elizabeth, was confessedly a revision of compromise ; the
% gyowed intention of which was, to make the Liturey “such as neither Roman-
‘4st mor Protestant could justly except against.” That of 1662, how ever, was
“gtill more decidedly anti-Protestant and reactionary. Rowmanism and Rational-
“ism are, at the present moment, fearfully prevalent throughout the land. Both,
“it i belicved, are largely fostered by the SACERDOTAL AND SACRAMENTARIAN ten-
‘“dencies of the Prayer-book, as well as by those inconsixtencies which may natu-
“rally be supposed to disfigure the pages of a work, derived from so many, and
“at the same time, such incongruous sources.  Toth, moreover, are likely to be
# perpetuated indefinitely by the continued use, In our various Schools and other
“Educational Institutions, of a Catechism so larzely pervaded by the sacranx-
“paR1AN elemeut, and—we are truly sorry to add—so entirely devoid of any dis-
“f{inct enunciation of, or eveu allusion to, the grand essential doctrines of the
“ Gospel.”

“Well has Mr.-Binney said :=*It is fearful to think what an amountand depth
4 of guffering lie hid in the recesses of the homes and hearts of the English clergy !
“How many of them there are that groan under sorrows, which they dare not ut-
“ter, from the pressure upon them of harrowing thoughts on the language of
¢their formularies! How many, alas! have become callous—have given up
¢ thought—dare not think—art/Z not think! What terrible toil, intense and wu-
“availing, to repress doubis, and sophisticate the understanding, and to find an
“interpretation that may be lLeld as harmonizing with seriptural truth! And
¢“‘what stabs and darts, and shootings through the soul of the flaming arrows of
¢ remorse and shame, as ever and anon, while the words of the book are hreathed
“to heaven, repugnance to their meaning lacerates the heart !’
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To show persons who are expecting a revision of the Prayer-book the fruitless-
ness of their expectations, 1 shall only quote from the ¢ Canadian Church Press
of May 30, 1560, the following extract:—* On the occasion of the discussion in
e the Tonse of Lords, on Tuesday, (May 8thy) not a single Peer offered Lord
“ Ebury the least suppor!. The Archbishop of Canterbury, gpeaking in the
¢‘yame of the whole Episcopal bench, said, ¢ We think a verbal revision would
wnot he worth its cost. and we think that o doctrinal revision would throw the
¢aghiote Churel into confusion.”  The Bishop of Oxfind would not have a letier
v of the Prayer-hook altered.  Aguinst such un opposition Lord Ebury felt it was
0 use stragpling. and he withdrew his wotion.  In the course of his specch be
i+ st-ougly recommended his brother Prers 1o read a book by the Disseating Min-
wister, Mr. Linuey, called © Lizhts and Shadows.'”

I would sum up all that I have said on the doctrine of the Trinity by remarking,
that uninfluenced by the ery of antiquity, when it is an antiquity of errar ; or by the
cry of unity, when it is an unity of ignorance; or by the anathemas of the Athan-
asian Creed aund its abettors, when they are in opposition to the truth of God; *

* The Encyclopeedia of relizious knowledze, speaking of the Athanusian creed
says:—* The eternal generation of the Son of (iod forns an essential part ofthi.;
“ereed, as well of the Nicene. Maost certuin it 1s, that many of the Christian
¢ fathers maintain this mysterious doetrine of cternal gcneral[dn 5 and it has had
“able defenders, down to Dr. J. Owen, &.  On the other hand, Trinitariuns
**equully zealous have considered the opinion as both inconsistent in itself; and
»+deroatory to the Son of God—as implying derivation and inferiority.” " We
should not wonder after this at what Dr Whately says of the effect of the disqui-
sitions ot” Scholastic divines on the Unily of Géd, viz: that they ¢ have inlfixct
nearly explained it away, and hewildered the minds of their flisgiplus.” The
Eneyclopaedia turther on, speaking of the ** damnatory cluuses™ of the Athana-
slan cn;.ed, savs,—** Now it 13 most certain, that we cannot use too much caution
“on th1's subject. The Scripture indeed speaks of fuith in Chast us necessary to
“salvation, but refers rather, perhiags, to the vital principle itself, thar‘ to anv
form of confession; and it scems ubove all things improper to x;xinrflé anathe-
“mas .\vith our dovotions. This has led many of the Euglish clergy agd Dishops
“to wish they were well rid of this creed ultogether, which is certainly a nc\z{‘;l‘
“ing S?ntlmEHt; ‘z_md were the questivi now p_in, on admitting this formulzln‘y into
W E‘he %hurlclh service, thlfre are, perhaps, but few, comparatively, that would vote
2 v . 1o over & " ) - (2 g - h
uc(')/llrlis[[un iS'/‘;[\lf-il{,.(;ut odox it may be, it does not appear to be written in a

The dixtinction of Perzons (for the denial of which exclusion from salvati i
prouounced by the Athanasiun creed) is founded on the occurrence of the Flo?l :S
m heu\:en, the Son on earth, &c., at the Lbaptism of Jesus. But how ofte da Lb'l
read of our Lord being on earth, and speaking to the Patriarchs, Moses n& o on
several oveasions, hundreds of veurs before his actual incarnation. ‘W‘as.rrth CL 01(}
(rod }1ot in his ¢lory in the heuvens, when on these occasions‘he a e d01
carth'? Will the Trmitarians thus strip the Oumnipotent Spirit of bhis glt)te 5_1}20 01}'
0_[1\!111)1'Qrtjl1(‘c:.) And if they will not, how is it that they will not explaj rlthutg ot
of God heing in }1eayen and on earth at the same time by referri‘nfr)r tm 1? ag?
frc(ll.}QI)tl}' met with in the Old Testument, and which is (ieclared by ou % wdéilt' .
s(;glf u{)Jol}n il 13, Vil 34, xdv. 3, xvil. 24, &c. Thus the powirozrf t}g(l; H](Hl:

ne, by virtue of Lis Omnipresence, manifesting himself in his three attitudes o}f
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uninfluenced, in short, by any consideration, heside the glory of God and the sal-
vation of the immortal soul, I hope prayerfully and perseveringly to go forward

Tather, Son, and Holy Ghost, to mortals, being explained to the Christian world,
would liberate it from priestly dogmatism and fettered understandings.

Both the doctrines of the Trimty, and of vur Lord having in heaven with him
in his glorified body a rational human soul in order to obtain compassion for
mortals, are clearly ignored in Is. vi.,, compared with John xii. 41. Also in
Yizek. i, and in Dan. vii. 9—14 compared with Rev. i. Isaiah and Ezekiel show
plainly that there is only one Person enthroned in heaven and adored there, viz :
the Lord of lords—our blessed Saviour. Tlonicl vii.,, compared by Cumming with
Rev. i, (S8ee Dr. Cumming’s observations in my “Gospel Church’’) shews the
same fact of the one Person only in heaven; hut in the two-fold manifestation ot
himself, as the ¢ Ancient of days’ and the ¢ Son of man.” Then agaln, as in
Dan. Izek. and Isaiah, you also are told in Rev. iv. 2, of the same one Person
reigning in glory, * And, hehold, a throne was set in heaven, and one sat on the
throne.””  Qur Lord is here in this chapter deseribed to be similarly attended and
adored as in the other places referred to. In the 3rd verse we read that ¢ he that
sat was to look upon like a jasper and a sardine stone: and there was a rainbow
round ahout the throne.”” The emerald rainhow is the well-known symhol of cov-
enanted mercy. As the various colors beauteously unite in the rainbow, so the
different attributes of the Godhead meet harmoniously in God, when he occupies
the position of “ God owr Saviour™ ¢ Mercy and truth are met together ; righ-
teousness and peace have kissed each other.”

It must be quite evident that the same one person, who is said in Rev. iv. 2, to
have sut on the throne, is our Redeemer, who is also described inch. v. 6, (as also
in other places) to be “in the midst of the throne.” But ax in Dan. vii.
because the Lord appears in a two-fold manifestation of himself, therefore the con-
clusion is inconsiderately taken up, that there must be {wo I’crsons meant there.
1 shall, without further examination of Rev. chaps. iv. v. asto the receiver of ¢ the
hook ' and its possessor, being the xame Person in different characters, quote from
the ¢ Achill Missionary Herald” an extract from the Rev. Mr. Nanvle's late work
an the Book of Revelation. Trom it will be seen that it is the roof, that is, the
Godhead or Creator of David, and not the offspring, that is, the Auman nature
of David, that relieves, pities, and assists us.

¢ And one of the elders saithunto me, ¢ Weep not: behold, the Lion of the tribe
“of Juda, the Root of David, hath prevailed to open the book, and to loose the
r“geven seals thereof.””—v. 5. Here the evangelist was informed that although
‘“'no creature could reveal God’s secret purposes, one was found adequate to this
«great work. The deity of Christ gualificd him to secure this privilege to his
«Chureh; he is therefore described in this verse as ¢“the Lion of the tribe of
“Juda,” and “the root of David,”” not the offspring, because he derived the
“courage and energy which were needed for this mighty undertaking from the con-
+ sciousness of his oneness with the Father, as the root or origin of all things.
*+ What follows (in vs. 6, 7,) proves heyond dispute that it was Christ, the eternal
i Word, who was alluded to by the elder. The Deity of Christ was an essential
“ qualification for the performance of the work which no creature could accom-
‘¢ plish’; but justice had closed up every avenue through which a gracious revela-
¢{ion could find its way from a God of infinite holiness to fallen and polluted man,
“tatonement was therefore needed; hence the same person who is described ver. 5,
+<ag the ““Lion of the tribe of Juda,” and ¢ the Root of David,” appears in this
verse as o “Lamb as it had been slain.” This wondrous lamb 1s further
“identified with the Godhead, by being presented to the mind of St. John as
“ being present at the same timc ¢‘in the midst of the throne™ and in the midst
“of God's ministers and people.”
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in what T have undertaken and openly avowed ; leaving the issue in the hands of
(+od, who, whilst he dwelt in our nature here below, told his followers, *Lo, Iam
with you alway.”

¢ His purposes will ripen fast,

Unfolding every hour:

The bud may have a bitter taste,

But sweet will be the flower.”

From this extract it may be perceived how that when we speak of, or pray to
the # Lumb of (od that taketh away the sin of the world,” we should understand,
nat the funcied human soul of Christ, hut his Godhead reconciled to sinners
theowsh the atonement made by its dwelling in the “ body prepared for it—the
flesh that rested in hope; because it was not to be leftin the yrave, nor be suffer-
el to soe corraption.  The Lamb is adoved in heaven throngh the medinm of this
shrine or bo:ly made glorious for the residence of Him who “is able ta. subdue all
thinss to himselt. Sve Psalm xvi. 9, 10.

[t s asked why should not we think that Christ had a human mind or rational
soul like what mankind has, and why should not he suffer in that as well as in his
flesh, so as that thus the suffering, as we would think, might he complete. The
answer to this is, that Christ’s soul (even if he had one) could not suffer in the
only wuy inwhich its property of reflective reasoning would cause it to dosoj; and,
theretre, while *he hore our sing in his own Bopy on the tree,”’” his soul must
have heen inoperative. I shall further explain my meaning in Bishop Pearson’s
words on the fifth Article of the Apostles’ Creed, where he says:—¢ There is a
¢ worm that never dieth which could not lodze within his breast, that is, a re-
“morse of conscienve seated in the soul for what that soul hath done ; but such a
“remorse of conscience could not be in Christ, who, though he took upon himself
¢ the sins of those which otherwise had been damned, yet that act of his was
¢ most virtuous, charituble, and most glorious act, highly conformable to the will
“ of God, and consequently could not he the object of remorse.”” But I am anti-
cipating what I should reserve for the next division of my ¢ Defence,” viz. ‘“The
rational human soul of Christ.””  This much, however, T may premise, that Mario-
latry, which consists in giving adoration to the Virgin Mary, and several other
errors of Romanism, such as the immaculate conception, merits of Saints, Purga-
tory, &c., can most effectually be overcome in the minds of Roman Catholies
hy Protestants eschewing the untenable notion of our Lord having animmortal
governing, soul. For this latter doctrine is the foundation of what has been aptl),'
termed a pyramid of falsehood, based in priesteraft, and culminating in idolatry—
sersecution and cruelty mounted on every step. °



ON THE HUMAN SOUL OF CHRIST.

T bave shewn from John i. how the ¢ Word " is there declared to be the Maker or
Creator of all things; (2) how he is there declared to be the Quickener and En-
lightencr of all men; and (3) how he is there declared to he our incarnate Re-
deemer; or, in other words, how the Word is in the lst of John, declaved to be
Tather, Son, and Holy Ghost—one Tcrson or Being represented in three charvue-
ters. But the words declaring our Lord’s incarnation say nothing of a human
soul; for they only state that the “ Word was made flesh, and dwelt among us."”
In other words, the Word, in the fulness of Lis Godhead, and, at the same time.
in the official manifestation of himself os a Son, entered into the “hody picpur-
ed " for him, and dwelt in it, as in a shrine, tent, tabernacle, or temple, and wus
unto it in the place of an informing soul. The word “dwelt” in the originul
Greek is eskéndsen ; and cvery classical scholar knows that the literal tiunslu-
tion should be ¢ dwelt in a tabernacle or tent.”

The Cottage Bible in its paraphkrase on John i, 14, says:—*'But the same
“ Word, by whom were made all things both in heaven and earth, was himselt
“imade flesh.” He had often, indeed, under the old dispensation, ussumed a
“hasman or angelic form, and sometimes appearced in the **form of God: * but
“pow became or was “made flesh :’7 not trunsiently appearing, as of old, i
“the hvman form, but he talernacled, or, as Doddridge expresses it, ¢ pitched
¢“Mhis tabernacle”™ to abide some time with men: the glory of the Divine Natuie
“leing veiled in the hunanity, just as that of the Shechinah was shrouded in the
‘“‘agcompanying cloud ; and as the glory shone at times more or less conspicu-
“ously through the cloud, so the ylory of the Word, ¢“as of the only begotien of
“the Futher,’”” shone through the veil of human nature with beams of grace
“and truth.””  In the noic on the word *“ dwelt” the same commentary remarks :
“TLiterally, tabernacled (so Ticsloyy Campbell, “sojourned™ see Heb. xi. 9.
#But Doddridge thinks it an allusion to the Scchinah or divine glory which resid-
“ed in the tabernacle.’

The question thenis, was there a human soul with the Ford in the human forms
in which he often appearcd before his advent, or, was there a human soul with
him in the temple, where he specially dwelt between the Cherubims to meet and
answer his praying people? or was the temple worshipped? For hisdppearing in
human form before his actual incarnation and his dwelling in the Jewish temple
werc typical of his dwelling afterwards in the temple of his body; and if in the
type or figure there was confessedly no human soul nor outward temple wor-
shipped, neither should there be, after the the incarnation, in the antitype.

Bradley, in his sermon on John ii. 21. ¢ He spake of the temple of his body."

"
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cave i It is the human hody of Christ viewed as the temple of the living God.
« And in looking at it in this licht, we must keep in mind the Jewish temple, Jt
++is clear that in using the language befure us, the Lord Jesus had it in his mind;
and it is cler also that he must have seen some resemmllance between it and
« himself, e would not otherwise hrve so promptly and naturally made use of
»it to sinify himself. We may trace this resemblance in three particulars: It
“vepresents our Lord’s human nature ag, fivst, a duwelling pluce for God fo in-
<habit ; then, as a_form wherein to manifest or reveal himself; and then, as
o ponrunent to his praise.”

| Lelieve that my opinien of the non-existence of o human soul in the body of
Chuist is in accordan-e with the doctrine of the cwrly Christian Church; for even
[luftinus, who lived m the fourth century, vnd who, Bishop Burnet zuys, was the
lirst that published what i penerally, but fulsely, called the Apostles” Creed, when
writing on that article of the (‘reed which states that our Lovd was conceived by
the Holy (thost, sayx:—¢Huic, quem dudum de Patre natum incffabiliter didieisti,
»nune a Sp. 8. templum: fabricatum infrasecreta uteri Virginis intellige.”” ¢ Now,
»understand a TEMPLE constructud within the Virain's womb by the Holy Spirit
for him, who wis of old horn in an ineffable manner of the Father.”

Paul and the heloved disciple: seem to have understood it similarly, for they
~ay :i—*Fuorasimuch then as the childven are partakers of flesh and blood, he also
himself likewise took part of the sime,” 1lebh. i, 14, ¢ 1lerehy know ye the
Spirit of Gind s cvery spirit that confesseth that Jesvs Chvist 7s come in the fleshy
i< of God: and every »pirit that confesseth not that Jesus Chuist 4s come in the
fifesh s not of God,” 1st John iv. 2, 3.

Bishop Pearson ¢ \rt. By says: “For we are here to remember acain the most
“ancient form of this Article, bricfly thus delivered, Born of the Holy Ghost vnd
the Firgin Mary ; as also that the word Sorn was not talen precisely for the
 Nutivity of our Saviour, hut as comprehending in it whatsoever helonged to his

“human gencralion : and when afterward the conception was attributed to the
- Spirit, the Nativity to the Virgin; it was not uo to he understood, as if the Spirit
iad conceived him, but the blessed Virzin by the power and operation of the
v Npirit.”

I shall shew presentlv from 1st Pet, iil. 12, 20, how that the Spivity when said
n Seripture to act or @o in behalf of (hiist, is no other Person than Christ him-
i f weting in his office of Sanctifier or Enlivener. I will only add here what
U arson xuys :—*“That no more is left to be attributed to the Syivit, than what
i3 mecessary to canse the Virgin to perform the actions of a motherl LA 4
“But as the bloods in the languaze of the Hebrews did siynily that substance of
“which the flesh was formed in the womb, so we acknowledge in the generation
»+of Jesus Christ, that he was made of the substance of his Mother.” N

When our Lord in the fulness of time wuz about to put on, or clothe himself”
with, our nature (this is the way Tertullian de Resur. Carnis c. 34, expresses it by
'be word carnems, induerat,) when he wus ahout to come into the world, hesaitix
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to his Father or-abgolute Godhead:—-¢Sacrifice and offering thou wouldest nut,
but @ body hast thou prepared me’’; this body was prepared also (2) by the
Spirit, causing (as Pearson says) the Virgin to perform the actions of a mother ;
and this body or shrine of the Deity was also prepared (3) by the “Branch,” fur
he was to build the “ temple of the Lord” and he was to ¢ bear the glory 7’ Zecii.
vi. 13.  Bradley says on this last text:—¢This is a prophecy of the Mes-iav.
On the first view it may not appear such, but such doubtless it really is.”

In short, we see from the Bible, and the early Chyistian Church, how that »
living body, tabernacle, or temple, was prepared in the womb of the Virgin Max,
to receive God, who through that veil or medium was to manifest himself (that iv,
his Godhead’s attributes, not his human soul's benignities.) to the world; aml
who, in the preparing of this body or temple, displays himself in his three ofbices
of Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, as I have shewn.

I now, trusting in the Divine aid, will endeavour to answer the objections which
are generally brought forward against my views by those who profess to believ
that our Lord has a reasoning human soul, callud, in the Greek language, nour,
and in the English langunage mind.

In a preliminary way [ would remark, that I admit fully that our Lord’s human
hody possessed the pseufz or soul, the seat of life and of such sensitiveness, wu
thiat, heing our substitute, it felt so neverely the punishment impused on it fur ¢
sing by the iudwelliug (tod avtuuting it, as to have swealed **great drops «f
blood.” T can undersiand how this soul was in syony—how it “was exeeeding
sorrowful cven mnto death "— * how it wis made *“an oflering for sin "—and

* I should he the lust person that would wish to undervalue, ov dishonour by
an unworthy comparison, our Baviour’'s sucred body, or the holy fife of his huma
nature whilst on carth. [ amw far fromn intending such in the following 1emarks,
and theretore do not wish to be wisuuderstood in whot s merely meant as aa
elucidation.  With this (perhaps to meuy) necessary introduction, I would remars
that nothing is more common than the severe agony observable in beusts or jrrs
tionul animals by their sweating and trembling not ouly while xuffering in theis
hodies but also through fear, apprchension, or foresipht of approaching suffering.
If the pseulé—the animal or living soul—in aniinalx is thus actuated and influenc-
ed ordinarily by the laws of nature, why canuof we sce how the in-dwelling Ged
of nature made an inconceivable impression of ugenizing woe on the pseule, or
Jiving soul, which anininted his human hody ?

Tn order to shew that the pseuki—the animal or liring sowl which all allow
our blessed Nuviowr had, and which is distinguished from the nous, 1. . the mind
ar intellectnal soul—in order, I siy, to shew that the pscuke, and 1t aloue, wus
capable of fully wndergoing what is recorded In Seripture of our Lovd's Judernut
sufferings in his human, I would refer to John Wesley's sermon on Lom. viii, 19
—23, in which (beside his advice, + Awny with vulgar prejudices, wid let the plain
word of God take place ') he says :—* What then 18 the barvier vtwecn men an
“hrntes? The line which they cannot pass? Tt was not reason.  Sct aside that
ambirnons term: exchange it for the plain word, widerstandi and who can
«¢deny that hrutes have this?  We may as well deny thatthey have sivht or hearing.”

In st Thess. v. 23, there is evidently an endorsement of the distinetion whiel
fas heen gencrally maintained hetween the =pivit and {ir7ny soul: for Paul in that
passage sayy, L pray God your whole spirit and sow/ and hody be preseried,




60

how it, as the life-blood, was ‘*poured out unto death” Is. liii. 10, 12. What
does all this mean else, than that our Lord gave “his life a ransom for many,”
Miark x. 452 That “he bore our sins in his own body on the tree,’ 1st. Pet. ii.
21, reconciling sinners in the body of his flesh through death, Col. i. 22, and
siving them “boldness to cuter into the holiest by the blood of Jesus, by a new
snd living way which he hath conscerated for us through the veil, that is to say,
his flesh.”

It is asked, how could our Saviour be reckoned a perfect man, or equal to his
Iucthren in all things, if he has not a rational soul in the same way as other
men ?

The answer to this is plain, viz. That our Lord’s human body virtually, that
is, tv all inlents and purposes, had a rational soul, and the very best kind of

Get The ¢ Cottagze Bible” in a note on the same verse says:—*‘It is (says
+ Doddridae) very evident, that the apostle refers to a notion which prevailed
-¢among the Rabbics, as well as the philosophers, (Pythagoreans, Platonists, and
+ Stoics,) that the person of man was coustituted ot three distinct substances, the
- vational pirit, the animal soul, and the visible body.”” The same authorityina
note on the words, 1% the dividing asunder of soul and spirit, says, “see our
o note on 1st Thess. v. 23, where we have distinguished the rational soul from
- the animal : but whether the latter (which is common to brutes) be matter, or
+an inferior kind of spirit, or a middle sulistance hetween both, we prcsume’not
ti40 decide.  Most certain it is, that many animals are intelligent, as well as sen-
+ftent ; that they fvel, that they recollect, and that they dream ; and, therefore
¢ that they THINK.’ ’ i
Ap. Whately, in his appendix on “ Ambiguous Terms,” writing on the term
 Reason,”” suys:— “This word is liable to 1any ambiguities, of wiu'ch I propose
-ty notice only a few of the most important. Sometimes it 1s used to signify all
‘ the intcllectual powers collectively; in which sense it can hardly be said to be
“-altogether denied to brutes; since several of what we reckon intellectnal pro-
*-cesses in the human mind, are evidently such as some brutes are capable of.
- Lleason i, however, trequently employed to denote those intellectual powers ex-
s‘clusively m which man differs from brutes; though what these are, no oﬁe has
- heen alle precisely to dehne. The employment at will of the facultw” of Abstrac-
“ition secius to be the principal; that being, at least, prineipally concerned in the
“use of Language. The moral faculty, or power, of distinguishing right from
+wrong, (which appears also to be closely connecicd with Aﬁstmcti?m )cis one of
¢ which brutes are destitute ; but then Dr. Paley and some other ethical w’riters den
it to man alsu. The deserlption given by that author of our discernment 05;'
ool anfl bad eonduet, (viz. as wholly dependent ou expectation of reward and
- punishment,) would equally apply to many of the brute-creation, cspeciall
+the more intellizent of domestic animals, as dogs and horses.” » %R y
1;‘.10 rleader, :iiewing thg foregoing remarks from a common sen
(unless his mind is incurably preoccupied by long and imper i .
:rrla%hings) :nust be convirllced 1ihat thepmind?’ or immortal pfig:i(;rfz,b\xse;x[;;?is
._-, our Raviour to gualify him for the ] ¢ ¢ i}
! ,,); o ourqs ual ‘{;1/0 b perception and endurance of the suffer-
The great charge, brought against the Apollinari i
ziuctioq hetween the Gregx woi;ds pseuke :Eld nousi.ms"l“]:: szoilllxil:rtieciwcll P (Iil's
they said was properly translated soul, but did not generally signify the(l)seu 2
}-lal and }mmortal. spirit in Holy Scripture, but the appetites of '%he %umazim%ﬁife‘
They said, that it was the word nous or “ mind” which alone formed a jud;.-

se stand-point,
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rational soul; for the #“Counseller,” having taken up his abode in his holy tem-
ple, directed, guided, governed it, spoke through it, and thus superseded, and ren-
dered wholly unnecessary, the presence of a human mind, which, to say the least,
would be superfluous and inopevative, inasmuch as every thing was said and done
in the human shrine, which our Lord wore, according to the Divine counsel.

If, before the application of Steam to sailing pwmrposes was discovered, one ot our
ancestors had been conversed with concerning the properties of a ship, he would
gay, that the principal thing to distizguish, or muke uscful, a ship, was its zuils;
in fact, that there could be no ship without them. Dut, if the same peison were
alive at the present time, he should admit, that it was owing to the want of pro-
per information that he was so dctermined in his former opinion: for that now,
owing to the march of science, there may he a perfect and entirely complete ship,

ment of ideas, and which alone constituted the immortal reasoning spisit of
man. Bishop Pesrson on the Article, ““He descended into Hell,” soys :—* Itis
““most certain that they (the Apollinarinus) did not equaliy deprive Cluist of hoth:
‘“hut most of the Apollinarians denicd a human soul to Christ only in respect of
“the intelleclval part, granting that the unimal soul of Christ was of the same
“ pature with the aunimal soul of othermen.  They clewly afitmed the peké, and
¢ denied the nous alone.” '
On this subject T would req
extract from the viitth Diseonr
of whom it wax said, that ** the clnaeh of Englaud had never a maore dutind, wlfec-
tionate, and illustrious son than William Llomaine.” It will Le clearly scen thar
Mr. Romaine exactly ugrees with the Apollinarians in drawing the sume distiue-
tinction hetween the pseufié and nows or dianoia to he sound iu his text, Mark
xii. 30 :—*“"Thou shalt love the Lord thy (God with alt thy heait, and with all thy
soul, and with all thy wuind, &e” Mre, Lomaine haviuy shown thut “with all
the hewrt”” meaus ¢ all the aflections belonging to the bewt” procecds thus :—
“With all thy soul.” ¢ The Hebrew word. here vendered soul, does not sig-
“nify the fmaterial and immortul spivil, ut s generally used ia é-’r‘)'ipluré
“for the parts concerned in carrying on ilre circulution of the blood, and in
“which the appetites of the human trame ave placed. Tloow wee to be reru-
«]ated by the love of God, and they are all to be vsed iu his service.  Lvory de-
“sire and craving, every instinct and pussion of the antnul fucullies, shoukd
¢he brought into such a cheertul subjection to the Lord God, that 1o do his will
ssghould be their delight. There should not be a motion or stiiring of desire in
“any of the appetiles but what {ook its rise from love, Therv should not be a
¢ desire in any one Ins{inct or appetilc but what sprang from divine love, * *
“But the text goes on to claim the service of all the rational fucullies ; for
“that is the sense of the Greek word, which is rendevedl ©with all thy mind.”
¢ Tt denotes that power of the mind whereby it deduccs one thiuy from another:
«¢jt is what the logicians call discursus, or the art of reasoning. The mind hay-
«ing before received ideas by simple-apprehension, and formed ¢ judgment of
“them, is then enabled to veason upon them; and this faculty of reasoning is
« Jiere meant : so that every thing whicl the mind can reasonupon ought to lead
“it up to Ctod and to increase its love to God. Tlcasun, with ail its powers,
s¢ghould be under the influence of divine love. And thus the Loyd God expects
‘cug to keep the first and great commandment: he requires all the afections of
“body, soul, and spirit, and all the rcasoning tfaculties to be invariably fixcd
#upon him, &e.”

the reader’s special attention to the iolluwing
; “apon the vieht Tove of the Lotd Ged ™ by him

N
i
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mestly, or altogether, without sails. He would be foreed to acknowledge that
the steam ship of madurn thues was really the most expeditious and useful for all
naval purposes.  The application of the foregoing comparison to the genel:al
opivion of the necessity of onr S four possessing a yational soul, so as to consid-
er him a perfeet man, is obvious. For as steam cffectually dispenses with sails,
0, in likoAnmunor, the - Divine nature of Christ performed the functions of rea-
<on, and supnlid the place of what we call the mind, the spiritual and intellec-
tual priuciple in man,”

It ix wsked how could our Lord without a rational soul render an active obedi-
coee to his Law, =0 as thereby o give believers in that obedicence a title to hea-
ven ?

In auswering thiz it showdd beweonsidereed; that it was not the hwman nature of
Christ that in any way was the Agent in procuring us righteousness, but that it
was the Divine Nature, whieh (buving heen in the Divine mind from cternity #in
the form ol tiod 7 as *“the only hezotien Non,™) did, in the fulness of time, take
the form of u Servant by zubmission and obedience to the Divine Luw, and Dy the
instrumentality of the human nature inllecnced by the Godhead from within to
obedience, did perform in, and by it, the righteousness necessary for man to trust
in. That we are to look on the Divine natwe, and on it alone, dwelling in the
s hody prepared 7 for itoas the Azent of owr veconeiliation, is clear from the

whole envveat of Svviprace, which testifies, “that (Gud was in Christ reconciling
the worlll unto niesene.” 3y menidng may appear clearer from the following
extraet from B Pewson o the 2ad Article of the Cheed i—

s the mavity of the oftence Teaieth proportion to the person offended ; so
- the value ol reparation siseth frons the dignity of the person gatisfying : heceause
- the sati-faction covsizteth i a reparation ot that Lhonour which by ile injury
sowas eelips el and all honour doth increuse proportionably as (he person vield-

“ing it s honcwrable. If dien by every sinowe lave offended God, who is of in-
- finite culuciey, acecrding unto which 1le injury is averavated: how shall wo
wever be cocure of our reconcilintion wato God, except the perzon who hath un-
“dertaken to make the repuration be of the wune infinite dignity, =0 us the Lo
=+ our rendered by his obedicuee may prove proportionabic 1o the offence and that
“dishonour which arose from o disohedience 2 This seruple i no otherwise 1o
“hesatislicd than by a belief in such & Medintor as is the only begotten Son of
cGod, of the suine substance with the Futher, and consequently of the
power and dignity with the Ged whom by our sins we have offended.”
This reasoning of Pesi~on is unanswerable,

saIme

It shews conclusively how our
Sa\'iou.r maust have been truty (i, to have offered an cligible atonement to infin-
e ciinence 5 and s CliostCs human nature never could he infinite by any union
with the Deity, therefore it could not present an adequate rigliteousness by active
whedienee to entide to lewyven, nor an adequate atonement to five
Hrom gailt believers init. Therefore it was God in
which he asonned, that 20

vieariously
» @il by means of; the hody
all for muwkind in the dovs of his humiliation, o

S0
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does all for them:now in his gloriously official state of mediation on high. Indeed’
our great High Priest, who laid down his life, that is, the life of his human body :
and who laid on that body the iniquities: of s all ; must have had an infinite mind'
to comprehend the vast amount of delt which the haman family in all ages in-
curred.

Pearson on Art. 4, says:—¢If then we consider the perfection and latitude of
“his knowledge ; he understood all the sins of men for which he suffered, all the
“evil and the guilt, all the offence against the Majexty, and ingratitnde against the
s goodness, of (xod, which was contained in all those sins.”

John Bunyanv, in his “Pilgrim’s Progress,” stuge 3, Part 2, explains very fully
the nature of the righteousness which jastifies, in the following manner :—

¢ Chr.—DBut if he parts with his righteousness to us, what will he have for him--
“gelf?

“ Great.—He has more 1ighteousness than you have need of, or than he need--
¢ eth himself.

¢ Chr.—Pray make that appear.

“CGreat.—With all my heart: bnt first T must premi-e, that he of whom we are-
¢ now ahout to spealk, is one that has not his fellow.  He has two natures in one
“person, plain to be distinguished, impos<ihle to e divided.  Unto each of these
“natures a righteousness Delongeth, and cuch rightconsness i+ essential to that
smpature ; so that one may as casily cause that nature to be extinct, ag to separate
“its justice or righteousness from it.  Of these rightecvsnesses, therefore, we are
¢ not made partakers, so as that they, or any of them, should be put upon us, that
“we might he made just, and live therehy. Besides these, there is a richteous-
“ness which this person has, as these two natures ave joined in one.  And this is
“not the righteousness of the Grodhead, as distinguished from the manhood; nor
¢ the vighteousness of of the manhood, as distinguished from the Godhead ; but a
¢ righteonsness which standeth in the union of both natures, and may properly he
¢ called the righteousness that is essential to his being prepared ot God to the ca-
“pacity of the mediatory office, which he was entrusted with.  If he parts with his-
¢ first righteonsness, he parts with his Godhead : if he parts with his second right-
¢ eousnesy, he parts with the purity of his manhood ; if he parts with his third, he-
¢ parts with that perfection which capacitates him for the office of mediation.-

“He has therefore another rightcousness, which standeth 1v pErrorMANCE, on
¢ OBEDIENCE TO a REVEALED WILL; and that is what he puts upon sinners, ard that
¢ty whieh their sins are covered. Wherefore he =aith, “As by one man’s dis-
“ohedience many were made sinners, so by the obedience of one shall many be-
“made righteous.’ Rom. v. 19.

From these expositions of Bunyan and Pearson it is quite apparent that the in:
finitely holy obedience of Christ, after he had clothed himself with the human
body, was aa adequate offering to his infinifely holy justice, which demanded such-
an offering. Thus Christ suffered in the flesh, (1st Pet. iv. 1) which was the pro..
per sabject of his passion ;- as through the lust of the flesh disobedience first came
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jato the world; and thronzh the influence of which everlasting death comes, Rom.

viil. 13, o .
I Lave been asked by people, ©What is the meaning of Luke 1. 52,7" where it

is suird that = Jews inereascd inwisdom and statnee.”  They sk, “is not the one

in regpect of his Lody, the vthor of hiszoul 72

jvht that ke, whose knowledue igsaid to Lave

It is tree, it would appenr at first
incremsod with his vears, 1must have had a subject proper for ity viz: a rational hu-
man soul. But the meanings. that T Lelic ve should be taken from the words, is:~
That the wislorof the mdwolling God was exhibited and direloped gradually,
and aeenediay to ol cumstances, through ilie medium of his human body. For

when lie was about
”

instar e, bl the Jewish doctors in the temple that heard (o

twelve years of nze, © were astonished at his understanding and apswers; 7 and
well they mizht, {fo- the words which this Divine Teaclor uttered from human lips
—=trthey were spiot, and they weee life ” John vi. 63,

The Cotings Bille, commenting on Marlz xii. 52, quotes the following extract
from Do, Py Suiih’s Messinh, vol. 2:—+ The Scripiures appear to v, on the one
“haud, to trul the existence of vuch a union as produces a personal oncness:
“und on the othery to exclude the notion of transmutation, or confliion, of the
s edsentiad propoctics of either nature with respect to the other. It {ollows (hat,
“whatover communieation of supernatural qualities, powers. or enjoyments, was
“mude by the indwelling diviuity to the man Christ Jesus, it was made in various
“degrees, aud on successive occasions. as the Divine wisdom jud.od it : and
“4this necessuy lmitition would apply to times or seasons which the Father has -
“put in his-own puwer™ (Acts . 7.) *as much as to any other conecivable class
vof (ﬂ[f‘ SN

Frowm Tsainh xi 1—4, 1t is plain, that car Ly

‘s ideas did not o- hsinate in a

human mind, ¢icher by recoiy crowledze thron th the senses or through rijlec-
; bui that they orizinated with
e indcelling Cluist, acting /i his jocnee of the Spiidt, and consequently not
throvsh any human cxperience :—¢ And there shull come forth a rod cui of the
stam of Jew anl a Braneh shell giow cat of Lis 00ts; and the epivit of the
Fond shall rest wpon him, the spirit of wizdow and u:’z{?crsl(zna'«"ng, the spirit of
hty the spirit of fswledge and of the iear of the Lord : and shaull
mke him of uiek undersiauding in the fear of the Losd: and he shall not judze
AFL2 TED SICHT OF W13 LYES, neither reprove afler TER HEARING OF 11 EARS.”!
Chrizt’s human hody, d

13 Do vesident, pass

tion—the wuys by wlhich men receive knowled

eoneel o

ing hiz hewdliction Lore oncuth, was sulsos
v and a3z amedian, to ¢.uibit and carry ovt (he de-
sbracd d'play of glory before morial eyes, Johm 1. 14, The quotation from
MeCleroe (to Le lvend in my Tindicatisn pe 11, 12,) explaing sati=factorly
whit 1 rican, whire it says :—% % e feet weie humen ot that stood upon 3uunt
t Ol Tl eyes were Auiman eves that looked down upon the dazzling citv.
< The tears wees human tears thai -1 upon ihe yround., DBut oh, there \\;s the
dendornzss of God Lintiur beneath that mantle. Look and live, sinners.

viznt to
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“TLook and live. Behold your God. He that hath seen a weeping Christ hatly
“geen the Father. This is God manifest in the flesh.”

Can any thing then be plainer than that the declaration of ¢ Jesus inereasing
in wisdom,”” or, as it is in Lnke i. 80, * waxing strong in spirit,”” means the pro-
gressive manifestation of the wisdom of that God, who dwelt within; and who
(through the mantle of our nature, which he had put on) in his conversations,
&c., gave such demonstrations that it was the indwelling God alone, without any
co-operation from a buman rational mind, that actuated and governed all that he
did and said— * I say, gave such demonstrations of his Godhead as that, in the
words of McCheyne from the place already alluded to, ¢ He manifested forth his
«glory, and his disciples believed on him. Almighty power spoke in a human
‘¢ voice, and the love of God, too, shone in it?”’

It is also objected that in Heh. iv. 15, we can see the feelings of Christ’s hu-
man mind there declared to be rendered the more compassionate from his expe-
riencing similar attacks from temptations with sinners: for that the Apostle there
says:—‘‘IFor we have not an high priest which cannot be touched with the feeling
of our infirmities; t but was in all points tempted like as we are, yet withoutsin.”’
On this passage the Cottaze Bible has the following note :—* Which cannot be
“touched "—Macknight. “Who cannot sympathize’ —¢Like as we are’’—
1. e. “in the same points.”

Nowitall comes to this—Is the High Priest, here spoken of, the great “I Am,”
dwelling in the human hody which he «

med, and which he oftered up to his
offended justice as an expiatory victim or sacrifice, he having power to lay down
his (human) life, and having power to take it again. I believe all will answer
this in the affirmative. Then as itis the Godhead of Cluist, and the Godheud alonc,
that is the High Priest; § so it is the Godhead alone that sympathizes with morta!x,

* {As soon as man had divested himself of God’s image, his shameful nakcd-
“ness made him run into the thickets; nor could he ever since then look his
“Malker directly in the face, nor endure to hear his {mediute voice. There-
‘“fore, when God hinself would come and dwell among men, he veilcd his deity
‘“with human flesh : there he stood behind thewall, and showed himself through
¢ the lattices.” —Ap. Leiglhiton's sermon on 2nd Cor. v. 20.

t Bishop Burnet (Art. 1) suys:—¢The third thing under the head I now con-
wsider 1s, God's being withow! passions.  ‘Yet alter all this, there aie several
¢ passions, such as anger, fury, jealousy, and revenge, bowels of meicy, com-
“passion and pity, joy and sorrow, thut ave ascribed to Gtod in the common
“forms of speech that occur often in Seiipture, as was formerly observed, with
“relation to those figures that are taken from the parts of a human body.” When
¢ God changes the course of his proceedings, he is said to repent : when his dis-
“pensations of Providence are very gentle, and his judyments come slowly from
¢ him, he is satd to have bowels. And thus all the varictics of Providence come
“to be expressed Dy all that variety of passions, which among men might give
# occasion to such a variety of proceeding.”

§ “Our blessed sacrifice, who was also Priest and Altar, offered himself v
‘“cheerfully! Then saith he, ““Lo, I come to do thy will, O God.” Heb. x. 7.
‘i And I lay down my life for the sheep,” saith the good Shephard.””’ Johnx.
15. 8ee Ap. Leighton id.
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Aenin, [would ask, is the sympathy spoken of by the Apusile fitly reprosente
as bglonging to the Deity, and to the Deity alone? No, my wop'poynems answer,
such sympathics are affections belonsing to the tenderness of € h%‘]b’t 5 human soul
alone; and the expressions, hy which theze sympathies are describied, related pa'l-
pably to what is human in our Saviour. If this be the case, I would ask, how is
it that the Lord is described as having sympathized with his people of old, many
hundred years before his adveni, and consequently before the creation of the
human soul which current opinion anti-seripturally attributes to him ; for “in all
their affliction he was afflicted.” Is. Ixiii. 9. *

In the 15th and 16th verses of the same chapter we see the Church calling the
Lord its Father and Redecimer while it looks for sympathy :—* Look down from
heaven, and hehold from the habitation of thy holiness and of thy glory : whereiy
thy zeal and thy strength, the sounding of thy bowels and of thy mercies toward
me ? are they restrained? Doubtless thou art our I'uther, though Abraham be
ignorant of us, and Isracl acknowledged us not: thou, O Lord, art our Fatler,
our Redcemoer ; thy name is from everlusting.”

In Jer. xxxi. 20, sympathy is expuessed by God as felt by him, just as it would
be expressed if fule by a hwinan soul; and yet not the slightest idea of a2 human

" Let the reader but look to * Christiun Treasury’” in the Biontical Witness
of Rep. 12thy 1=60, and there see this very ju-sige of Ts. Ixiil, %, made apposite-
Iy to explin, hy a comparison of it with 1leh. iv. 15, how very unnecessary is
the idea of Christ havios o human rational soul in order to have Lim feel for mor-
tals and sympathize with them :—

“In all their affliction he was afflict~], and the angel of his presence savel
““them; in his love andinhis pity he redeemed them; and he bare them and car-
#ried them all the days of old.  [s. 1xiii. 9.7

* Divine Sympathy.—How sweet i3 sympathy Yot haman sympathy is very
‘often teehble—it muy soothe, Lut caunot Lelp. The kind visit, the lovivng word,
*1s at times precious ; but they reach not our case, they bring us no permanent
“relief.  Love is often without power to assist the Delnved object.  Not so when
** (rod loveth, for then the loving heart moves an omnipotent arm, and opens in-
““finite resources.  But there is somethinz astouwnding in the thought, that the

+afflictions of a worm—a sinful woia, should afflict the heart of the Infinite,
“the heart of God. Yet such is the testimony of his own word, What an cx.
“pression of love is that? - They put away the stran.e cods from ameoue them,
“‘and served the Lord; and Lis soul was grieved Jor the misery of Israel.
“ What exuisite tenderness is manifested when the God of the unirerse declares
‘““He that toucheth you, toucheth the apple of wmine cve 7 ? Tried fellow-trav-
‘eller, when thy road is rouvh, when thy strengeth is ~Small, when thy heart is
*yained, when thy sizhs are livavy, Cod sympaihizes with thee.  His eye sees
*his ear hears, and his keart {eel 5 for like as @ futhey pitieth his children S0
“tiue Lord pirieth them that fear Litn. for he knoweth our fraice, he 7'0)7:;71/,«
“hepeth thut we are dust.”  Delieve this, nad heead if thou canst, }Delie\'e‘flis
<and complain if thou diwst.  Ilelieve this rather, and go on thy way 1'r-’]ui(~in~".
- "'/Liat_cnn you desire more? (iod your Futher.  God, as a father pii\'jn"‘ )'0‘1:1
- —nitving vou ashis heloved child. The sympathy of God should Iz thy solace,
“thy comfort, and thy joy. “ Teorwe have not an His ] H

he touched with the el " P g ch Priect which cannot
oA TR rhe techne of our indirmities; Lt was in all points tempted Ik e
Al We are, yet w.. 3
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soul is there intimated or meant:—¢Is Ephraim my deat 5687 is he a pleasant
¢hild? for since T spake against him, T do earnestly remember him still: there-
fore my bowels are troubled for him ; I will surely have mercy upon him, saith
the Lord.” § Turn also to Hos. xi. 8, 9, where God, uninfluenced by a human
soul, says :—¢ How shall I give thee up, Ephraim? how shall [deliver thee, Israel?
how shall T malse thee as Admah? how shall T set thee as Zeboim ? mine heart is
turned within me, my repentings ave kindled together. I will not execute the
fierceness of mine unger, I will not return to destroy Ephraim: for I am God,
and not mon ; the Holy One in the midst of thee.”

But still it is objected, that (as we read in Mork vi. 34) it was when Jesus came
out, and suw much people, that he was moved with compassion toward them, be-
cause they were as sheep not having a shepherd. Here, they say, as also in the
case of Josus grouuing at the sight of Mary’s tears, and of his weeping while he
beheld doomed Jerusalem, was it not the sight presented to his bodily eyes that
moved the tenderness of his human heart ?

In reply T would observe, ihat if it be so, you must give to Christ’s human heart
or soul, and not to his Godhead, the sratitude and glory due to such manifesta-
tions of sympathy and compassion. However, you will see, that, many hundred
years before oar God became incarnate, he felt and acted according to how he
saw persons and things ; or, to spealk more properly, the langnage of Scripture
(in which such seeiny, iveling, and acting are described) it is accommodated to
our very imperfeet comprehension, auud to our customary manner of speaking.
Thus in Geu. vi. 5, we read :—*“ And (od saw that the wickedness of man was
great in the carth * * * and it vepented the Lord that he had made man on
the carth, and it gricved him at his Zeart.””  Look also to Gen. xi. 5, 7. ¢ And
the Lord came down to see the city and the tower, which the children of men
builded.  And the Lord said—:* Cio to, let us go down, and there confound their
lafiguage.’

T need not, T hope, say more to shew that it was the Giodhead of our Lord that
felt and sympathized before, and during, his stay in the human hody on the earth ;
only the language of mortals is used condexcendingly to explain the same. The
Apostle Paul counted “all things but Ioss for the excellency of the knowledge of
Christ Jesus his Lowd.” Phil. iii. 8, But the knowledse which the Apostle p;'ized
was not o knowledge of the tenderncss, or sympathy, or any other quality of
Christ’s human nature, for he says in 2nd Cor. v. 16, ““Yea, though we have
known (heint g fter the flesh, yet now henceforth know we lim no more.””  The
Apoztle’s knowledge then was of Christ, as “the only wise God our Saviour,”

1 ¢ OFf the two words, gracious and merciful, which stand first in the name of
God, Exod. xxxiv. 6, the onc signifies free grace, the other tender bowels of
«onercy.  *‘Yva, at the sound of their (the people’s) repentings, his bowels
«would resound with compassion by « secret sympathy and harmony, as one
tstriny, well tuned to another, stivs when it is touched; Jer. xxxi, 20.” Ap.
Leighton's sermon on Isa. xxx. 15—18.
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Jule 25; who exercises “loringhindncss, julrment, and righteousness in the
carth ™ ; desiring those that understaud and know him as such, to glory in the
same ; “for in these things I pELIGET, saith the Lord.”  The prophet Micak ex-
Jeriencing this knowledre, says:—¢ Who is a God like unto thee, that puidoucth
iniquity, and passeth by the transgression of the remnant of his hevitage ? he re-
taineth not his anger for ever, hecause he DELIGHTETH in mercy,” Mic. vii. 18
It was the same God still, “who, for the joy that was set before him, endured the
crost, despising the shame.””

Inconsiderate persons (and they are far the most numerous) think that these
Iast words taken from Heb. xil. 2, relade undoubtedly to the manhood of Christ
feeling § a prospect of the joy to be indulged in, in the dayswhen the Loyd would
make un his jewels: and thus here, aunin, the prevalent error is mauifc-ted, of
aseribing to the vietim or thing offered the praise due tu the High Priest or offerer
—of uscribing to the human heart what helonzs to God *—and of thus worship-
ping and sevving the creafure more than the Creator; Rom. 1. 25. Whereas
the Godhead, in acknowlcdzing the body which he had assumed to be his body, so
identifies himself with it, as to have it declured that he endured the cross, when it
was only his hody that suffered.

Bishop Peiwrson’s words will explain my views far better than my own words
can. He says:—¢For the Messiah was to be the glory of the people Tsrucl, yea,
“even of the God of lsrael; he the Urin and Thummim, by whom the will of
*God, as by a greater Oracle, was revealed ; he the true .Ark of the Covenant,
‘the only Propitiutory hy his blood; he which was to baptize with the Holy
»Gihe-t and with five, the true fire which caue down frou heaven ; he which
“was to luke up his HABITATION IN 0UR FLEsH, and to dwell among us, that we
* * * * That Word which was in the beginniny,
- which then was with (rod, and was (od, in the fulness of time being made Aesh
‘“did suffer.  'or the “ princes of this world crucifivd the Lord of Clory ' ; and
‘4 God purchased his Church with his own Llood.” That Person which was
“begotten of the Fatlier hefore all worlds, and so was really the  Lord of glory,”
“*and most truly Gud, took wpon kim the nature of man, and in that nature, being
** still the same Person which before he was, did suffer. * * .
*For as the #*Word was made fiesh,” though the word was never made, (as beinz
“in the beginning Cod) but the flesh, that is, the humanity, was made, and th:

“mizht behoid his slory

§ See note 1, on G5th yaue,

* 1t was Lamiliar (i e, customary) thus to o among the Jews, under their de-
" generacy ; wherefore one came to Christ, and said; “ Good nister what shall
*“1 do to have cternal life?””  But what was Cliyist's answer ! how did he take it ?
Y h_v”callest thou me o0d 27" says Christ, “ there is none rood suve one, thatis
‘ Gutl.? He, that had more rizht to keep it than all mankind rejected it and
b V.Vhy: because he saw the man addressed it to his manhood after the way of the
‘tlmea, .al?;i not o his divinity which dwelt within it : therefore Chyist re.
“ fuses . No Croes, No Crown : partl,ch. Y. DLy William Penn.
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«Word assuming it became flesh; g0 saith St. Peter, (1st Peter iv. 1,) “Christ
s¢suffered for us in the flesh,” in that nature of man which he took upon him :
¢and so the Son did suffer, 70¢ in that nature in which he was begotten of the
“Father before all worlds, but in that flesh which by his incarnation he became.
“For he was * put to death in the flesh, but quickened by the Spirit, " (1st Pet.
il 18), suffered in the weakness of his humanity, but rose by the power of his
“ Divinity. As “he was made of the seed of David according to the flesh, in
“the language of St. Paul, Rom. i. 3, Aectsii. 30; so was he ¢ put to death in the
“flesh,” in the language of St. Peter, st Peter iii. 18, iv. 1; and as he was de-
“clared to be the Son of God with power, according to the spirit of holiness’’;
450 was he “quickened by the Spirit.””  Thus the proper subject and recipient of
“our Saviour's passion, which he underwent for us, was that pature which he
¢ ook for us.” 1

Seeing from reason and Scripture, that we, who are “partakers of flesh and
blood,” could expect no redemption but by him who ““likewise took part of the
same ;" and we could look for no Redeemer, but such a one who by consanguin.
ity was oux, brother ; seeing the wonderful love and condescension of Immanuel
in ¢ contriving the woundrous plan’ of our reconciliation with his offended God-
head ; contemplating all this, we are forced to exclaim with the Apostle, “ Great
is the mystery of Godliness, God was manifest in the flesh.”

Here I am told that the Apostle means,  great is the mystery of the Trinity.” In
reply I will say, that I should either be ¢ walking in craftiness,”” and “ handling
the word of God deceitfully;”” or he ranking myself with the shallow-minded,
who, like poor ignorant Roman Catholics, receive unenquiringly the prevalent
opinion of their Priests; if T were, for a moment, to think that the doctrine of
the Trinity was alluded to, while I sec piainly, as I have already intimated, thatit
was a profound admiration of God’s condescending, unmerited, love to rebelli-
ous man, that caused the Apostle’s remarkable declaration that has hecn refer-
red to. In fact, these words (to be found in lst Tim. iii. 16,) are adroitly used
by those, who, in this manner, try to cover their retreat from rational enquiry
and from an impartial examination of God’s “Law and testimony.” I mustcon-
clude with the prophet that ‘¢ they speak not according to this word, because there
is no light in them.”

But they tell us further, that as we cannot understand the nature of God, nor
his attributes, nor the manner of growth of the vegetable, mineral, and animal
kingdoms of nature, that therefore we should class the doctrines of the Trinity and
of Christ having a human soul in the same category of mysteries.

This mode of evading rational enquiry is nothing less than throwing dust into
the eyes of their credulous followers; for it is admitted on all hands, that the
nature of God, his attributes, and the secret operations of nature, are of the
“gecret things that belong unto the Lord our God.” Such things are either

t See Pearson on the 2nd and 3rd Articles of the Apostles” Creed.
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setablished truths recondod in God's holy wurd, or recornisod from experience or
solentific rescarches, wnd theiefore should he implicitly helicved. But when we
sr such eminent divines as the present Mvehbishop of Dublin eandidly condemn-
iy the wotion, that the doetrine of the Trinity is a mystery or * abstruse tenet,”
and uckuowledzing that it is st to be found in Holy Scripture us three Persons
in one God, but a theeefold wmanifestation of the one Lord such as I believe it
and when we see him decluring that the leaving such falsely-called mysteries to
be bandled and moulded tor us by our **spiritual guides ™" results from the “in-
dolence, the spiritnal carclessness—the weakness, and the dishonest waobition, of
human natare 7" 5 [ say, when we consider all this, and (he Archbishop's vpinion
tbut the go-called mysterics ol the Christian taith are conccaled valy - irom those
who wilfully shut their eyes uzainst the light ot divine revelation,” * how should
we put the doctrine of’ the Trinity, &c., on « par with ithe divine nature or attri-
butes of ol

I have shown in the ¢ tiv:prl Church ™ from Bp. Pearson, how that in Isalin
xvi. 10, the word “*soul ™ may be trausluted in that place, as it is in many other
places of Seripture, “hody™; and Low the word “hell” may be translated
“orave”’”  The Bizhop, on the \iticle, » 1l descended into Hull,:y also ohserves,
‘“that in the Aquileian Cried, where this Article was first expressed, (about four
“hundred years witer (lri-1) there was no mention of Christ's burial; but 1he
“words of their confussion vun thus, “crucificd under Pontius Pilate, liedescend-
“edininfernu.” From whence there is no question hut the observation of Ruﬁi-
»nus, who first exponnded ity was nost true, that though the Roman and Orijen-
“tal Crecds had not these wouls, yet they had the sense of them in the word bugr-
“iod. Tt appeareth therefore that the firsf intention of putting these words in the
S Ceenl wus only 10 copress the Buplal of ous Saciovr, or the descent of hig
“Zody into the grave. They were Gl put in the Aquileian Creed to signify the
“ Lurial of Christ, and those which Lad only the Burial in thejr Creed did
“cuufess as much  es those which without the Burial did express the De-
Hgeent.” ’

I have shof.x.'n in “The Ceaspel Church ™ how in the American Tpiscopul pray-
er book,. aud‘ in the Methodist book of discipline, the Article ¢ He Gezcended intho
Hell,” is left out of what is called the Apostles” Creed 5 for the reason, | sup
pose, that it is thouylt unnecessary, when the word © Burial (which means
the suwe thing) is theve.  The reader, who is opento couviction, eannot but soe
m | ssed iven to the words ¢ He desceuded into Hell 01;
their muod‘uctmu into the (vred—the meaning univerzally attached to them by
the edrl_\‘. Church—the capability and probability of these words (as al-o of the
passa; e 1a Psalin xvi. 10, on which they ar founded) meaning (as Bishop Pear-
son proves) the descent of our Saviour's body into the grave, or, in other words,

from the coufessed meanins

See in pages 23, 24, and 23 of the “ Vindieati
. ¢ 23,2 2; 1eation 7’ Archbi
Wharely's works on what are called ** Mraturios” cutracts from Archbishop
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his Burial—tl?e ig‘noring t.otally of those words in modern times by large and re-
spectable bodies of Christians, claiming descent from, and relationship O\\'ith the
Church of England—TI say the unprejudiced reader cannot but see from the,fore-
going facts that the words ““He descended into Hell” do not mean our Lord's
soul descending into some fancied place in the invisible world.

Then, let him cou§ifler the conclusion to which he must come, according to
Bishop Pearson’s decision, viz: ¢ That if it can he answered that our Saviour's
‘descent into Hell has no relation to his soul, but to his body only, which de-
“scended to the grave; I say, if this sense can be affixed to this Article, then the
# Apollinarians’ answer (that Christ had no proper intellectual or rational soul,
ibut that the Word was to him in the place of a Soul) will be sound, and the
#Catholics’ argument of no validity.” Such substantially is the verdict of Pegy-
son ; according to which I must, so far, consider myself acquitted of heresy or
error. And furthermore, I consider those in culpable error who differ with me
on this subject, and say, that our Saviour's soul descended into Hell, when at the
same time they admit the doctrine to be unseriptural. For insiance, the samo
Bishop on the same Article says:—“Now these words as they le in the Creed,
“he descended into Hell, are no vhere formally and expressly delivered in the
“Beriptures ; nor can we find any one place in which the Holy (ihost hath said
“in express and plain terms that Christ as ke died and wus buried, so ke descend-
“ed inlo Hell.”

But I imagine that I hear my opponents remarking here to me:—* How is it
that you do not refer to the well-known passage in 1st Pet. iii. 19, which was no-
toriously considered by the Ancient Fathers, and also by the Church of England
at the time of the Reformation, an all-sufficient foundation for their belief of
the descent of our Saviowr’s soul into the region of departedsoulsin Hades ? Are
not the Synodical decrees and decisions of the venerable Fathers of the Church,
(whose memories have been held in veneration for many centuries) and the opin-
ions of the Archbishops and Bishops of the Church of Iingland, to be received in
preference to your isolated and new-light assertions ?  Beside you should hear in
mind that the greatest Divines and the most admired writers of the present day,
regard Ist Pet. iil. 19, as establishing the Article of the descent of our Lord's
soul into Hell. Only look, they say, at the remarks of the Rev. Dr. Krummach-
er, whose works of ¢Elisha the Tishbite,” &e., are admired all over the world.
See how in his ¢ Suffering Saviour '’ he speaks on the subject under our consid-
eration. He there says :—

¢But it is undeniable that mysterious passages of Scripture intimate that the
“Prince of Peace, after having laid aside his earthly body, ad by 10 means con-
“cluded his mission. TFor the Apostle Peter says in his first Epistle iii. 19, 20,
“that Christ went in the Spirit—that is, divested of his bodily personality—and
“ preached unto the spirits in prison ; which somelime were disobedient, when
“once the long-suffering of God waited in the days of Noah, while the ark
“was @ preparing.  And, supported by this passage especially, the Apostles”
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i Crord asworts a descent into hell, immediately after the death of Christ. r e

¢ Now, if Christ entered the habitations of those departed spirits of the ;mt.odilu-
¢ vian world, it was in order to announce his victory to them, as the words in the
“orisinal expresly intimate, That it was al:o in order to pl‘l,’.llf,‘]l repen{ﬂ.ncr
“and offer fuith to them, and then lo conduct those who belivred, (IS.ZTI'IW{Z
s traphics with him into hewren, we are induced to think, when cowmbining it
t with those other words of the same Apostle, Che iv. 61177

I will answer all this; and also shew in the answer what T enyaged in the fore-
part of this treatize to shew, viz:—That the preaching of (‘1‘11'M by'hls Spirit i
the proaching of Chyist kimself in I is office * of the * Quickener,” and thatin
that office or charucter e raised himself, that is his body, from the grave. But
I will not have the answer in my own words, hut in the words of the Lishop, from
whose Lar-famed exposition of what is called the Aposiles” Creed T have quoted
¢» much already. A very ordinary reader will glean from the Bishop’s remarks
a satisfuctory answer to the objections and views of my opponents.

1 shall prefiee the extracts from Pearson hy rploting an cxtract from Dichep
Burnet's exposition ol the third Article of the English Church: merely 1cmark-
ing, that Dv. Tsnae Waits, in his “Improvement of the mind,” shyz:—“We
tghould be very curious in examining all propositions that pretend to this honour
¢ of hoing reneral priveiples: and we should not without just cvidence admit into
¢{his rank mere matters of common faume, or commonly reccived opinions, no,
“nor the general determination of the learned, or the established aticles of uny
«Church or Nution, &c., for there are many learned presumptions, many Synod-
‘ieal and national mistules, many established falschoods, as well as many rulgay
« eprors, whercin multitudes of men 7rave followed one anvilicr for whole v oot
“almost blindfold.”

But to proceed with my proofs—T will first quote an extract from Dishop Dur
net's expozition of the third Article of the Church of Enyland, which says :—¢ As
Christ died for us and was buried, so also is il 1o be believed, that he went
dpon into Hell.”  On this the Dishop writes as follows:—*¢ This was much fuller
*‘when the Articles were first prepared and publishcd in King Edward's reign;
“ for these words were added to it, That the body of Christ lay in e grue:
“until his reswrrections but hie spirit, which he gave up, was with the
“spirits which were detained in person, or in hell, and preached to them, as
the place in St. Peter testificth.”  Thus a defeimined sense was put upon this
* Article, which is now left more at large, and is conceived in words of a more
** general sivnification. In order to the explaining this, it is to he premiscd, that
“the Article in the Creed, of Chuist's descent inio hell, is mentioned Vv no writer
¢ before Ruffin, who in the hezinning of the fifth century does indeed speak of it 5
“but he tells u:, that it was neither in the symbol of the Roman, nor of th»
** Oriental Churches; and that he found it in the symbol of his own Church at

* John i. 4, John v. 21, 28.
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“Aquileia. But as there was no other Article in that symbol that related to
# Christ’s burial ; so the words which he gives us, descendit ad inferna, he de-
“ scended to the lower parts, do very naturally signify burial, according to these
“words of St. Paul, “He ascended; what is it, but that he also descended Jirst
““to the lower parts of the earth?”” Eph. iv. 9. And Ruffin himself understood
“these words in that sense.”

Burnet says more in the sama place to the same effect: but I pass on to quote,
as I intended, from Pearson, who says:—¢But Christ was really before the flood,
tfor he preached to them that lived before it; and at the creation of the world,
“for he created it. That Ae preached to those before the flood, is evident by
“the words of St. Peter, who saith, that Christ was put to death in the flesh, but
“quickened by the Spirit; by which also he went and preached unto the
“ spirits in prison, which sometime were disobedient, when once the long-suf-
“ fering of God waited in the days of Noah, while the Ark was a preparing.
“From which words it appeareth, that Christ preached by the same Spirit, by the
{tyirtue of which he was raised from the dead: but that Spirit was not his soul,
“but something of a greater power. Secondly, that those to whom he preached
“were such as were disobedient. Thirdly, that the time when they were disobe-
idient was the time before the flood, while the Ark was preparing. Jt is cer-
“tain then that Christ did preach unto those persons which in the days of Noah
“were disobedient all that time the long suffering of God waited, and, conse-
“quently, so long as repentance was offered. * * * * * *
“It remaineth therefore that the plain interpretation be acknowledged for the
“true; that Christ did preach unto those men which lived before the flood, even
“while they lived, and consequently that Ae was hefore it. For though this was
“not done by an immediate act of the Son of God, as if he personally had ap-
“peared on earth, and actually preached to that old world; but by the ministry
“of a Prophet, by the sending of Noah, the eighth preacher of righteousness :
“yet to do any thing by another not able to perform it without him, as much de-
“monstrates the existence of the principal cause, as if he did it of himself with-
“out any intervening instrument. * *

“For certainly he which was before Abraham was in the duys of Herod born
“of 3 woman ; he which preached in the days of Noah began lo preach in the
“reign of Tiberius, being at that time about thirty years of age; he was de-
“monstrated the Son of God with power who was the seed of David according to
“the flesh ; e who died on the Cross raised him from the dead who died so, being
“put to death through the flesh, and quickened by the Spirit; Ae was of the
“fathers according to the flesh who was God over all blessed for ever. Seeing
“these and the like actions and affections cannot come from the same nature,
“and yet must be attributed to the same Person; as we wust acknowledge a de-
“versity of natures united, so must we confess the identity of' the Person in
“whom they are conjoined, against the ancient heresy of the Nestoriaus, con-
# demned in the Council of Ephesus. * * *
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« For Christ, saith St Petor, nwas put to death inthe fivsh. and quickened by
“the spirit, by which also he went und preached unio the spirits in prisou .
- where the Spirit seems to some to be the soul of Chyist; and the spirits in
- prison, the souls of them that were in Hell, or in sone wlace at lvast scparol-
~ed f10m the joys of heaven : whither hecause we never read our “wviour went
- at aly other time, we muy ¢ouceive (acccrling to the vpiinions of sume) that he
“swent i spirit then, when his soul departed frow his body on the Cross. Thiy
“did our Church first deljver «us the proof sud dustradon of the descent, and the
taneient Fathers did apply the seiee o Hle manner to the proof of this Arivle.

“ But yet those words of St. T'eicr have 5o suc? puwer of pochation; except we
were certain that the spiyit theie spoken of weve ihe soul of Christ, and that the

were aficr his drath, and before his resurrec-

stime intereded for thad oreac
“tion, Wherens if it were o lnivrpreted, ihe dificultics ure so many, that they

sstawsered St Augusdue, cnd coused him ot last to think that theso words of St

= Peter belonced not vuto the dostiine of Cheist's descending into [lcll. Dut in-
decd the spirit by which he is geid to preach was w01 Tus soti of Christ, but
*that spirit by which be was quickenad: as sppea th by the colic ence of the
words, beine put to death in the f12:
~also he went and proiched unto the sprits (2 prison. Now that spait by

Gut qrickencd <a the spirt, by welich

“¢which Chwist wus guichened is that by . hich e aus ralied [fown the dend, that
I8 THE r0NER 0¥ HIS DIVEATY ; a8 St Pool o xpresseth it, “Though Lewas
s erucified through weaknesy, yet he liveth by the rnower of God :*7 in rosoect of

“which he preached to those which sere disobedic
“ havo already shew ™

i n the doys ¢! Noah, as ve

iz sure 1o e borae tu mind
igations to tle opinions of
their fellov-men, viz: “Hove nov the decress of the Genrcal - aonil
“have been held in the early aves of Chrl

Her> the question should not bz forcotien whic
by those who make it a poiat .o confine thelr laves

<, which
ar t; and the thres Creeds of the
-4 Churel, no weight with you as auth<rlies in conwroversics of L2702

In reply I would suy, that T should dislike bein

g influenced 72 the least degyee
ither by the one or the other.  As to the former (i. e. Ueneio! Uonneils) the
xxist Article of the Charch of L that # When they be cath-
““ered together, (forasmuch as they L an assemably of men, wheveof 211 e not

aud truly deela

sgoverned with the Spirit and word of Cod)) they may eir, snd soactines
whave red, ever in things pertalning unto God.  Wherefure tlines o
+ dained by them as veeessuy to salvation b

- neither sirengih nor vuthority,
*-unlezs it nuny be declaved thei they be taken ont of Holy Sciy 2 .

As to the latter (i e the Creeds) the whole three are as fulor in the designa-
tion which they hear, as i some of the doetrines which they e buace. Fven
Bp. Burnet admits that ‘“none of them are named wiih any exactness.” ¢ As for
the Creed called the Aposiins” Creod. (says the saiae prelate) there i »ood rea-
-+ son for speaking o doubtfully of it as the Article ducs, since it dres not appear

- that any determiinate Cieed iaa: made by tkem: nove of the fist writers a

Lree
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“i in delivering .thei}‘ faijch in & ~ertnin f.orm of words; every one of them gives an

abstract of his faith, in words that differ both from one another and from this
teform. From thence it is clear, that there was no common form delivered to
“all the Churches; and if there bad been any tradition, after the times of the
“Council of Nice, of such & Creed composed by the Apostles, the Arians had cer-
“tainly put the chief strength of their cavse on this, that they adhered to the
‘ Apostles’ Cread, in orposition to]the innovations of the Nicene Fathers, There
#ig therefore no reason to hel!
“or.that it was of any great naricuity, since Ruffin (in the fifth century) was the
“ﬁrsf that published it. * * ~ * ™he article of the procession of the Holy
“ Ghost, and all that follows it, is not i the Nicene Creed, though it was used in
#the Church as a pait of i, 20 that the Creed here ‘called the Nice
“Creed is indeed the Constantinopolitan Creed, together with the addition of
“and the Son made by the Western Church in the year 447. That which is
“called Athanasivs's Creed i8 not hiz neither; * * * * * *
“ag indeed it was never heard of before the eighth ceniury; and then it was
“given out as the Ureed of Athenazing, or ag a representation of his doctrine, and
“go it grew to be received by the Wesiern Church perbaps the more carly,” (viz.
in the eleventh Centu'y) ¢ becanse it went under o great a name, in ages that
““were not critical enough to jndge of what was genuine and what was spurious.’”

In addition to the forezoing extracts from Bishop Burnet, he also says:—4We
“must acknowled:se that the Creed ascribed to Athanasins, as it was none of his,
g0 it was mever established by any Ceuneral Council.” And yet, this was the
fist and only Creed, which, for many hundred years after Christ, spoke of hix
“reasonable soul and human flesh subsisting 7 ; or, in other words, of Christ hav-
ing an intellectual humon soul, or mind.

But my opponents say, thongh all this may be the case with regard to Christ’s
human rational sonl; and though you may say, that you can agree with what is call-
ed the Apostles’ Creed in acknowiedging your belief in the Father, Son, and Holy
Ghost, but still one Lod or Person in his three official or ceconomical names as
declared there ; yet surely in the Nicene Creed the doctrine of the Trinity, as
generally held, is plaialy laid down. For speaking of the Holy Ghost it says:—
“Who with the Fother and the Son together is worshipped and glorified.”

In reply, I {recl> admit that 2 Trincreovat'ty of the Godhead iz declared there
quite contrary to Bradley’s candid declaration, 2% £h-vn in the Crospel Church, ps.
30, 31. “That we zve not to vorship them, but him; that there is only one
“throne tn hearen, and he who its on it, is ¢God manifest in the flesh” & ™
contrary also to the Apostle Paul’s declovaiirn that it is 4 ¢ Master and not Mas-
ters that we have in heavew. (Soe Tph. vio 9, and Col. iv. 1); andalso contrary
to what our Savionur declared in Matt. zxiii. 8, 10, that ¢ one is our Master, even
Christ " ; and him only shou'd we serve, i. o. worship and glorify, Matt. iv. 10.

Here ' the reader should remember what I have quoted from Burnet, that the
words “who with the Father and the Son together is worshipped and glovified,™

ve that this Creed wag prepaved by the Apostles,

* #* El
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with all that follows in what is calted the Nicene Creed, were not inserted in that
(‘reed until fifty six yrars after the Council of Nice was held. TFor in the yenr
231 Theodosin; summoned a ¢ouncil at Cuustantinople, composed of guch Dbish-
aps as he thought were favourhble to his relivious views, and 1t “as in that Coun-
«il that the forezoing wonls in support ot the doctrine of the Trinity, and the re-
mainder of the ('rel. were first heard of and decided on. Mosheim says:—* A
vt hundred and fifty bishops who were present at this Council, gave the finishing
i touch to what the Council of Nice had left imperfect, and fixed, in a full and
¢ determinate manner, the doctrine of three persons in one God, which is, as yet,
i receiveld among the menerality of Christians.”’  Maesh. (1) 114, Milner in his
(‘hurch History savs of this Council .__«The (ouncil was very confused and dis-
carderly. greatly inferior in wisdom and piety to the Council at Nice.” *Fac-
¢ ¢ion was high, and charily was low at this time.”” ¢ This Council very accur-
s ately defined the dnetrine of the Trinity, and enlarged alittle the Nicene Creed;
« they delivered it as we now have it in our Communien Service.’

Th'is' admis<ion of Milner concerniny the confused and disorderly actions of the
Council in which the doctrine of the Trinity was first established, nearly four hun-
dred years after Christ, sh ould have considerable weight with the reader; and the
more sn, when it is known that Milner was an extremely strenuous and laborious
sapporter of the doctrine of the Trinity.

It appears from Brown's + Encyelopedia of Religious Kuowledge,” that the
first geveral Council was occasioned in 325 by the Arian heresy, and was held in
Nice. Also that the second general Council was held in 331 at Constantinople,
i+in order to oppose the reputed heresies of Sabellius, Mercellus, Photinus, and
Apollinaris, * which heresies were still more or less privately taught.”

Tt may naturally be asied, what accompanied the establishing of the Council's
decrees against those so calied heresius?  In answering this question I have only
to‘look at what Dr. Cumming in his late work ¢ Lectures for the times '’ says in
his ninth Lecture, viz:—* Then, as to persecution, I find it stated in Manse's
 Councils, Vol. 3. p. 527,—¢ But the Emperor (Thodosiusyprovided, by the most
igevere laws, that whoever dissented from the Nicene and Constantinople Symbol
«t of faith, should be deprived of their bishopries, and not only should not be pro-
tmoted by others, but should be driven from the Church, from the walls of the
eities, and from the company of men.' "’

There are two arguments constantly hrought forward hy those ministers who
haptize infants, and by those who baptize adults, which being specious and plaus-
ible are easily caught up, and, of course, repeated by their undiscerning hearers.
Our of these arguments is, that it is right to continue the Sacraments not as sav-

ing ordinances, but as outward and visible signs of an inward and spiritual grace
or, in other words, as *‘significant rites."” ’

* For whose opinions against the doctrines of the Trini
‘ i 7 e Trinit i
ing « rational soul, see ‘ Gospel Church " ps. 12—1 51.'1!11 7 and our Savions hov
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H.er'e it seems to be ?verlooked, that typical ceremonies in connexion wlith
Christian Worship are directly at variance with the acknowledged fact, that the
old Jewish system of types was abrogated by the death of Christ; and tl’iat it was
our Saviour’s own law, that the Father was to be worshipped, not acerrding to
to the shadowy ritual of the Jews and Samaritans, but in spirit and in truth., Un-
der the Gospel dispensation the worship of God is at once simple and spiritual ; it
is the communion of the soul of man with his Creator, by his direct influence in
his office as the Spirit, and through his sole mediation in Ais office as the Savi-
our. Consistently with this truth, all observances in worship, which are of a
purely ceremonial nature, all mere types and shadows, are by a general law
abolished. They are at once fulfilled and abrogated by the great realities of the
Gospel of Christ. The Sacraments exactly answer to this description. They are
in their nature wholly ceremonial ; they are mere shadows or figures. As all
Protestant writers acknowledge the Sacraments to be ceremonial in their nature,
I shall here only quote from two, viz:—Bishop Hall and Mr. Romaine, who are
known to have been strong supporters of the Sacraments.

The former, in his fifth book of contemplations, says:—¢ I wonder to see the
“Israelites fed with Sacraments ; their bred was sacramental, whereof they com-
*“municated every day, and now their drink was sacramental. N * *
‘Behold, their whole meals were sacramental. * * * *  The ancient Jews
“kept our feasts, and we still keep theirs.” Mr. Romaine (in his discourse upon
ch, 4 v. 6, of The Song of Solomon) says:— The shadows were to  flee away.
#The legal ceremonies are called shadows in Scripture, because they were outward
‘*and visible signs of inward and spiritual objects. St. Paul says, the ceremonial
“law ¢ had the shadow of good things to come,” Heb. x. 1; of the good things
“which are now come o us by the advent of Chyist ; and it had the patterns
“and examples of heavenly things; every one of which had God for its author,
‘“‘and was instituted by him to be an apt figure, and to raise a just idea of some
“spiritual object; as Moses was admonished of God, when he was about to make
“the tabernacle. “Forsee,” saith he, ¢ that thou make all things according to
‘'the pattern showed to thee in the mount.” Every rite and ceremony was a pat-
“tern of somesheavenly object, the real existence of which the pattern proved, as
““ag a shadow proves the reality of the substance from which it is cast, and the re-
‘'semblance and likeness of which is set before the eyes, as the shadow of a body
‘i3 a representation of it. The scripture has expressly determined what all these
“shadows were to represent: for the Apostle, speaking of them in Col. ii. 17, de-
Y clares, ‘“that they were the shadow of things to come, but the body is of Christ.’’
4 Christ is the reality of all the shadows of the law; he is the body, and the sub-
“‘stance, of whom they are the pictures. If you take away their reference to him,
“they cease to be examples and shadows of heavenly things; but if you suppose
# them to represent him and his actions, and sufferings, &c., then they answered
“ many noble purposes, until he camein the flesh to fulfil them ; for then these
“shadows were fo flee away ; one great end of their institution being answered.
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o The chearrance of cem was to ho no longer in force: hut they were entirely
‘to be repealed and abm"a/:‘ﬂ However, until this blessed day should break,
#aml these leral shadows should thus flee woay, the text says. they wure to serve
“a double purposc: they were, firzt, to be thc outward and vizible sirns of the

“ inward and spiritual grace given unto us, and o1dained hy (€ imist himself, to be,

“isecondly, o means whereby we receive the same, and & plo «d'ze to assure us there-
. in which Christ de-

“of. This is plaialy nplicd in {he lact words of the tor
“elares that, until the erremanits ware flflicd by bis coming in the tlesh, he
“ would be spiritually present in them,  * * Until the day of his coming in the
v {lesh, the ceremonics served as shadows to roise ideas of him, and as means of
““urace to support the faith and hopes of his people: they were ontwird and vis-
tible sivns of inward and spivitnal grace, tn the vory same sanncy s tne Sac
s purchased

Sraments are at prescaf, signing and s~aling: to hrlievers the beos
“ by the obedience and suTerings of Uhs Lanh of God.™

The other nr
nald the confinvation of Soeraments, iz, the cormmand of Chuist

e, so eonstantly Teought forwerd by these who wish to up-

* They cow,

that the commands to hiydize with water, and 1o obgerve the rite of the Lord's
i a3 neecszarily he o yed by us a4 the com-
ite; nad that as . compliance with the

supper In reraembrener of 5
nands to repents helieve, pray,

* Tt will Le seen from the futlow
i%52, by the Rev. Dr. Lois, the yum.i went o parant to the intended hishoprick
of J\m'_nhm, (', W, that {he pernetaity of ¢ Bocis imental ohzervance 3 upon the
two arguments—nT their bem"r comnranded, mid Tecause thcy are sigonificant
rites. D Lew et purports o be a v n.‘uon of a pemphlet uwly put
‘orth Iy the bm)t : e 1o Montreal.  Lhe Daptist ]'wm hict lays down as
oue oi ity arquments for Caldit | sapiizm the fae, that “our alorable erl and Sa-
viour was haptized not in infancy, but when Te hevan to be about thirty vows of
e Inoas r to this Dr. Lowie sayz:— I this objectirm to inini Toptism,

- tounded on Chrizt's example, proves that we should not be baniizc '+ Hilhue Y.
**it also proves that we shoubl not he burtized 4l the age of ﬂur’rv viorat but,
““in fact, 1t proves neither. Thouvh our Lowd submitted to the ute, it was mere.
). as he himself « aid, {0 fulfil #igiicousiness, 1o set an example ax he ever did
ol serupulous attention i outwsrl aeis of rtr, and to exhibit in his own e
“gon that descent of the Ho'y Ghost which was to be tie cliyacte, z.mr- of his
Cown buptism.  He could not he zaid to be Lrotized into Johwn's ba;
“yetinto christian baptim: he eouid not have been baytized on a pro
o rgpentance, for he hod mothine to repent of.  He conld not be b‘ipt]70d ona
“profession of faich in himself, for that would he unmeouing : in suort the argu-
““ment dran from the example of (wist is singularly abourd.” I Trther on,
¢Dr. Lewis savs :—“Now, thourh we 4o, hod ’r]\ at some Dlessiog nnbg at-
“tand: ha n when CZJ]J adin’nistered,”” (thot is, when admini=ieod vith spon-
sors, acconievs to Bishop Purzet, who in his e‘;';osmon on the xxvirth Article
«1ys, It may be reasonably (wu‘w\d whether such a = . .Hsm be true, in which
no r~monsl°’§ 15 mode ) fred we oo saaly ol ndd errin & winltieding it with that
“mtent * Tnfant circumei:ion answered no valuable purpose, that We e

‘see.excertas @ sico o« f acovenan?, and a test of chidience ; and these pur-

" poses may be cizwored by infant bootism.  Murerr, if observation proves that
“‘those haplizec in infancy manifest the same d; ity a8 those not baptized,
“observarion will prove the saine rorrfu‘dm" aﬂu].\

r extracts jrom o wamvhiet published in
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latter cammands 1> obviously indispensable, g0 is our compliance with the former
equally so. Now, thouzh I should grant’ that the divection of our Lord to hap-
tize meant to have recourse to water; and though I thus should classify it with
the Lord’s supper; yet I would maintain that the commands for the observance
of both czdinances were of a nature simply positive, and consequently not of per-
petual obLzation. A merely positive precent has no connexion with the un-
changeable “spiritual”’ law of God, and dues neihing more than enjuin for some
specific purpoze, a practice in itself indifferent.  For instance, the ten command-
ments are moral in their natvre, ineuleating luve to God and man, leading to
peace and happiness Leve and to glovy heveafter. And such are the commands
to pray, believe, repent, &c.  All such belong to that unclangeable law of God,
which, when revealed, demands the ohcdicace of alf men at.all times. But a
mere positive command appears to contain no sufficient <ufernal evidence of its
being binding on any persons, except thoze to whom it was actually addressed,
and others who were placed vnder the same peculiar circumstances. For ex-
ample, let us take the command gliven to the leper in Matt. viii. 4, to “offer the
gift that Moses commnud:1."  Though this command was given by the same
?&lmighty Lowgiver, who commended that men should helicve, &c., yet asnot-be-
longing to the #zoyal, but to the ceremonial law, like the sacraments, it was not
to be perpetual. Mi. Romaine cotrasting the morul with the ceremonial law in
the discourse already 1cfe

rod to, wistances thig cor:

nord to the leper as igentical

LT , P T
with the sacrawents, for he says :—% When any person had ¢iend :d, and his con-

“geience accused him of sin, he wes sequired to Inng his sacrifice to the yriest,
“and to lay his hands upon its head, and to confuss his sins over it: aftdfLi its
“life was to be taken. away, and its bloed saed instead of the siznw's life.  And
“this was to be done, even when o pen
“in what did the merit of the sneiifice consist? Did its blood take away sin?
“No. It was not possihis the blood of bulls and of goats should do that. The
“gacrifice was only & meinoviel instituted to bring the Messiah into mind, as if
“he had said, Do this in vemembrauce of me; remembering in every sacrifice the
“future sacrifice of the Larm’y of (tod; and believers did remember him. VWhep
“they ate of the paschal lamb, by faith they discerned the Lord’s hody, and en-
‘“joyed communion with Christ, our passover, as we do now at the Lord's
“supper. They found him present in the ordinances, according to his most true
‘“promise in the text. Until the day down, says he, the great day of my ap-
‘“pearing in' the flesh, ““and the shadows flee avay,” the shadows of the cere-
“monial lnw be realized and fulfilled in my life, obedience, sufferings, death, re-
“gurrection, and ascension; until these things be, I will be spiritually present
“‘upon mount Moriah, in the teniple worship, and upon the hill of frankincense,
“to render the persons and the sevices of my people well-pleasing and aceeptable
“nnto God the Father.”

The inteiligent reader suvely can see from the foregoiny remarks how that
Sacraments are confessedly unfitted for, and inconsistent with, the Gospel Church

son had offended through ignorance. i
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and spiritual worship of God. As to the Lord’s supper (the only sacrament
from which advantage is supposed hy most Christians to be really derived) its sig-
nification was naturally understood by the twelve apostles, to whom the wurds
+i Do this in remembrance of me’" were addressed. For they were all Jews, or
(ialileans, who had long been accustomed to observe the rites of the supper of
the Passover. Among those rites were numbered the hreaking of the bread, and
the handing of the cup, with the blessing and giving of thanks. As they had al-
ready heen habituated to these customs, so was the Lord Jesus well aware that
they would still maintain them : for, asit has already been remarked, the apostles
continued in the practice of parts of the Jewish ritual, long after the crucifixion
of our Lord, and, although thatritual wasin fact abolished by his death, the sud-
den disuse of it does not appear to have been enjoined upon them by their divine
Master. We see Paul in his Epistle to the Galatians (which was written A. D.
53) openly reproving Peter for compelling the believing (rentiles to live after
the manner of the Jewish law, Gal. ii. 14. Having these tucts in our view, wo
may reasonably interpret the words of Jesus as commanding nothing more than
that his apostles should call 2im to their recollection, when they met to celebrate
the supper of the Passover. ¢ This cup,” said Jesus, is the New Testament in
my blood.” Now, it wus not ercry cup of wine which represented the New Tox-
tament in the blood of Christ: it was the cup of wine drunk at the supper of
the Passover—an institution which they were then celebrating, and which, in
some of its circumstances, was expressly typical of the death of the Mesgiah. It
appearg, then, by no means improbable that it was {o the cup of the Passover
exclustPely that our Saviowr's injunction applied—¢This do ye, as oft as ye
drink it, in remembrance of me” ; that is, as often as ye meet together fo cele-
brate the supper of the Passover, and to drink of that cup, which represents the
New Testament in my blood, take care that ye forget not the true purport of the
ceremony—do it in remembrance of me. Now, as it is admitted by all Christians
that the supper of the Passover is not to be observed, it follows that the com-
mand for a temporary purpose, of celebrating it in remembrance of our Lord is
also not to he observed. Hence the Jews, after their conversion, are said to be
under, not the old, but the new covenant; that is, not under the old but the new
manner of administration of the covenaut; for the covenant of grace, as to the
substance of it, is for ever the same.
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