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A LETTER, &«

¥V ENERABLE SIR,

d beg to return you my acknowledgments
sfor the copy of your letter to Dr. CHALMERs, on the life and character of
:the late Bishop Hosarr : and, tho’ the expression.of my opinion, brief as
was the term of my acquaintance with that Prelate, and stranger as I was
.at the time to the United States, and their institutions, can add nothing
to the warm panegyric of one so much better qualified to judge of his
public character, as yourself; I may be allowed to indulge in the expres-
sion of sincere esteem, and respect, with which that shert acquaintance
inspired me ; sentiments, which I imagine few could resist, who, like me,
‘had experienced, tho’ but for a week, the frank, and warm-hearted kind-
ness which so eminently characterised him. It is therefore no slight
addition to the reluctance with which, I assure you, I differ from yourself
.on the subject of the following remarks, to find that I am also opposed tp
.80 high, and respected an authority as Bishop Hoeart. I refer to that
part of your letter in which you.mentien, and so strongly adopt, the Bishop’s
.opinions respecting the co-operation of members of our Chu:ch with other
Denominations, for any religious purpose.

Persuaded however as I am, (and acting as I do upon the persuasion)
that a member, and a minister of our Establishment may promote the gene-
ral gpread of religion, in union .with christians of other denominations,
without violating either consistency, or principle; you will not be surpris-
ed that I should be desirous of meeting, at least, some of the more serious
charges which you urge .against such associations, and their supporters;
nor that the authority of the names which maintain these charges, should
.only increase my anxiety to prove them groundless.

1 would beg, in passing, to remark on the connexion in which you intro-
duce this subject in your letter, that the union of different denominations
for religious purposes, has surely nothing in.cammon with the seperation of

"Education from religion; and I am sorry to see two principles of such op-
posite nature and tendency, thus represented as kindred. That these prin.
.ciples are not in fact generally advocated by the same persous will be suffi-
(ciently apparent from a reference to the two institutiong which we may
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look vpon as theis grand representatives, the Bible Society, and the Uni-
versity of London: very fcw indeed of the active friends of the former be-
ing found among the supperters of the latter.

Of the three evils,—indifference to religion, the sapped foundations op
Christianity, and the multiplied ranks of infidelity—which yousay have
arisen from the joint operation of these principles, I cannot suppose any
reasoning by which the two latter can be attributed to religious associations
—nor, indeed, is it at all obvious how even religious indifference should be
produced by Societies whose object is the general promotion of religion.
If by religious indifference be understood a mitigation of Sectariau jealou-
sy, and an allaying of that sensitive apprehension which sees in every dif-
ference of opinion an indication of treacherous hostility, I am happy to be-
lieve that such has been one of the effects of the religious co-eperation of
Churchmen and Dissenters, and I cannet think that any injury has thereby
been done to religion.

*The Bishop deemed the Bible Society objectionable, because having the
same objects, it became a sort of rival to the Bible and Prayer-Book Soci-
ety, and absorbed funds, which, in justice, belonged tothe latter.” As I be-
lieve this is an objection which has been sometimes entertained against the
Bible Socicty in England, with relation to the Venerable Seciety, for Pro-
moting Christian Knowledge, I will here venture to consider it in that re-
lation—The Bible Society then is a rival of the Society for P. C. K, and
interferes with its. ebjects and views. DBut why must it be a rival? Can-
not two Societies, as well as two individuals, perform similar acts of bene-
volence, without rivalry t Or must I forbear to relieve the wants of the des-
titute, lest I should be considered therival of a charitable neighbour? And
again, when it is said that the Societies interfere, where dees this interfe-
rence appear? Where has it happened that the excellent designs of oul‘
Church Society have been thwarted, or impeded by the Bible Soc1ety
The latter Society desires, and professes, that its operations should assist,.
and further, those of all religious institutions ; as is declared in the 24 law
of the British and Foreign Bible Society’s constitution. ¢This Society
shall add its endeavours to those employed by other Secieties for circula.
ting the Scriptures.” Indeed, the origin of this Society may be traced to
to an undertaking, in effect, auxiliary to the Christian Knowledge Society ;
for when a very large edition of the Welsh Bible, printed by the Venerable
Society, in 1799, was exhausted, so that  the Scriptures became very dear
i the prineipality, in 1802 some pious and benevolent individuals pro-
iected & new impression, the circumstances counected with which, even-
tua,lly led to the formation of the British and Foreign Bible Society.”* In
Scotland also, the Society for propagating Christian Knewledge, furnished
the Bible Society witha copy of a Gaelic translation, as soon as comple-
ted ;  from which the Bible Society executed their editions in 1807, which

* Herne’s introduction to the Scriptures.
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(as the Scottish Society was wnable to supply the urgent, and very nu,
merous demands for the sacred writings) were purchased, at reduced prices
by the poor Highlanders, with the liveliest expressions of gratitude.”t

‘We must remember that the circulation of the Scriptures is only one of
many valuable objects of the Society forP. C. K. : the greater proportion of
her funds is applied, partly in the distribution of Prayer Books, and various
religious and moral publications, in accordance with the principles of our
Church ; partly in the encourrgement of Sunday Schools ; largely in sup-
port of Foreign Missions ; and generally in promoting the knowledge of
christianity, conformably to Church principles, by any favorable and fitting
opportunity. Her means therefore of effecting the circulation of the
Scriptures, are comparatively limited. Should it be said, as by Bisuor
HoBaArT, in reference to the Orthodox Society of New-York, that ¢ if this
Society deemed it'é’xpedient to circulate a larger proportion of Bibles than
had hitherto been done, it was fully in their power to increase their sub,
scription for this express purpose.” I would reply, in the first place, where
does the expediency of circulating the Bible stop, short of its possession by
every one who can read it? And in the next place, I should very much
question, even supposing such increased subscription made, whether our
Society, supported by only one denomination of Christians, could act with
such energy and comprehensiveness, as to reach, and supply, the wants of
every member, even of our own communion; whereas, the Bible Society
concentrating as it docs, the energies of the whole Christian world, on this
single point, is necessarily enabled to effect its object in the highest possible
degree in which human agency can effect it ; and, accordingly, I doubt not
but that thousands belonging to our Church have received the word of Gog
through the Bible Society, who, from their remote and scattered situations
would never have been reached through any other channel. Why, then, [
think I may [airly ask, inreply to a counter interrogation in your letter, why
should a member of our Society be the less zealous in furthering its main
designs, because he lends his countenance and support to another Society,
which, by effecting on a universal scale, the one common object of distri-
buting the Scriptures, does, in fact, enable the former to apply a greater por-
tion of its funds, in the furtherance of those particular objects whieh especi-
ally belong to it as a Church Society, and in which he, as a Churchman, is
especially interested ?

But it is next objected that the Bible Society absorbs funds ¢ which be-
long in justice’ to the Church Society. To this I would reply, that if a wi-
der diffusion of the Scriptures can be effected by the two Societies, than
by the Christian Knowledge Society singly, this argument, were the fact
which it assumes, fully established, would be no conclusive objection; since
the quantity of good communicated, and not the channel by which it is con-
veyed is the first consideration : and therefore even granting that part o

* Horne’s introduction to the Scriptures.
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the supply of the former channel were diverted into the new one, thisjwould
be no just subject of regret, if the divided stream carried fertility through a
much wider field, than it did when confined to a single channel.

The fact however which 1s assumed, namely, that if there were no Bible
Society, the subscription of its present Church members would be trans-
ferred to the funds of the Society for P. C. K. is by no means to be
necessarily inferred, according to general experience ; indeed I cannot but
tale the liberty of applying here, (mutatis mutandis) your own observation
with respect to two other Societies in the United States, that ¢ no reason-
ing can be more fallacious than to infer that every thing paid to the one,is
an abstraction from the other ; for those who after due consideration are con-
vinced that” their own exclusive * Society is more in the way of their duty,
may still feel that this forms no sufficient excuse for doing nothing for”
more comprehensive Societies.

The consideration of a few facts will however illustrate this position
much better than argument. It is theoretically objected that the Bible So,
ciety is a rival to the Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge, inter-
fering with its objects, and absoerbing its funds ; but the following compa-
Tison of the state of thelatter Society, before the existence of the former,
with its operations, and resoyurces, since, shows that the practical result has
been very much otherwise.

The Society for Promoting: Christian Knowledge was established in
1699 ; the British and Foreign Bible Society in 1804. The former Soci-
ety, in 1804, after an existence of 104 years, during which there was no
Bible Society, numbered 2,000 subscribers, the gross receipts were £12,000;
the number of Bibles issued was 7,400 ; of Prayer Books 14,000. In1810
after the Bible Sc’y had been five years in operation, there was the following
increase at the Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge: the subscribers
were 3,500 ; income £16,000 ; Bibles issued 9,500 ; Prayer Books, 19,000.
In 1817 the numbers had swelled to the following: subscribers 12,000 ;
income £60,000 ; Bibles 33,000 ; Prayer Books 89,000. In 1828 subscriberg
were about 14,000 ; income £68,000 ; Bibles 58,000 ; Prayer Books 153,000

When the sudden increase of all these numbers, in 12 yearg
after the formation of the Bible Soctety, is compared with their small
amount during a century previous, it is no vielent inference, to attribute
this advance to the general religious impulse which was produced by the
operations of the Bible Society, and consequently, to believe, that this Soci-
ety has most effectually promoted, instead of impeding, the progress of the
Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge.

As to the abstract question of interferencs, if the mere fact, tbat the Bi-
ble Society pursues an object which forms oae branch of the operations of
the Society for P. C. K. were a valid objection against the former, it must
be equally valid against all others; and its effect should be, that when a So.
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tiety had once been formed for the promotion of any religious object, no
bther Society ought ever to think of promoting the same object: and con-
sequently, not only the Prayer-Book and Homily Society, and the Church
Missionary Society, are officious intruders upon the provinee of the Socie-
ty for P. C. K.; but this latter Society itself, and the Society for propaga-
ting the Gospel in Foreign parts, have been for 130 years guilty of violating
the principle of non-interference. I know it may be said that these Societies
are exclugively Church Societies, and that the Bible Society is a promiscu-
ous one ; but if the argument of interference be worth any thing, it is cer-
tainly as applicable to the former, as to'thelatter. Fortunately, however,
this principle has only been partially applied; and the Societies I have
mentioned, have "proceeded in their Christian labours with an unanimity
undisturbed by the community of their objects, and with a success, eviden-
cing, as I believe, the divine blessing on their efforts.

In truth, the world affords an ample field for the exertions not only of
all these, but of the Bible Society also, without their coming into any inhar-
monious collision, or feeling any rivalry, save as to which shall effect the
greatest good. And in no portion of this vast universal field, is there more
room for such exertions than in British America, where so extensive is the
ground, and so few the labourers, that as we cannot hope to have the means
of planting our own Church in every remote district, we may cordially bid
God speed to other members of Christ’s Catholic Church, in their endea-
vours to teach the knowlodge of His name, where ignorance and ungodli-
ness must otherwise grow, and prevail.

But, again, “sucha general institution was further tobe deprecated, asit
could not, in any degree, be under the direction or control of Church people,
who, mized up with many denominations would become a minority; and it was
therefore evident that the adversaries of the Church would preserve their as.
¢endancy; & prevent any salutary influence from being exerted on the part of
our people, unless subservient to their views.” How far this argument may be
borne out by the actual circumstances of the Bible 8’cy inthe United States.
_ T have no present means of judging; but to the Bible Sc’y. in England, it is to-
tally inapplicable. ~All the business of that Society is conducted by a Com-
mittee consisting of “Thirty-six Laymen, six of whom shall be Foreigners
resident in London or its vicinity ; half the remainder shall be members of
the Church of England, and the other half members of other denomination®
of Christians.”* When, besides this, it is considered that clerical mem-
bers of all denominations are entitled to attend, and vote at this committee ;
and how much more numerous are the Clergy of our Church, than of other
denominations ; when, it is also considered that the President and thirty-
seven Vice-Presidents, who are e/l members of the Church of England, are”
ex-officio members of this Committee, and many of them regular attend-

Crrmmmated

* Constitution of British and Foreign Bible Society,
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ants.’* I need not say, that if our Church be endangered by the Bible So-
ciety, at least it is not because Church people mixed up with many denom-
inations, form “a minority” in its proceedings.t

If the objection means that the Society is not under the entire control of
Church people, this of course is the case ; because, were it so under the con-
trol of the Church, or any other particular body of Christians, it would
cease to be a general Society.

Imust here, by the way, venture to avow that I cannot bring myself to
consider all who differ from our Church,as therefore, her ¢adversaries’.}
‘Where the genuine spirit of Christianity operates; and its fundamental truths,
are held in common, a difference of opinion on some other (and those, it may
be, not trifling) points, will make neither individuals, nor Churches, hostile to
each other : and hence as our church certainly is not the “adversary’’ of many
Christian communities which dissent from her, so I believe we should wrong
a large proportion of those communities, in imputing to them the feelings, and
conduct of ¢ adversaries’ towards ourselves. I by no means feel called upon
to advocate the motives of all denominations of christians, but in justifica.
tion of my own readiness to co-operate with them on common Christian
ground, I must declare, that [ do feel bound to exercise towards them that
s real liberality which judges candidly of the motives of others ;”” and there-
fore, though I do not, of course, doubt, that all of them, if they are sincere
in their opinions, desire the extension of their own communions ; still, I can-
not believe that the majority of them are influenced by such feelings of hos-
tility as would induce them to associate themselves with professions of gen-
eral amity, in a Society of such a nature as the Bible Society, for the mere
purpose of insidiously acting against our Church. Unfortunately there are
those among some denominations whom we cannot by any exertion of char-
ity, doubt to be actuated by a most unchristian spirit of animosity, whilst
zeal for religion is enly the cloak for designs of a far different cheracter ;
but these I verily believe to be comparatively few ; at all events, whatever
may be their hostile dispositions against the Church, the Bible Society is
certainly not the field for gratifying them.

* Lord Teignmouth, the President, was for many years, whilst his health
permitted, an unremitting coadjutor, and drew up many of the earlier re.
ports. Among others, Lord Bexley is conspicuous for the active interest he
has taken in the affairs of the Society ever since its ‘formation ; he is one of
the most regular attendants at the committee, over whose meetings he con-
stantly presides, when present. '

T Out of fifteen speakers at the last anniversary, in May, ten at Teast wére
members of our Church, including four Bishops and four Clergymen.

1 Yam happy to find wyself countenanced in this avowal, by your appeal
(in ‘A sermon preached at the Visitation, &ec.> to the generally prevailing
** harmony among the various denominations of Christians in Upper Cana-
da,” and especially by your expectation of friendly dispositions towards our
;sﬁabhshment”_ in two prominent and numerous communions which differ
rom us, i
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fkarmttmg, howevet, forthe sake of argumont, that Dissenters ' had'eli the
inclination imputed to them, of making the Bible Society. an insttument 6§
strengthening their own communioens, and weakening ours, and that the So_
ety'were capable of being converted to such'a purpose ; this would be & most:
forcible reason, why Churchmen should not leave them to executé these de.
signs, withoat a coanteracting influence ; for iff such be the réal object of
other denominations, they would surely not pursue it less ardently, or'less
successfully, in our absence; than in our presence. Suppose, further,.tha
every mamber of our Church were to refusz all concern in the Bible Seci.
ety ; what would be the effect of such a general manifestation of suspicion
and aversion on the part of Church-people towards all the Christian,
world beside? Ift it werc not equivalant to a declaration of open hostility.
on otr part certamly nothing could. more effectually tend to set aj
other Christians in united array against us, and to generate a resentfu) -
blttern%s, not likely to be confined to one side, disgraceful te
the name of Christianity, and affording its enemies new eccasion for tri.
umph and’ reproach. As the Society, on the contrary, now exists, support.
ed by all parties, it is the promoter of kindly feelings; and candour amongst
them all. The joint pursuit-of a laudable, and especially of a ckaritable ob.
ject, necessarily prodiices a good understanding between the parties so ag«
gociated ; and such, though an incidental, is by no means the Jeast, good ef-
fact of the Bible Society, in‘the Christian world. In the midst of prevallmg‘
: rellgxous jealousies, aiid re‘pulsweness, that Society has presented a point oy
re-union ; about'which, Christians of every Church have met, as brethren;
-and where, whilst engagéd in thie same labour of universal Christian philan<
thrapy, they haye forgotten the Shibboleths of party distinetion, arid only re«
membered they were servaits of the same Lord, and partakers in the same
covenant of rademption.

But again, the Bishop used to say, “that the countsnance given to.the
Bible Society by many members of the Church of England, was very de-
trimental to their own’ cstablishment.”” And why? “ Because it lifted the
dissenters to an equality with- the Church, and enabled them to-actin &’
compact hody against her interests: that they made the distribution of the-
Bible an instrument of'influence; for it was notorious that: cliurch people
were s¢ldom: or never employed in this service.”—I must own I do not quite-
understand what is meant +by #lifting ' Diesenters to 'an equality with the
Church:? What is the disadvantageousinequality which it implies they pre-"
viously laboured under; and from which, by the Bible Society, they are ex--
tricated?_ I can hardly suppose that Bishop HoparT could intend to re-
cognise, or allow of any superiority belongingto our Churel becausé it is:-
the.established Church; and thoughI fully appreciate the great religious
advantages of an establisliment, I cannot_conceive how its members ‘losey
or diminish those advanta ges, by acting in concert with others, in ‘matters
where nothing is to be conceded, on one side, or on the other. Is the ige-
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quality implied, that, of the high gro und on which our church stand ‘a8t
her apostolic constitution, and ministry ! Bat how do her members dimi-
nish this superiofity by co-operating with Dissenters at the Bible Society? 7
They are not thereby drawn dotvn into dissent; nor (what is perhaps
mote immadiately to the purposs, tho’ scarcely an ev11 to be depreciated by
us) aré Dissenters lifted into'churchmen : the meq'mhty in this respect still
Temains; Churchmien are Chutchmeén still,and Dissenters, T dotibt,are Dis-’
genters stilli

With ragard to'the fiotetiotis fact, that church pecble are seldom or ne-
ver employed' by this Soeiety, in the distribution of the Bitle, in Englard,’
Iscarcely know what té'understand by distribution, as an instrument
of inflience. The offict of the agents (foar foreign,” and three do-
dotméstic) who are emplojed in promoting the objects of the Society, iss’

not thé actual distribution of the Bible; but the reorganization,’or encou~
ragement, of existing Sotieties,in different parts of the world, and the es-
tablishment of new dhes : these agents, it is to'be r’emembered are appoint.’
ed by the comin’ttes of minagemént,sand T need only again refer to the
elements which compose that committee,'to make it evident, that they would’
be very unlikely td appoint @ny person, in whase integrity of condact they
had not implicit confidence: and'it is the fact,/that they exercise the most”
scrupulous caution oA this head:

The most general’ moahs of circulating the Seriptures in England are’
Depositories, and of these the cnly two'that I positively recollect, were
not in the charge of Dissenters; and I" believe that in most villages and
country towns, in England, where the Clergyman is a supperter of the So-
ciety, either himself, or one of his congregation, acts as Depositary, If
the Clergyman is opposed to the Bble Sdciety,and has any influence
among his flock, it is not to be wondered at, that the Depesitary should not
Bea churchman ¢ but it would hardly be f'a,1r to"attribute this to the machi~
natiens of the Dissenters.

And this suggests the more general chservation, that ify in the
conduct of a Society, which fteely -invites the co-operation of all
Chnstlans churchmen, as well as Dissenters, the members of our church, in
&1y plaz3, thint projsr to stind a.lom, aad tak2 no part in the businesS
they have surely no'right to object to the Society, that it is under the influ-
ence of Dissenters; nor to imputs to Dissenters the design of acquiring
such influence. I beg tobe understood as by no m=ans judging the motives
of such members of our Churcb, as do not join the Bible Society, but I pro-
test against their making the effects of their own conduct, an argument
against the principles, or practice of that Society.

But you proceed to tell us that, the Bishop charged the Episcopal friends
of the Bible Society with a “sickly prostration of all principle,” which regards
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the worship of God as a matterof no cmsequence, and rests in perfect in.
fifference to "religious truth.—Now if a churchman be fully persuaded of
the excellence, and purity of his own form of worship, and be ready on all
fitting occas’ons to maintain this opinion ; if he consciensciously adhere to
it, and endeavour to recommend it by his 1ife; and deportment ; surely he
may be guiltless of ** prostrat on of prineiple,” even though he sheuld not shun
n]l relig ous 1nte1cou1'se with those wlo worship God in a different form, or,
who do not agree with him in the interpretation of come doctrinal parts of
Scripture. Were the members of the B'ble Society rcquired to declare
that they believed all the interpretations of certain passages by different

sects, to be equally sound and pure, they would bz jistly chargzable with

ind fforence to the trus import of Scriptura ; 3 but thay are required to make

no such admission, nor is any one considered, as s, in any degree, counte.
nancing tenets at variance with his gwn: it is perfectly understood by all,

that the ground of union is, not any sacrlﬁce of opinion, but the simple fact

that however they may d)ﬁer as to what is the truth, they all believe, and
ackrowledge it 10 be contained in the B: ble ; and therefore they can most
cordxahy joinin the common effort of c1rcula‘1nv the Bibje.

“What (itis exclaimed) shall we ass’st gther denommat\ons in premoting
error ? Before we vield to the conclusiveness of this appeal, let us consider
Lowfar it is applicable to the operations of the Bible Society. Ithinkitissuffi-
ciently clear from the principles and constitution of the Socieiy, as I have
stated them, that its operatipns are no further instrumental in promotmb
any particular tenets, than giving the Bible to a person can be said to pro-
mote them: and if the mer2 fact of putting the Scnptures intg the hands
of any man whatever be a promotion of error, we should be doing good ser-
vies to religion, could we prevent every on2, who was not a churchma.n.
having the Bible at all; for it cannot confirm hxm less in his error, thut the
Bible should be given him at the sole cost of a Dissenter, then if the ex.
pense were shared by 2 Churchman, The Bible Society is in faet no more
chargeable with promoting dissent, than if it did Tliterally, what it does vir.
tually ; place g0 many copies of the Sgripture in the high way, and say to’
all who passed, ¢ whosoever will let himp tgke freely. L

But even granting that the zeal of proselytlsm should make a dm.
_senting agent of the Society so far abuse his trust, as to endeavour to con-
vert it into a means of insinuating, and propaoatmﬂ his own particular te-
nete: with whom would he succeed ? With those belongmg to our commu,
nion? This he could not do, unless we suppoae a want of proper ins.truc;,
tion, and watchfalaess, not very creditable to our own chureh, if it ex1sped
in the place: and if it were not ir existence, it is surely better that.a man

; ghould be an active, and plous Chilstian of any deromination, thari €hat
he should live altogather “witbout God in the world,’ and without any par.
txclpatxon in religious: ordmances. -And this ig the extent o whxch, even n by
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~ong* ip prometing error.” - . : .

" But, it'is urged, there certainly are eome ‘denominations; which the Bible
Saociety admits into membership whosé tenets a sincere churchman must
elieve to be dangerous error, and involving most vital points. True, and
“for the sake of some weaker brethren, I should not be sorry did hossuch
members belong to the Society, though I think there ai'e'vgreat obj ections
. against making any restrictions in its censtitution. The number of members,
however, of persuasions which we eannot but consider as Antichristian, is
emall; and for this plain reasen, that theirtenets will not bear a candid exami.
nation, by the test of the-uncorrupted, and unmutilated word of God, that is,
Dy the Bibleyas it is. circulated by the Bible Society ; and in this view,
for.my own part, I am glad that such denominations are allmitted ; being
_persuaded that in proportion as men have free opportunity of consulting for
'Qhemselves, thz pure Scriptures, the less dangar must there be, of their be.
reoming' confirmed -in positively unscriptural error. The disciple of the
;mast perverted doctrine; would be.far-more likely to discover, and abandon
his delusion, with the Biblein his hand, than ifleft to imbibe without thig
standard torefer to, the pernicious representations of misguided, or design.
dng teachers. That this is no visionary, or fanciful argument; is sufficiently
‘attested by the attempts of some sectarians to support their tenets by their
-own ‘translation of the New Testament. ‘ i - .

By 2 rather singular association of objections to the Bible Society, the
pringiple of indifference toreligious truth, upon which it is said to be found+
£d, is coanacted with the chargs, that its membars ¢ proclaim their own
.praises in. the public jeurnals,” and *bandy compliments’ with each other at
their public meetings. Iamnétatall disposed to defend the practice of reci.
procating compliments at such meetings, which I believe was at one time bee
-eoming too pravalent ; but notrecently, for it was soon corrected : by the good
#ense and proper feeling of the less ardent, but more judicious members ; and
~the.spirit of simplicity, and earnestness,swhich has latterly characterised the
:generality. of addresses at the anniversary meetings of the Society, has not
been one of the least gratifying of its'featares. -Had, however, the members
indulged in these complimentary addresses to 2 much greater extent, I can.
ot think this would have formed any serious argument against the Baciety
itself. “Again, as to the-publicity of the anniversary meetings, the greater,
or Jess dsgree of public -attention, which is.attracted by -sach meetings- of
charitable Societies, certainly dffects not the-characterof their designs, but
it is neyertheless, in every point-of view, gratifying and-encouraging, when
‘the general interest which is felt in their objects, is evinced by the nuwnbers
wha attend to hear the periodical reports of their proceedings, and success.
‘,,,You_r own expression of the extreme loathsomeness of the Reports of ithe
lhble Society, ia.a.strong.one ; but I_\.persu;de myself- is aseribable matter
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to previous distaste, than to any ‘thing rea]ly go offensive in the matter or
style‘of the Reports, to the generality of sober Christiang.*:

A parson umacquarinted with the question, would suppose, fromn the termg
in which the Bible Society is often discussad by its oppouents, that it origi=
nate | with DlsS’~‘r11:°1'sy as a s¢hems to advance themselves at the expensc
of the Church: that thouvh churchmeri are admitted, to save appearancese
they aze only made to assist in their own subversion, the Society being un-
der the paramount influence of Dissenters who compose the covxtroAlmg
majority. Hz would bz very far from imagining, that it is, in truth, an asso-
¢iation to promots noseparate views: for that a.ll denominations ars alikein.
terested’in its operations; and graat would be his surprise- when he after-
-wards found, that from its first formation, a nobleman of exemplary piety
has baax its President ; that among its first Vice-Presidents, were four Bish-
ops. including thzvanzrable nam: of Porieus;t and thatit hasalso en-

* Daring the ﬁrsttwalva yarrsof tha axistenss of thy Bible Saziety, its Rep.
ortswarz drawa up by th Veaaradls Noblaman, who is its President ; and sinca
that timy, till latsly, by th: Rev. J. Owoa, a taleatelanl examplary Clergy-
man of oar Cauarch, Tam notawara who has compiled thz Reports of recant
yoars.

+ Both Bishop Portels, and Lord Baxley, have mly defended the object ; zmd
principles of th: Bible Society—the latter in two letters ; one of which was
addrassalto De. Mugsh, Prafessor of Divinity at Cunbnlge From tho form.
or, 1 canaat bat quots som: observations, hoth bezause they shew that tha
sam3 pralictions of evil conseyianses to tha Chareh, were always made by
SO PBr3v s, a3.2re DOw made, bat which have never been fulfilled; and be-
gu1se it gives m> th> opportunity of 'safting against tha opinion of th2 'late
Bishop of Naw.York, the opinion ofths no less activa and distingaishad Bish.
op of Liandoa. His Biographer, De. H)JTson, ramarks that, ¢ hs saw instant.
ly that a d3siga of such mwutuiz,‘ waich aimsd at nothing less than the djs-
parsion of ths Bible ovar evory ac23ssibla part of tho world could only be ac-
camplish:d by tha association of m2a of all religious parsaasions.  Ha entar.
tainal tho hopa that it might oparate as a boal of uaion batwzaz2n cout°n:lmg
p.u'tx,.), 2.3 whilst, thar etorv, h? ramiinzd ﬁmnly attachod te the original 8o
cxaty for Pro'n sting Caristiaa K1owlelgs, whose exartions, as far as its limjtad
sphare allawed, no ona ever hald in higher estimation,~-he give, at tha sama
tim?, ths sanction of his nams, withoat scruple to the nsw one: and the more
hs coasidered. its object, and the longer experisnes he had of the spirit and
prmclples on which it was conductel the more deeply he was convincgd that
it marited all ths support which the Charch of bngland could give it.

The Bible Society ““is noew (says the Bishop himself,) well known,.and
firmly. establishad, and has completely triumphad over all the aitempts made o
destroy.it. Nons of those secret dark desigas, none of those plots and con-.
spiracios to subvert the established Church, and which wereso confidently pra!
dicted as the inevitable effact of this Society, have yet been discovered in jt.=~
It is, in fact, much better-employed. It goes on quietly and steadily in the
prosecution of its great ahject,-and piys no:sort of regard to the sneers.and
“eavils of its opponents. _At.a later date, he says, *‘ I.cannot but add in justice
to. this Society, which his béen so much opposed, misrepresented, and traduge-
ed, that all the important works in whichjt has been engaged, have bﬂen carri-

ed on with -the utmost harmony and. unzmxmity,,w;thout any, diﬁ'.u'enca of
p inion—without; the slightest symptom:of any ,h,ogtlle or, trezwhexm;s !
againsti the. Churgh..and wishoyt any ofher. idea upon. their minds,. hat that
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rolled in the same rank, the names of Liverpool, and Harrowby, and Bex.
ley, and many other statesmen, whose influence has been uniformly, and
cffzctually exerted in support of the Church; and finally, that the members
IO\f the Church of England, in its direction, are more numerous than those
of all other denominations;‘ whilst not only'are its members, whq belong to
our Church, themselves assisting their own communion, in combining with
others ; but whatever assistance Churchmen thus render to Dissenters, pre-
cisely the same assistance do Dissenters render to the Church.

In the counteracting, and overceming of infidelity, Christians of all de-
nominations are alike interested, and bound to exert themselves. Infidelsy
‘however, bzloag to no Church; and hence where they are concerned, the
universality of the Bible Society’s constitutien, gives it a decided advantage
over Societies coanected with any particular denomination, for two reasons ;
first, because they more especially confine their efforts, each to the com-
paratively marrow circle of its gwn commuynion ; whilst the Bible Society

extending as widely as possible, the knpwledge of the Christian Seriptures. In
fact, all the appreliensions to which this Society has given rise, are now found
to be but vain terrors; and all the prophecies of mischief and evil that would
result from it, are falsified by facts. It ‘is rising wniformly in reputdtion and
credit, and gaining new accessions of strength 'and revenue, and at:aching to
itself, more and more, the approbation and support of every regl friend to the
Church, and to religion.” Such was the opinion of a Prelate, whose memory
is deservedly revered by our Chnrch; and who, whilst thus advocating the
claims of the Bible Society, was a conscientious and active supporter of the
& ociety for Promoting Christian Knowledge, the designs of which his name stil]
promotes, attached to some of the most esteemed works which that Society dis.
tributes. It'is true that'since the time of Porteus, a difference of opinion has’
arisen among the members, on two points ; the first respecting the circulation
of the apocrypha, with the canonical boolks of the Old Testament ; the second
concerning the exclusion from the Sogiety of all who do not avow their belief
in the docrine of the Trinity. As thie Society professes to circulate the Serip.
tures, which all Christians receive, it was, I think, with great propriety, re-
solved that the copies eirculated by the Society, should not contain the apoc.
ryphal books; and this rio churchman can think objectionable, inasmuch asthe
Church does not apply those Bocks * to establish any doctrine.” The same
fundamental principle must also cxclude the idea of any test for membership;
to recognise which, would at once destroy the essential character of the Soci.
cty, and excite those feelings which it is especially designed to allay. The
‘moving of this question has; however, caused thie secession of some members
from the original Society, who have formed themselves into another, on par.
tially exclusive principles: though some of the seceders have, on maturer con.
sideration, rejoined the first. Notwithstanding the secession alluded to, the
subscsiptions to the original Society were largér last year, than the previous ;
and the harmony and unapimity at {he anniverrary were complete. " I'cannot
therefore allow your gonclusion that ¢ Bishop Hobart’s views on this’ subject
are now generally admitted.” Ishould rither eonclude from the agitation of
these questions, that the Bible Society is not based upon, nor does it engender,
that indifference to religious truth which you suppose ; though I confess I would
rather not have seen such proof of the coutrary. * I am not acquainted with the
“ extraordinary preface to one f the Foreign Editions of the Bible” to which
you allude; but as it is contrary to the Society’s constitution, to'citculate any
observations with the Bible, I apprehend the proface you mention was nof
with the Society's sanction. (See note, Appendiz.) :
t
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earries the word of God in one broad and comprehensive stream over the
whole moral surface ; niot only depositing the seed of life on the cultivated
fields of various Christian denominations, but also carrying it into the waste
cornersy and desert tracts of unbelief—and secoudly, because the captiou®
Infidel is far more likely to receive with respect, that volume, which he is
struek by observing; that the whole Christian body unites to press upon his
candid examinatioa; than if it had been presented by any one denomination,
whose offers he might affect to treat as the bigotted attempts of proselyting
toa party. The British and Foreign Bible Society has itself, besides the
Beparate efforts of upwards of sixty Foreign Sotieties in different parts of
the world, circulated mora than seven millions of copies of the Scriptures,
and it is 1mposs1ble nét to believe that such a vast diffsi ion of the written’
tevelation of God; must have opposed a powerful barrier to the progress of
1nﬁdehty ; and ceruamly, Chiurchmen, as well as DlSS°I]t81‘S, are concerned
to promote a cause; from which we are justi ified in expecting such an effect.

But besidas this ébject 6f cominon interast,in checking infidelity, and be-
gides the support, to religion generally which all denominations give, by co-
operating at the Bible Society ; it would nét be difficult t adduce many in-
stances of direct benefit aceruing 1 the Church 6f England, from the Bis
ble Sotiety, and its operations.  First might be mentioned, the vast num-
ber of tr:a.nslat ons of the Scnptures into languages of all parts of the
world, which this Society has effected. The Soz ciety for Pxomotmg Chris-’
tian Know]edge, as T have before remarked, in consequence of its varied
objects, cotld not undertake the translation of the Scriptures to any great
extent ; whilst the Bible Society has been able to complete translations, into
upwards of a hundred languages, and dlalects, which have been attempted
by no other Somety In India alonc aé was stated by the Bishop of Calcut-
ta, at the last Anmversa.ry of the British and Fovelrrn Bible Society, out of
153 dialects spoken through thdt Emplre 104 had been cxcluswe]y under-
taken by the Bible Society: the inestimable advantage of these transla.
tions in forwardmg the objects of our missionaries, is too palpable to need
insisting on ; and is most fully appreciated by the representatives of oup
Church, in that extensive field,

As ansther example of the positive ddvancement of the interests of our
Church by the Bible Society, it might be noticed that in several instances,
‘particularly in India, those ministers, who have been primarily employed
by that Society, in translating the Scriptures, have subsequently applied
their knowledge of the Ianguades, to the translation of our Liturgy, which
they have brought into use among the natives. And here I must mention
as alike honorable to the candour of the individual and demonstrative of the
excellence of our worship, that we are indebted for a Chinese Version of
our Liturgy, toa Dissenting Clergyman (Dr. Thompson); who, being desir-
ous of furnishing the natives with a form of Prayer, and meeting with none
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which seemed so -well adapted, as the Liturgy of the Church of England -
translated it for the use of his converts, and his translation has ‘since been
printed by our Prayer Book and Homily Society.—Amongst many of our

own clergy in India who have been in honored correspundence, at the same.

time, with the *Prayer.Book and Homily,” the * Church Missionary,’ and

the ¢ Bible’ Societies, stands foremost the apostolic Henry Martyn, to whose

nam I may add those of the scarcely less devoted Schwartz, and Coloph, -
Missionaries of the Society for Propagating the Gospel; of Buchanan'; and,.
in-the present day, of Archdeacon Corrie.

Another occasion on which our Church experienced direct assistancé’
from the Bible Society, was in its vote of .£5000 to Bishop Middleton, ‘on
the formation of Bishop’s College at Calcuita, in aid of translating the
Secriptures,at that Institution; and I think this may be justly adduced, as
an instancé, in which the Dissenting influence, at the Society, made no ob-
stacle toa liberal donation, which certainly cannot be said to be “subsatvi.
ent to their views” in ony party sense, tho’ I believe entirely according
with their views, as members of the B.ble Society, desirous of promoting
the diffusion of the Seriptures through all the world.

Surely, S ir; a Sotiety which has been the means of sending the Word ot’
Godinto almost every corner of the Globe, so that there is now, scarcety a
known race of mien, who have not the Scriptures in a language which they
can understand ; a Society whose object is so striking, and, by its simple
philanthropy, so directly recommends itself to the Christian world, that its
counterpaits are to'be found in every Christian State, in every quarter of
the earth : a society which has actually done so much for our own Church,
as well as forthe general interests of Religion ; in whose service so many
devoted, and exemplary ministers, of our own, and of other denominations,
havelaboured, and died, which has numbered amongst its friends, a PorTEUS
a MyLyeg ; and a’BucHANAN; in days g gone by ; and which is, at this mo-
ment, countenanced, and supported, by eleven of our Bishops, and by other
chardcters most distingnished, as 1 station, so in piety and talent,—
surely this is not the Socieiy which calls its supporters to ¢ trifle with the
laws of God;’ which is founded upon ¢ total indifference to religious truth’;
upon-a *sickly prostration of all principle.’

The question’of Religions tract’ Sdcieties,” inyolves, so much the same
gerieral principle, as that of the Bible So c1ety, that it was to be expected
that they sliould have, in’ general the same opponents, and the same friends.
1 speak with reference to those Tract Societies which, liké the: Societies o
Londor, and Diiblin; dlssemlnate “none, but pubhcatlons which all genuine
christians approve of; and receive. To these it is objected, that, “by keep-
ing out of view the’ distinctive prm(:lples of o our Church, weé lead to the bellef
that'they are of little importance.” ‘Wow I believe 1 shall not exceed thé
truth, in saying, that five out of six ordinary sermons, written, or preached,
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iental truiths of faith in Ged thro’ Christ; and conduct a greeable thereto;
the’ all mention of peculiar tenets be emitted ; then is likely to arise, be.
cause every sermon preached from our pulpits, does not expressly advocate

Fpiscopacy, or Infant Baptism.

It is both proper; and meedful that we should, from time to time, explain,
and establish to our hearers; the points which distinguish our Church from
all others ; but as these peints happily bear a small proportion to the points
of fundamental importance, on which there is a general agreement, it is not
of' ten that the former will come to bespecially treated. And so the Church-
man, who; in common with other Christians, disseminates the common
truths of Christianity; is not thereby precluded from distributing, in his se-
parate character as & member of the Church of England, other tracts, par-

ticularly addressed to the explanation and maintenance of our distinctive
principles.

The key to Bishop HossrT's opinions, you ohserve, is to be found in his
¢ not recognising, as a true Church, any body of professing Christians who
differed from him in their leading truths, and who had not a separate order
of Bishops; Priests & Deacons.” Ifby this it is intended to assert, that no
church which does not correspond with ours, as to its ministry, and doctrine,
can produce the same authority of Scripture for.its practice and principles,
I agree in the position : but that, on this account, we ought to denounce all
other Churches as false, and therefore their members unfit to be associated
with, in promoting any religious design, is an inference, which neither her
ablest champions, nor, I think; does our Church herself, countenance.

It can scarcely be questioned that Episcopacy was the government ap-
pointed by the apostles wherever they planted a separate, and sufficiently
numerous Christian Church ; and that the primitive Church whilst yet ex-
empt from uninspired innovation, for centuries followed this apostolic instis
tution—and hence our Church; formed on such a model, and supported by
such authority; has every Scriptural argument in its favor, which an institu-
tion could have, short of a positive precept ; such actual precept however
there is not, and in the absence of that, however firmly we may be convinc-
éd ourselves; of the superior authority of our Church, we are not warranted
in condenming all other formis as absolutely false, nor justified in refusing
all religious communion with those who adhere to them. *Such indeed
(says Archbishop SEckER) as obstinately deny the fundamental doctrines,
or transgress the fundamental precepts of Chrjstianity, ought to be rejected
from Christian communion. But to renounnce communicnting with any
others who are willing to admit us to it on lawful terms, is the way to cut off
ourselves, not them, from the body of Christ; who we doubt not will allow
those on both sides to belong-to his Church, who, through pardonable pas-
sions and mistakes, will not allow one another to do s0.” Archbishop Waks:
#fter expressing his conviction of the authority of Episcopacy, and Dis re-
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gret that any Churchf's should reject it, proceeds to say, * still, far be it fromr
me, to judge so hardly, es to believe, that in consequence of such defect,
(the want of Episcopacy) any of them ought to be severed from our com-
munion ; or, to pronounce, with some of our furious writers, that they have
1o true, and valid sacraments, and therefore are scarcely Christians.”’—
Bishop ToMLINE, at a later date, after establishing the apostolic origin, and
primitive adoption of Episcopacy, concludes, “yet I readily acknowledge
that there is no precept in the New Testament, which commands that every
Church should be governed by Bishops.” It cannot be said of the men who
made these admissions, that they were disaffected to-the Church, or that the
desire of “a corrupt and hellow popularity” was their motive., SEckEw,
and Waxr, and ToMLENE,.are not names to which these imputations can
attach. They felt, and. most ably demonstrated the Scriptural grounds on
which our Church is built, but still they hesitated not to acknowledge that
those grounds were example, and not precept; and that therefore greatly
as we may wonder-and' lament, that an example, which appears so clear
should not have been universally followed, it becomes net us to pronounce a
judgment reprobating all opinions but our own, on a point, which the Holy
Ghost has certainly not so expressly decided, as to-make all difference of
opinion respecting it necessarily sinful.

The feelings of the Church herself towards all other Christian communities
are sufficiently deducible from her Liturgy. She instructs her members to:
declare their belief ¢ in the holy Catholic Chureh, and in the Communion of
Saints.” On the latterclause I have already quoted a remark of SEcgER’s 5
and, amongst his observations on the former, is this, ¢ Churches which wide=
1y differ from.each other in several notions and customs,. may notwithstand.-
ing, each of them,be truly Catholic churches. The Church of England pre-
tends not indeed absurdly to be the whole Catholic Church, but she is undoubt-
edly a sound and excellent memberof it.” Again in the Litany, the Church
prays *that it may please God to rule, and gov. ra his holy Church Universal,
in the right way,” where we may observe, that thro’ the ¢ Church Universal’
comprehends many various denominations, it is implied in this petition, that
they may all be ¢in the right way.’ Similar petitions occur in other parts
of the Liturgy, in behalf of the Catholic or Universal Church, in all of
which, our Church undoubtedly prays, for the welfare, and spiritual advance-
ment, of every several Church, which by its adherence to the fundamental
truths of Christianity, is a part, and mémber of the Universal Church;
whilst it is deserving of note, that the general tenor of these petitions is,
that the Body Catholic, may continue ‘in wnity, and Godly love.” Andl
cannot doubt that if none of the sons of our Church had ever assumed a
haughtier tone, or expressed harsher opinions towards those without her pale,
than the example of their venerable mother justifies, much of the feeling ot
Dissent, if not much of Dissent itself; would never have existed.

Let me not be deemed insensible to the superiority of our Church, ‘nor at
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«1] indisposed to assert it. I am, on the contrary, so convinced of the soli-
ity of her foundations, and of the excellence of her structure, as to believé
it perfectly unnecesszary to screen her by a wall of prejudices, and offended
feelings, from the near approach, and inspection of others; for the more
nearly she is contemplated, to the greater advantage will she ever appear.
She is, however, often placed, in the predicament of a fair 1sland, whose in-
habitants, thro’ an excess of apprehension, suspiciously shun all external in~
tercourse, and invest their territory with such bristling demonstrations of re-
pulse to all amicable advances, that it is only regarded from a distance, as
an inhospitable, and hostile region ; whereas if strangers were encouraged
to approach its sheres, the nearer prospect might induce some to explore its
interior; and these struck with beauties, and advantages which they had
never imagined, might determine to adopt it for their home, and thus in-
crease its prosperity, and strength.

.

Iwould withdraw no legitimate defences of our Charch egainst hostile
attacks, but these defences are intrinsic : in her own purity, and soundness,
and integrity, I believe her to be invulnerable: and were she but left tq
stand fairly upon her own merits, divested-of that veil-of prejudices with
which, but too frequently, repulsive jealeusy, on one hand, and consequent. ir-
ritation, and resentment, on the other, have, in the eyes of those without,
enveloped her ; the aposteiic model of her government, the simple dignity of
her expressive, and Scriptural ordinances, the fervent piety of her devotions,
with the decent order, and seber consistency which pervade the whole, would
present a “beauty of holiness” which must command respect, evén where
it failed to secure attachment.

With respect to the general principle which T am advocating, I infer that,
if our Church be so candidly disposed towards other bodies of Christians,
as not merely to permit of the interchange of social civilities, but to teach
us to pray for their spiritual welfare, as being all included within the pale
of Christ’s Catholic Church; neither her principles, nor her epirit, pre-
clude her children from making common cause with their brethren of other
denominations, in the extension of the universal Church, and in the over-
throw of the kingdom of darkness, where such co-operation is effected, not
only without compromise, but without collision even, of principle.

Toewards the close of your letter, you pay a warm and eloquent tribute,
(in which you must carry with you the feelings of all who are acquainted
with their labours) to the devoted zeal of our first two Eastern Bishops, ard
of the late Bishop of New-York ; between whom you imagine you perceive
many points of resemblance. I think, however, that I discover one point
in which the two former differed considerably from the latter, and that ia,
in the extent to which they carried the principls of avoiding religious com,
runication with other denominations.

o
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1 have already mentioned the fact of the British and Foreign Bible Soci.
ety having voted £5000 to Bishop Middleton, for promoting the designs of
the College, which he founded at Calcutta ; and it appears, that that learned
and devoted prelate, did not consider that he was compromising his Epis-
copal fidelity, by accepting a grant, given in the spirit cf Christian charity,
though it was part of a fund raised bythe joint exertione, and contributions,
of Churchmen and Dissenters.

Of Bishop Heber’s opinion, as to the general principle, we have his own
statement recorded, in a letter addressed by him to the Church Misssiona_
ries in Ceylon, “ respecting the propriety of their engaging with Missiona_
ries of other religious sects, in solemn conference on topics connected with
their work among the Heathen.” 1 have first (he proceeds) to express
my thankfulness to God, for the brotherly and tolerant spirit, which I have
noticed among those, who, with less or greater differences of opinions, and
discrepancies of doctrine and discipline, abundantly to be deplored, yet
-hold, as T am persuaded, the same faith in the cross, and shall be found, as
I trust, in the lagt day, on the same Reck of Salvation.” - He then adds a
caution, that they take care not to level in the eyes of others, or of them,_
.selves, the peculiar advantages possessed by the holders of an apostoli-
commission; and “that both their discussions and prayers should have as
“their leading object, the success of Missions, and the means where Missi-
ons may, with God’s blessing, be rendered suceessful,” & concludes  with
these precautions, I trust that unmingled good may, through His bless-
sing, who is the God of peace and order, emanate from your religious con,
ferences.”* The whole letter is indeed a beautiful specimen of the union
of Christian candour, with the most enligtened and firm attachment to that
Church, of which the writer was 5o bright an ornament, and so faithful an
pverseer. .

As an advocste of the Bible Society I cannot but legk with satisfaction
to the progress of Christianity in the East : there the effects of that Soci-
ety are.too plain to be denied, or depreciated, by any ene who has noted the
spread of the Scriptures among the idolators of Asia : the value of these
effects has been experienced, and appreciated by the representatives of
our Church there, as well as of our Government. The present, and the
1ate, Bishops of Calcutta might almost be said to take their public léave
of Christian Britain, st anniversaries of the British and Foreign Bible So.
ciety ; where they dwelt’ upon the gfeat and obvious assistance which
they anticipated in the scerie of their fisure labours, from'the precureive
exertions of the Society, which had diffused the scriptures, in so many lan.
guages of the native Indians ; whereby, in fact, the ground was ah-eady par-
tially prepared for them, and the seed sown, whese Fising’ fruit 1t woutd
be part of their care to foster, and train to a healthy matumy

* Biskop Heper’s Journal, Chap. 27.
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The present Bishop of Calcutta especially has ever been go well known,
and steady 2 friend of the Bible Society, that his appointment to the dio-
cese affords a gratifying presumption, that neither the heads of the Church,
nor those Venerable Societies with whom our Colonial Bishops are so inti-
mately connected, see such treachery or even such indifferece to the
interests of their own Church, in the Clerical supporters of the Bible So-
ciety, as to consider them unfit to be entrusted with the highest offices of
spiritual government.

Before I conelude, I must beg, netwithstanding any obgervations I may
have made on particular opinions, to repeat my unfeigned esteem, and re-
spect, for the memory and character of Bishep Hobart, to whose energy
and ability, Episcopacy is under such great and lasting ebligations. It is
indeed, mainly, (under God) through his exertions, thatthe Episcopal
Church in America has spread to an extent, and now occupies, in spite of
the difficulties it has had to contend with, a position of general respect
and influence, which are in themselves no mean indirect evidence of the
purity of its origin,—I beg alse, in closing these remarks, to assure you
that they bave been prompted by but two motives : first, the wish of vindi.
eating from misapprehension, a society, imperfectly, as [ imagine, understood
here ; but which I conscientiously believe to have been the instrument of
great geod in the cause of Religion ; and secondly, the desire, of, at the
same time, justifying my own support of that Society. I trustthese
motives may be my apology for trespassing on your attention; whilst I
am persuaded they will secure me your candid interpretation of what I
have advanced. I beg to subscribe myself, Venerable Sir,

Your fai’_chful friend and servant,

JOS. H. HARRIS.
U. C. College, 31st Oct.,, 1832.

—

P. 8. For several of the facts to which I have adverted, I am indebted
to 2 work called “ an Analysis on the Bible Society,” of whose existence
I was not aware when I began this letter: indeed I had concluded my ob-
servations without any book of referénce on the subject, except a last year's
s Report,” when I accidentally saw the ¢ Analysis’ lying on a shelf at the
Depository. I own I was struck with the coincidence of thus opportunely
meeting with such unexpected corroborative evidence.
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(See Conclusion of Note, page 14.)

Since sending my Letter to the press, 1 have scew some pimphlets
Tately published in England, on the subject of the Bible Society ; in ons
of which (written by John Joseph Gurney, a member of the Society of
Friends, and well known in the religious and philanthropic world), I find
the following notice of a Strasburgh edition of the Bible, which I suppose
to be that to which you allude:

« At an early period in the history of the Society, an edition of the
German Bible, partly through the aid of our funds, was printed at Stras-
burgh. Professor HAFFNER of that place, withoat the knowledge of the.
Committee in London, added to the volume a Preface, which is said to
have been of a very objectionable tendency.  Whether it was so, or not,
(and witnesses vary on the subject) such a proceeding was directly op-
posed to one of our primary rules.  As soon therefore, as the cirenmstan-
ces were made known to the Committee, Lord TereNmouTH, as well as
the other officers of the Society, warmly remonstrated, and centinued their
remontrances, till the Preface was withdrawn.”

It appears then, not only that this “extraordinary preface”, was with.
out the sanction of the British and Foreign Society, but that that Society
so successfully exerted its influence onthe occasion, as to procure a large
number of Bibles to be disseminated in Germany, without any comment,
which, but for its influence, would have been accompanied by an objection-
able introduction.

The following statement shows in so striking a light, not enly how little
there is to apprehend from the admission of Socinians into the Bible
Society, and how decided is the feeling of the vast majority of the mem-
bers respecting their doctrines ; but also how plainly the bulk of their own
denomination, feels the Society to be opposed to their tenets ; that I can-
not forbear extracting it,

“ A gentleman who hes taken great pains to enquire into' the subject,
computes the number of office-bearers in the Bible Society, and its depen-
dencies throughout Great Britain, at 10,000, of whom three are Socinians ;
the number of members of Committies, including Collectors, at 37,500, of
whom thirty-two are Socinians: and the entire number of Subscribers at
100,000, of whom not quite one hundred are Socinians.” And it is especi-
ally worthy of remark, that “during the twenty-seven years of the Society’s
existence, not a single Socinian, has ever been chosen on the Commiltee” of ths
Parent Society.

CORREEFONDENT FRINTING-OFFIUE, YORK, V.C.
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