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EXT RAG. TS
FROM

THE STATUTES OF TRINITY COLLEGE,

CAMBRIDGE,

GIVEN BY QUEEN ELIZABETH, A,D. 1560.

DE FUNDATORIS, ET ALIORUM BENEFACTORUM

COMMENDATIONE.

AD cujufque termini finem, commend atio fiat

in facello, nobilifiimi regis Henrici oclavi, fundatoris

tam ampli collegii ; et reginse Marias
; aliorumque

clarorum virorum, quorum beneficentia collegium

locupletatur Ejus haec fit forma ; Primum re-

citctur clara voce Pater nofter. Deinde decantentur

hi tres Pfalmi, 144, 145, 146. Poft base legatur

caput 44 Ecclefiaflici. His, finitis, unus e con-

cionatoribas ordtne fuo^ hanc extraordinariatn con-

tionem habe.it. Fundatoris amplillimam muni fi-

centiam pr^edicet -, quantus fit literarum ufus oftendat.

A 2 quantis
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Jaudibus aflkiendi funt qui literarum ftudia

benencentia fua excitent ; quantumfit ornamentum regn9

doftos vires babere^ qui de rebus controverfis vere

jitdtcare poffinf, quanta fit fcripturarum laus ; et

quantum illae .omni humanae authoritati antecedant ;

quanta fit ,ejus docTrinae in vulgus utilitas., ct quam
late pateat ; quam egregium et regium fit&amp;gt;

cui Deus

univerfae plebis fuae curam commifit, de multitudinc

ininiftrorum verbi Dei laborare ; atque hi, ut honefli

atque eruditl fint, curare ; atque alia ejus generis,

qua pii et doH viri cum laude illuflrare poffint.

Hac concione perorata, decantetur Te Deum, &c.

OF THE COMMEMORATION OF THE FOUNDER,
AND THE REST OF THE BENEFACTORS.

* At the end of every term, let there be a com

memoration, in the chapel of the moft noble king

Henry VIII. the founder of fo large a college ; and

Of queen Mary ; and the other illuftrious perfons, by

whofe benefa6tions the college is endowed. Let

this be its form. Firft, let the lord s prayer be

diftin&ly read : then thefe three Pfalms, 144, 145,

146, be chanted. After them let the 44th chapter

of Ecclefiafticus be read. Which being concluded,

let one of the college-preachers in his turn preach

this fermon extraordinary (i.
e. in addition to thofe

appointed for the great feftivals.) Let him proclaim

the founder s very liberal munificence : let him fhew

how
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how great the ufe of learning how laudable are

they who by their beneficence promote the ftudy of

letters what an ornament It is to a kingdom to contain

learned men, who are able to form a true judgment on

controverjial matters what praife is due to the

fcriptures ; and how far they furpafs all human

authority how great and how extenfive the utility

of that kind of knowledge among, the common

people how noble, and worthy a king it is, for

him to whom God hath committed the care of his

whole people, to labour in procuring a great number,

of minifters of God s word, and take care that they

be honeft and learned and other lubjecb of that

nature, which pious and learned men may com-

mendably enlarge upon. This fermon being fmifhed,

let the Te Deum be fung, &c.

Part of the Oath taken by every Fellow upon Us

^admiilion :

Ego NN. juro, ac Deo tefle promitto, me veranij

Chrifti religionern omni animo amplcxurum ; Scrip-

turae authoritatem hominum judiciis pnepofiturum ;

regulam vitse, et fumrham ndei, ex verbo Dei

petiturum. Cetera, quae ex verbo Dei non pro-

bantur, pro humanis habitiirum. Authoiitatem re-

giam in hominibus fummam, et externorum Eoif-

coporum jurifdidlioni minime fubjeclam, aeftima-

turunij et contrarias verbo Dei opinioaes omni

A 3
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-voluntate ac mente refutaturum : Vera confuetis,

fcripta nonfcriptis, inreligionis caufa antehabiturum.*

Theologian, mihi finem Jludiorum propofiturum ; et

facros ordines, cum tempus his ftatutis praefcriptum

advenerit, fufcepturum \ aut e collegio difceiTurum,

* I NN. fwear, and, in the prefence of

promife, that I will, with all rny heart, embrace the

true religion of Chi id ; will prefer the authority of

the fcripture to the determinations of men ; and take

my-rule of life, and fummary of faith from the word

of God : that all other pofitions, which are not

proved from the word of God, I will regard as

human : that I will efteem the royal authority to be

over all perfons fupreme ; and by no means fubjecfc

to the jurifdilion of foreign biftiops : that I will,

with all my inclination and underftanding, confute

opinions contrary to God s word that in the bufmefs

of religion I will prefer true to received, written

to unwritten, do&rines j propofe divinity as the end

&quot;f

* King Edward VI. A.D. 1552, gave the college

a body of ftatutes, in which the oath of the fellows

upon admiiTion is, thus far, almolt verbatim the fame

with the prefent. What follows (viz. Theologiam &c.)

is totally omitted. Here we have another proof of

the proteftant fpirit which pervades that foundation.

Henry VIII. dying foon after the endowment, pre-

{bribed no ilatutes.



tf myjludies ; and when the time prescribed by thefe

ftatutes fhall arrive, will either take holy orders, or

quit the college, &c. See alfo the forms for the

ordination of priefts, and the confecration of

bifhops.

The reader is requeued to compare the above

cxtra&s with one from the univerfity flatute, de

CoricionibuS) given by the fame queen Elizabeth, A.D.

1570.

c Prohibemus ne quifquam in concione aliqua,

In loco communi tratando, in leclionibus publicis,

feu aliter publice, infra univerfitatem noftram quic-

quam doceat, tractet, vel defendat, contra religi-

onem, feu ejufdem aliquam partem in regno noftro

publica authoritate receptam & ftabilitam, aut con

tra aliquem ftatum, authoritatein, dignitatem, feu

gradum, vel ecclefiaflicum vel civilem, hujus noflri

regni, vel Anglise, vel Hibernize. Qui contra fe-

cerit, errorem & temeritatem fuam, cancellarii juiFu,

cum affenfu majoris partis pi aefeChorum collegiorum,

revocabit, & publice confitebitur. Quod fi recufa-

verit, aut non humiliter eo modo quo illi prsefcribitur,

perfecerit, eadem authoritate a collegio fuo perpetuo

Qxcludatur, & univerfitate exulabit.

* We forbid that any perfon, in any fermon,

common place, public readings, or other public man

ner
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ner within our univerfity, fhould teach, treat f,o

or defend, any point contrary to the religion, or any

part of it, which hath been received and eflabliflied

by public authority in this our realm ; or contrary to

any ftate, authority, dignity, or degree, ecclefiaftical

or civil, of this our kingdom of England or Ire

land. Whoever fhall al otherwife, fhall at the

command of the chancellor, with the aflent of the

major part of the heads of colleges, retract, and pub

licly confefs, his error and temerity. But if he re-

fufe ; or do not humbly comply in the manner pre*-

fcribed ; let him by the fame authority be for ever

excluded his college, and banifhed from the uni*

Terfity.

This ftatute hath been lately called into public no

tice, in the cafe of Mr. Frend. It Cannot be difmified

without one or two cbfervations. A number of per-

fons, acting by no authority but what is avowedly

human, aflifted by nothing but their own confeiTedly

fallible judgments, compile a liturgy (I will not
fay

from the Mafs-book) ; frame a feries of articles ;

and eftablifh what is called a hierarchy in England

and Ireland. Then comes the civil power, and pro

hibits every academic every proteftant academic in

the center of literature and reformation on pain^

except he contradict his decided opinion, of being

perpetually excluded his college, and banifhed the

prottftant univerfity notwithftanding his having per

haps
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haps fworn in his private college, that he will not

only prefer the authority of fcripture to the determi

nations of men., but will moreover confute opinions

contrary to God s word from ufing his private

judgment, and in any manner impugning any one

propofition in the whole collection ; let the improve

ment of the age in fcriptural knowledge be what it

may ; and the objections urged with all the learning,

moderation, humility, and difcretion, which diftinguifh

that moft important and valuable publication, the

Candid Difquifitions* In the 2d year of her reign,

queen Elizabeth was overturning the pope s ec-

clefiaftical Supremacy } in the I2th me was eftablifh-

ing her own !

How is it poflible to reconcile the ftatute dt

Concionibus with the obligation incumbent upon cer

tain academics, to oppofe, in the divinity fchools,

any, the moft orthodox and fundamental points, that

can be offered ; and confequently to defend publicly

tenets contrary to our ecclefiaftical do6lriney or dif-

cipline ? Arc we not in the habit of violating the

ftatute daily ? Do we not thus countenance an idea

that the rnoft important of our theological difputations

are merely nugatory with refpecl: to the advancement

of truth; and that, whichever fide hath the advan

tage /// the fchools, yet out of them, opinions and

fyftems muft remain precifely in Jlatu quo ? How

tantalizing, not to fay infulting, to allow, and infift

on,



on, fuch difcuffions? How unworthy the

arid the gravity of the parties concerned, to fup*

pofe them nothing but a trial of fkill in fophiftry ! !

The following circumfiance relative to the ftatutes

of Trinity college, will perhaps iKuftrate, more than

great deal of argument, the truly protejhmt fpirit

of that foundation : In the firft and fecond years of

the reign of Philip and Mary, a plan of a body of

ilatutes was made by fome private perfons, conform

able to the religion of the times : and a draught of

a patent was intended for the queen to fign, in

order to authorife Dr. Chriftopherfon, then mafter

of the college, bifhop Gardiner, and others, to revife,

approve, or reject at their diicretion. But it does

not appear that fuch patent ever patted the feal :

nor are any ftatutes figncd by queen Mary now,

nor ever were, as is believed, exifting. Queen
Elizabeth s feem to have been taken from this plan,

and are in the main, verbatim the fame. Yet

every precaution was obferved to fecure the pro-

teftant caufej as will appear from comparing the

preceding oaths, with that which was prefcribed in.

queen Mary s fiatutes : from which the following

is an extract :

Ego NN. juro, ac Deo tefte promitto, me {anclam

& veram ecclefiae catholicae & apoftolicae religionem,

ejufque authoritatem, fidem authodoxam, & fanam

doclrinamj amplexurum, fecuturum, ac pro virili

propugnaturum .*



C &quot; )

propugnaturum : omnem haerefin, omnia perverfa

dogmata, & opiniones peftiferas deteftaturum : fcrip-

turae faqrse, fan&orum patrum, & conciliorum gene-

ralium authoritati, decretis ac teftimoniis, Temper

oblecuturum, &c.

I NN. fwear, and in the prefence ofGod promife,

that I will embrace, follow, and to my utmoft defend,

the holy and true religion of the catholic and apoftolic

church, and the authority, orthodox faith, and found

doctrine of the fame : that I will deteft all herefy,

nil perveife tenets, and peftilent opinions : that I will

ever obey the authority, decrees, and teftimonies,

of facred fcripture, holy fathers, and general councils,

&c. Compare this with the flatute de Concionibus-

likewife.

EPHESIANS



P H E S I A N S, v. 8.

FOR YE WERE SOMETIMES DARKNESS, BUT
NOW ARE YE LIGHT IN THE LORD ; WALK
AS CHILDREN OF LIGHT.

WHILE we are engaged in the devotions of

this folemnity, while we are afcribing praife to the

Father of lights, for the bleffings we enjoy in thefe

retirements confecrated to independence, to learning,

and to virtue, let us paufe, and recoiled! the nature

of the benefit conferred on us. It was our deliver

ance from popery ; the eftablifhment of a perpetual

barrier againft that infatiable enemy of modern

Europe, that fcourge of mankind. &quot; We have

&quot;

erected,&quot; faith our royal founder*,
&quot; cathedrals

cc and colleges, in the place of monafteries ; that

cc where ignorance and fuperftition reigned, the fin-

&quot; cere worfhip of God might flourifh, and the

&quot;

gofpel of Chrift be purely preached.&quot; And if

there ever be a time when the votaries of that baneful

perfuafion, or a fpirit of perfecution fimilar to theirs,

fhall appear to gain an afcendency among us, it will

be the duty and the honour of THIS SOCIETY, to

How the trumpet and ivarn the people\ , that the ferpent

may be bruifed at its birth.

The

* Statutes of the dean and chapter of GJoucefter,

given by Henry VIII. Neal s Puritans, 410. vol. i.

p. 706.

\ Ezekiel xxxiii. 3.
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The words I have read to you. require no farther

accommodation to our prefent purpofe, than the fuh-

flitution of papal inftead of pagan idolatry.* Our

nation was formerly daiknefs, while it groaned under

the dominion of priefts, andprieft-direRed fov*reigns.

But now are we light in the Lord. We are happy,

if not in the meridian fplendor of the fun of righte-

oufnefs, yet in the illumination of our atmofphere by
his beams : and indulge a certain hope, that the

clouds which ft ill partially cbfcure him will gradually

disappear, and leave us to rejoice in the full blaze of

his glory. Of the ignorance which once prevailed

in this country, we need no farther proof, than that

we confented to be among the foremoft in an enter-

prife recommended by the declamation of a finale

fanatic,f at whofe bidding millions of fworcls leaped

from their fcabbards, to avenge the infult offered to

a whitened fipukbre.ll The multitudes were excited

to madnefs by the watch-word of religion ; their

leaders by a -luft of power. The object, to combat

opinions by force of arms : to exterminate a warlike

nation from the territory they inhabited. The event,

iuch as muft ever attend a fimilar project : The con

federates cemented by their blood and treaiure the

empire they confpired to overturn ; impcveriflied and

depopulated their own domain : and returned with no

triump is

* See Dr. Middleton s letter from Rome.

f Peter the Hermit. Uumc, A.D. 1096*

J Matt, xxiii. 27.



triumphs, but fuch as they obtained over their rea-

ibn, their religion, and the feelings of our common

nature.

At the revival of literature the mcrning dawned on

us. At that period, the foundation of all improve

ment was laid, in the declaration that the fcriptures

are fufficient for falvation,* and that the bibb, inter

preted by their own underftanding, is the religion of

proteftants.f As far as the principle is adhered to,

we may diftinguifh ourfelves by the denomination of

the fe6l. And happy would it have been for their

pofterity, had that illuflrious company, entitled

&amp;lt;c

reformers,&quot; unmoved by the calumnies of their

adveifaries, and regardlefs of the variety of fentiment

that fprang up amongft their own adherents, proteflcd

with the fame firmriefs againft exercifing authority in-

matters of faith, that they did againfl fubmitting to

it.J Then indeed would the glory of God at this

moment have lightened our city, and the lamb have

bsen

* Vlth Article of Religion.

f Chillingworth, chap. vi. 56.

J See archdeacon Blackburne s ConfeJJional. I

cannot help mentioning another publication of that

eftimable^ro/(?/?^f, worthy particular attention at this

crifis, entitled, Confederations on the prefent ftate of the

controverjy between the proteftants and papifts of Great

Britain and Ireland. Millar and Cadell, 1768.
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been the light of it.* Not only would the living

form of fpiritual tyranny have been baniihed from our

view, but her relics would have been in vain enquired

after.

Her wailing gboft would ne er appear,

To vex with Jhrieks this quiet grove ;

and the hi fton c page would be our only teflimony to

the almoft incredible tale, that our forefathers had

bzen once fo untutored, as to imagine argument

might be oppofed with exile, and error extirpated by

The fource of our perfuafion that the prefent illu

mination will advance to perfect day, is the teftimony

borne to Jefus in the prophecies of Paul and John ;

and the wonderful and increafmg intelligence with

which thofe predictions are now contemplated. It

by no means efcaped the fagacity of our reformers

that the features of the apoftacy from Chrift s reli

gion, fketched before-hand by the apoftolic pencil,

bore a ftriking refemblance to the church of Rome.

They exhibited, and availed themfclves of the pic

ture, to exhort their hearers to come out of Babylon,

and avoid the fornication of the mother of harlots.

A fignal ornament of this univerfity, Jofeph Mede,

B2 led

*
Apoc. xxi. 23.



led the way, and a number of fucceeding Writers,

.imong whom was our immortal Newton, have Tup-

ported the conclufion, till it hath pafled almoft into

tin axiom*, that papal Rome is one principal object

.of the apocalyptic vifions ; and that it is the duty of

proteftants, whatever charity and refpecl: they enter

tain for the perfons, to aljure the tenets and the

practices of the members of that communion.

How far this excluftve application may be accurate

I do not now enquire ; but earneftly recommend the

lubjecl, as elucidated by the lateft publications,! to

the candid examination of this theological audience.

In the mean time it cannot but excite our furprife,

that a conception fo deeply rooted in this nation,

fhould on the fudden have difappeared ; and that one

who calleth himfelf a proteftant, not content with

imploring our protection for the unhappy fugitives of

a neighbouring country, as fellow -creatures in terror

and

* It is the fubjeft of the Warburtonian Lecture

at Lincoln s Inn ; which, as will appear, it is fortunate

for bilhop Horfley that he never hath been appointed

to preach.

f See Mr. Evanfon s unanfwered Letter to bilhop

Hurd, zd edit. Law and Johnfon, 1792. Alfo Com
mentaries and Eflays, publi(hed by the fociety for

promoting the knowledge of&quot; the fcriptures, vol. i.

p. 467. and vol. ii, No. 3, Johnfon.
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and diftrefs; as ilaves of an apoftate fuperftition ;

whofe minds required the charity of our inftrudtion,

as much as their bodies of our food and clothing ;

whom it would be our crown of rejoicing to convert

to that more pure religion we profefs Ihould be bold

to call them, already our brethren, members of Chrift,

heirs of the promifes : fhould allow, with the mod
nfidious plaufibility, and as a matter of trifling im

portance, that they do indeed differfrom us in certain

points cf dottrine, difcipline,
and external rites ; that

they adhere^ it is true, to the communion of the church

of Ro?ne in which they have been educated : yet declare

them more endeared to us by the example they exhibit of

patient Juffering for confcience-fake, than eftranged by

ivhat WE DEEM their errors and corruptions : more

near and dear to us, in truth, by far, thanfeme, who

affixing to be called our protejlant brethren, have no

other title to the name of prcteftant, than ajew or a

pagan, who not being a chriflian, is for that
reafon

only, not a papift*. Are the prophecies then of the

B 3 new

* See a circular Letter from Dr. Horiley, bilhop
of St. David s, to the clergy of his diocefe, recom-

jnending contributions for the French clergy. His

lordfhip was foon after tranflated to the fee of

Rochefter, and deanery of Weihninfter. He proceeds
to excite the charity of his Cambro-britilh flock in the

following evangelical rapture :
e
perfons, who, pro-

feffing to receive our lord as a teacher, as the very
( Mahometans



new Teftament an idle dream, or have they been

falfely interpreted ? Is there no warning fcripture

which authorifes us to pronounce the church of

Rome apoftate, in firmer tone, and upon furer

grounds, than merely becaufe we deem her erroneous

find corrupt ? Are her revolt from Chrift, and our

eottfequent renunciation of her, to be foftened into

an eftrangemtnti it may be, a temporary, or even, on

our part, a capricious one ? Are myftery, idolatry,

and blood-died, characterises of the religion of

Jefus ? if fuch men be our brethren, in the
koufebola,

offaith ; (God forbid that we fliould refufe them the

title of our brethren, in the family of the human

race
!)

if they be members of Chrift, heirs of the

promifes j how can the homiles of the church of

England,

* Mahometans receive him, call in queftion however,
&quot; what is not called in queftion by the Mahometans, the

*

infallibility of his doftrine; and under the mafkofaa
&quot;

affe&ed zeal for civil and religious liberty, are en-

deavouring to propagate in this country, thofe very

notions of the fovereignty of the people, the rights
* of man, and an unlimited light of private judgment,

in oppofition to ecclefiaftical difcipline ; thofe trea-

fonable and atheiftical notions, which in France have

wrought the total fubverflon of the civil and eccle-

*
fiaflical conftitution, the confufion of all rights, the

* abolition of all property, the extinction of all reli-

gion, and the lofs of liberty to the individual, except

that of blafpheming God and reviling kings \\\*
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England, which denounce them, be aflented to, as con

taining
&quot; a godly, and wholefome doclrine, and necef-

fary for thefe times*. If thefe men be our brethren, fo

near and (b dear to us, have we not gone In the way of

Cain; our fathers in enacting fanguinary ftatutes

againfl priefts and recufants ; and we in enduring

them to ftain our code ? Would to God that from

whatever

* Sec the 35th article. The homilies reprefent the

church of Rome to be not only a harlot, as the

fcripture calleth her, but alfo a foul, filthy, old,

withered harlot the fouled and filthieft harlot that

ever was feen, p. 159. Ed. 1766. The church of

Romehath been, for the fpace of nine hundred

years and odd fo far wide from the nature of the

true church, that nothing can be more.* p. 283. Th$

perufal of the fermon againft peril of idolatry, and

that for Whitfunday, would mew us how fatally, as

Well as widely, we have deviated from our firft prin

ciples. Thofe who cannot read, ought to take it for

granted that our forefathers hadJome good reafon for

Ringing,

* From Turk and Pope defend us, Lord ;

Both which would thruil cut of his throne

Our lord Chrifl Jefus thy dear fon (a)*

(*) The pope has fent a bull to the roman catholics of Ireland,

Igned by himfeF, and the whole conclave; wherein he excom

municates every member of that perfuafion, who fails in his loyal y
and attachment to the houfe of Hanover. Star, Dec, zS, 1795.
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whatever motive, the eloquence of this perfon in

another place*, might procure the abolition of every

religious teft and penalty, left their froward retention

be more turbulent than the innovation of their re-

pealf ! If thefe men be our brethren, and the Apo-

calypfe a divine communication; if our creeds bs

their creeds ; our ecclefiaftical courts their ecclefiafti-

cal courts ; our liturgy a copy of theirs j a confe-

quence will follow of which we are not aware ; and

of which time will not fail to be the mighty arbiter.

Whatever the event in this refpe6r, I feel it my par

ticular duty at this juncture, and in this place, to

warn thofe who are entrufted with the education of

the Britifh youth, to reject the affiftance of fuch co

adjutors. They are not of the fame defcription with

thofe who fought an afylum from the cruelties of the

fourteenth Lewis ; with induftry, frugality, and the

arts of peace in their train. They bring indeed their

language j

*
SeeBifiiop Horfley s fpeech in the houfe of lords in

favour of the Scotch epifcopalian bill. Gent. Mag
Nov. 1792.

f A froward retention of cuftom, is as turbulent a

thing as an innovation. Lord Bacon, quoted in an

admirable pamphlet, entitled,
e Confiderations on the

expediency of revifing the liturgy and articles of the

church of England ; by a Confident Proteftant. 1790.

Cadell.
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language ; yet the contagion of an infidel court* ;

the indolence, and the vice, of a monaftery ; the

follies, and intolerance^ of a bigoted church \ the

fervili:y and intrigue of a defpotic government-
There were men to whofe wicked counfels have been

afcribed the lofs of a crownf by one of our princes^

and of life by another. Let us beware of fuch fra

ternity in religion, fuch aifociateft in. tuition, fuch

compatriots in our Hate.

Nature recoils with horror at the fpelacle now

prefented by their unfortunate country. Under the

guidance however of divine revelation the contem

plative mind may difcern the figns of thefe times^

and the hand of providence directing the madnefs

of the peopleJ. The oracles of truth, when fore

telling

*
See, among other publications, Memoiret du Mare-

cbal due de Richelieu, 2d edit. 9 vols. Bvo. Paris, 1793*

containing the hiilory of the courts of Lewis XIV.

and XV. It is, (faith the Monthly Reviewer, App.
to Vol. XI. ne-vj Series,} the hiftory of defpotifm, fuper-

flition, irreligion, and vice.

f Com. Journ. 7 Feb. 1688. Blackilone. B. i. ch.

3. See Chriftian s note in loc.

J
&quot; Are not two fparrows fold for a farthing ? And

one of them fhall not fall on the ground without your

Father. But the very hairs of your head are all

numbered.&quot; Mat, x. 3.
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telling the perfecutions to be endured by chriflians,

allure us,
6 He that killeth with the fword, mud

be killed with the fword. 4

They have (bed (faith

the angel) the blood of faints and prophets, and

thou haft given them, blood to drink ; for they are

Worthy*/ DeftrucVion awaits the perfecutor. And

it muft excite our afr.onifh.ment to fee veftiges of this

righteous difpenfation in what is pafling before us.

Lyons is recorded in early hiftory, as the fpot where

a company of martyrs glorified God.f Lyons is

now devoted, and its name erafed from the memory
of man. Paris once ftreamed with the blood of

the Hugonots : Paris hath llnce been dyed with the

fiaughter of that court and clergy, which inftigated

the unutterable deed. Let us too be honeft in de

claring, whether if the maflacre of Saint Bartholomew,

the revocation of the edict of Nantz, or a Spanifb,

acT: of faith, were dictated by the fpirit of antichrift ;

the deprivation of the TWO THOUSAND ejected

miniftersj, the feverities which forced our country

men to take refuge in the wilds of America, and

the two religiQus conflagrations which have difgraced

our

* See Rev. xi. 5, 18. xiii. 10. xvi. 6. xviii. 6, 24.

f-
A.D. 177. Marcus Antoninus, Emp. Lardner,

A.H.T. ch. xv. 3. Moiheim, Eccl. Hift. Cent. 2.

p. i. ch. 2. 6.

J On the already famous Saint Bartholomew s day,

1662. Hume.
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Qur own days*, cbmonftrated the presiding influence

of a mind like that which was in Jefus.

One particular in which the prophecy appears to

enlighten us, is the fate of the Galilean church.

The revolted city of the apocalypfe is fuppofed to

reprefent the antichriflian community eftabhfhed in

the European territory of the weftern Roman em

pire, ftill fubfifling in its polkrchicol a,-ul diimem-

bered flate. Of this city it is writtcr, that the
falj

of a tenth part would a (hort time precede that of the

reft ; and that its overthrow would be accompanied

by an earthquake, and the deftrudYion of
fever;

chi

liads of tie names cf men-\. As France was one of

the

* It maybe urged, that the riots in London in i 780,

and at Birmingham in 1791, arc to be afcribed to the

populace. But it is not very credible that an unin-

fligated multitude would trouble themfelves about

popery, or unitarianifm. A much mere probable

folution of the phcenomenon is, in my opinion, to be

found by confidering the natural, though latent, opera

tion of thofe principles which have fi -ce been more

unblufhingly avowed in the detectable extract juft quoted

from a paitoral circular letter.

j-
Rev. xi. 13. Rabaut de St. Etienne, in his hiftory

of the French Revolution, B. i. p. 28. enumerates

the opponents it had to encounter, i. Nobles. 2. The

Military, 3. Privileged perfons, exempt from certain

impofts



die ten kingdoms founded on the ruins of the weilern

empire; as violent commotions are now agitating

the political world,
* from the Boryfthenes to the

Atlantic
;

as feven dalles have lately been deprived

of their privileges and titles ; the curiofity of the

chriftian fcholar is beyond -meafure excited, and will

be gratified with the difcovery of various circum-

ftances, which will confirm his faith ; but which a

defire of brevity obliges me to refer to his private

confideration. One question however I cannot help

propofing ; that if we be of that chofen people who

have in truth came out of Babylon, who partake not

of her fins, and merit not her plagues ; why fhould

we appear unprepared, or difmclined, to comply
with the angelic mandate, and begin, at lead, fome

prelude to that long of triumph,
c

Rejoice over

her, thou heaven, and ye holy apoflles, and prophets j

for God hath avenged you on her* ?

The

impofts. 4. Priefts. 5. Monaftic orders. 6. Farmers

general. 7. The law. Thefe formed La haute Nation.

The French nobility was itfelf allb fubdivided into

feven clafTes. i. Th higher order of clergy. 2. Lcs

grands Seigneurs. 3. Prcfentes Connus. 4. Prefentes
Inconnus.

5. Non-Preffntes. 6. AntbUs. 7. Gens moiiis

que ricn t i. e. all the new nobility. Star Jan. 2, 1 794*

* Rev. xviii. 20.



C 25 )

The legiflators
of France are delfts* ! While they

expatiated freely in every region of ufeful fcience,

they were enjoined to u take for granted thofe

controverfial matters of religion, their forefathers

had fome good reafon for adhering to&quot;f. They
were not permitted to diilinguim the doctrines of

our lord from thofe of their church. Their mind,

arrived

* *
Sittings of the Jacobins, Dec. u. f&amp;lt; I neither

think it wife nor prudent, (exclaimed the member) to

extinguifti the idea of God in the minds of the people.

For my own part, I make here my profeflion of faith,

and I declare that I believe in the e.xiflence of a God.&quot;

This declaration was received with the loudeil ap-

plaufes ; and every member rifing up exclaimed,

&quot; Yes, we all believe in God.&quot; Courier, Dec. 23,

1793. This, together with the recollection, that the

fupreme Being is acknowledged in their new conftitu-

tion, as the vvitnefs in whofe prefence they proclaim the

RIGHTS OF MAN, and whofe worfhip they declare

inviolable, may diffipate the fooliih delufion, that they

are a nation of atheifts. The philofophers among them

who reject chriftianity, undoubtedly reject the doctrine

of the deity of Chrift. Hence it is, that they an

nounce khemfelves unbelievers in the great objedt of

popular adoration throughout Europe ; and that they

are reprefented by a large party, as even denying the

exiilence of any God whatever.

f See the vice-chancellor s fpeech at the trial of Mr.

Frend.

C
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arrived at maturity in fome points, difdained the

puerilities on which they dared not fpeculate ; ana

rejected the gofpel, on account of the meretricious

drefs in which it was introduced to them. The

legiflators of France are deiffcs ! Much as we may
lament their infidelity in their private capacity, we

rejoice that, as lawgivers, they are unbelievers. In

different alike to all profeiiions, and all fe&s, they

will not form an unnatural alliance* with one, nor

profcribe

* I make no apology for the following extract

from a pamphlet which ought to be in the polTefiion

of every proteflant throughout the kingdom.
&quot; The

church of Chrift, as by him fully and unalterably

eftablifhed, to which nothing can be added without

pr.efumption, is fuperior to all ftates : but the church

of England, as by law eftablifhed, is ddpendent on

the ftate, and has therefore no power to enter into

alliances at all, any more than the army or navy.

Now the king of England is head of the church of

England, as well as of the ftate ; and there is no other

fupreme power in his kingdoms, either ecclefiaftical

or civil, with whom he can poflibly enter into alliance.

The ftate may make laws about the affairs of the

church of England, and regulate the ecclefiaftical

courts : and in order to do this properly, may, if it

pleafes, confult the clergy about it : and in like

manner it may make decrees about the affairs of the

law ; and in doing this, may confult the counfellors

and judges : or it may make laws about trade, and

confult
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profcribe ail others with civil incapacities, imprifon-

ment, and death. Every perfuafion will enjoy their

C 2 equal

confult the merchants. But to call this an alliance

between church and Hate, or law and ftate, or trade

and ftate, is a mere fallacy and deception. The ftate

is fuperio-r to them all, and makes laws for them all,

as a fuperior ;
and for that very reafon, becaufe it is

fupericr, it enters into no alliance with any of them,

but either gives them new laws, or ratifies the private

ftatutes which they make among themfelves, as it thinks

moft proper ; and thus the ftate acls with all focieties

alike. But then thefe laws, as Mr. Hales obferves,

can only relate to the outward affairs of church-

government, and by nx&amp;gt; means to church-queftions,

or matters of faith. All matters of faith, as I obferved,

have been fettled long ago by divine authority ; and

the ecclefiaftical authority, fo called becaufe it relates

to ecclefiaftics, is as much a part of the authority of

the ftate in fuch matters, as the authority of a court-

martial, Which relates only to the military. And if a

chriftian ftate fhould make laws which are contrary

to the laws of Chrift, knowing them to be fo, that

ftate would be in open and avowed rebellion againft

Chrift. On the other hand, if all chriftian ftates are

fubjefts of Chrift, as head of the church, and obliged
to pay an abfolute obedience to him as their lord and

king ; it follows that Chrift will enter into no alliance

with them : forafmuch as the church, in this fenfe of

the word, gives laws to the ftate, as its inferior. And

accordingly



equal and wife prote&ion ;* and genuine chriftianify

undifguifed with abfurd confeflions, and not made

contemptible

accordingly we find it is by him alone that the laws of

his church or kingdom, are framed ; and not by any

of his fervants, either fmgly or united : fo that nothing

which is devifed by human authority as any part of

the chriilian religion, can ever mix with it in alliance ;

but will continue as diilind from it, as the different au

thorities by which the divine and human laws are efla-

Jbli/hed. Farther Thoughts on the nature of the grand

apoftacy, by Henry Taylor, A.M. Redlor of Crawley,

&c. a difciple of the great Hoadly, whofe name will

ever be dear to Englifhmen, and whom they will not be

afraid to commemorate with honour, in the worft of times.

See, particularly at this crifis, bifhop Hoadly s famous

letter to pope Clement xi. prefixed to Sir R. Steele s

Account of the flate of the Roman catholic religion*

It is inferted alfo in the bifhop s works, folio. This

performance will elucidate bimop Horfley s idea of the

near relationfhip fubfifting between the churches of

Rome and England ; and mew what a natural pro

priety there is in the popis inculcating allegiance to

the houfe of Hanover. It muft give great pain to the

worthy

* On the 6th of December, 1793, the following

decree was palled :

I. The national convention forbids all violence and

menaces againfl the freedom of religious worihip.
&amp;lt; II. The



( 2$ r

contemptible by ridiculous ceremonies, will exert

her proper energies ; will prefent to the underftanding

C 3 of

worthy part of, at leaft, the Welfti clergy, to forefee

the danger of converfion, to which the illiterate among
their flocks are expofed, from the artifices of popifh

priefls, introduced by one of our own prelates, under

the fafcinating and endearing title of brethren. Mr.

Taylor s Thoughts were publifhed 1781 ; his Farther

Thoughts, in 1783 ; Johnfon.

II. The vigilance of the conftituted authorities,

and the activity of the public force, fhall be ex

erted to this end ; and mall employ all means that

may be requisite to give fecurity to the religious

worlhip of all perfuafions, Sec. Cambridge Intel

ligencer, Dec. 21.

In confequence of this, as we are informed in the

Star of Dec. 21, on the 9th all the churches of Paris

were again opened to fay mafs ; and the number of

perfons, who frequented them on that day, was im-

menfe. Peace then to thofe hcneft men, who report

that all public worfhip is aboliihed in France ; and to

thofe wife ones, who believe them ! The difference

is this : the mafs, where it is at prefent adopted^
is the voluntary fervice of uncon drained individuals :

and not, as before, the compulfory and exclufive one,

enforced by penalties on the whole community.
The multitude will be permitted, till they grow more

enlightened, to carry about the hod; but reftrained,

when they begin to infult the pufins, or burn the

houfcs, of thofe who do not choofe to kneel down to

it.
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of the individual her miraculous credentials of pro

phecies compleated in our times \ and gain her efta-

blifhment, net in word, but in deed j not in the

civil code, but in the heart j not as a neceffary engine

of the ftate, but as the truth, and the way to

eternal life*. Superftition will no longer rear her

mitred front in their courts and parliaments ; but

the dominion of Chrift, triumphant in that country,

will be an earneft of his obtaining the { heathen for

his inheritance, and the uttermoft parts of the earth

for his pofTeflion.

Let us, my brethren, whom the day-fpring from

on high hath vifited, walk in the light. Let us

abjure, and reprove, every work which may aflimi-

late us to the children of her whofe name is, Myftery,

Babylon the great, the mother of harlots, and abo

minations of the earth. &quot;If any man will hurt the

witnefFes of Jefus, fire proceedeth out of their mouth,

and devoureth their enemies. f The apoirle directs,

our fteps, by telling us in the verfe fubfequent to my
text,

* The author has fmce obferved this idea fup-

ported, almoft in the fame words, in Litters frtm

-France, iii. 139. iv. 149.

f Rev. xi. 5.
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text, that the fruit of the fpirit is in all goodnefs *

and righteoufnefs and truth

(i) In benevolence, a principle the reverfe of

that which led the difciples to call down fire on the

Samaritans : a principle, which regards all men,

whatever their difference of nation, or colour, of

habit, or fentiment, as of one blood with ourfelves ;

which delights rather in argument, admonition, and

rebuke, than in firebrands, arrows, and death.

Should there arife among us an individual eminent

for his general talents and attainments, and his more

critical application to holy writ, let us, at laft,

forbear, at the call of Envy bafe^ or creeping gain^

to interrupt his learned leifure and communications,

afTaflinate his fame, and hate him for his virtues.

And wherefore iupprefs the involuntary figh, which

obtrudes itfelf at this cafual remembrance of a de

parted fage? Let us recollect, and blufh at the in

gratitude, which uniformly requited the labours of

the enlightened JEBB of Jebb, the pupil of Locke,

the illuftrator of Newton, the difciple of Chrift, not

f men ; the friend of letters, liberty, and laws*.

(2) To

* The author never had the happinefs of the

fmalleft intercourfe with the late Dr. John Jebb.

This tribute arifes folely from the contemplation of

his
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(2) To our benevolence let us add juftice : the

determined enemy of vexatious litigations,
the intrigues

of venal priefts, and the tremendous artillery of a

popifh inquifition.

(3) Laftly, and above all things, let our Conflant

attention be dire&ed to truth. Let us defpife that

hypocrify which would conceal its ambition or ma

lignity under the mafk of religion, and a reverence

for antiquated ufages or opinions : that bypocrify of

liars*) who would retain men in the belief of every

pretended miracle, every fabulous legend, every un

founded dogma of the church they belong to. Who
then will dare advife you, O ye ingenuous youths, you

who are on the eve of becoming the public teachers

of our holy religion, to prefer academical^ ufeful

ftudies, to theological : to beware of entering into

religious controverfies at tins -period of your lives: to

take for granted at prefent^ that cur forefathers had

fome good reafon for ileadily adhering to, and fup-

porting,

his writings, and public exertions ; and from a fenfe

of the ineftimable value of the friendfhip of fome, who

were&amp;gt; and were worthy to be, his friends. One of

thefe, Dr. Difney, formerly of St. Peter s college,

among many other excellent communications, has (aid

before the public his WORKS, with memoirs of his

life, 3 vols. 8vo.

*
i Tim. iv. 2.
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porting, thefe venerable inftitutions ?f Muft ye take

for granted will it be ufelefs are ye too young to

ftudy, what ye are not too young to preach, and to

fubfcribe ? Such counfels ye will receive with emo

tions

f See the advice of Dr. Milner, dean of Carlifle,

mafter of Queen s college, and vice-chancellor of

the univerfity of Cambridge, in his fpeech on Mr.

Frend s trial ; advice which would conduft its fol

lowers to any faith, but good faith. The venerable

inllitution of Trinity college fpeaks a different bn-

guage. It muft be remembered, that the generality

of our young men go into orders, and fubfcribe con-

troveriial articles, almoft immediately upon their taking

their bachelor of arts degree ; that in their preaching

they mull conform to thefe articles ; and that they

cannot be admitted to their B. A. degree, without

declaring themfelves lona fide members of that ve

nerable inltitution, the church of England : a decla

ration required from every bachelor of arts, whatever

his future defcination ; and which feems itfelf to imply

that whoever makes it, hath, at that period of his

life, confidered the articles, liturgy, faith, and cere

monies, of the communion he profeffes to belong to ;

that he is convinced, upon examination, of her perfeft

agreement with the fcriptures in all thefe particulars ;

and knows in what me differs from, and that upon

the whole me furpaffes, the churches of Rome, Ge

neva, &c. See Mr. Frend s Thoughts on fubfcription

to religious tells. 2d edit. Johnfon, 1789.
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tions that reflect credit on your underftanding and

your honour ; and fympathife with the abfent friends

of the univerfity, who dread the return of
darknefs^

and dark deeds, from the omen of founds like thefe-

Truth in all its forms is your glorious purfuit, and

may fcriptural truth, in particular, enable you to

turn many to righteoufnefs, and to fhine as the {tars,

for ever and ever !

FINIS.
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LETTER I.

Mr. Wilberforce
1

s S\ftem fluted.

MADAM,

nPHE talk you were pleafed to alfign me, oY

making fome remarks upon Mr. Wilberforce^

late publication, entitled, A Practical View of the

prevailing religious Syftem of profeffed Chriftians,

&c. though undertaken with fome relu&ance, has,

in the execution, been productive of a confiderable

degree of pleafure and advantage. It has inducecl

-me to review, and to compare with greater attention

than I mould otherwife have done, the religious

fyftem which Mr. Wilberforce maintains, and which

was by education my own, with that which I have

embraced upon rational conviction in confequence

-of ferious enquiry ; the refult of which companion

has been a growing fatisfa&ion in the latter, both

B with



-2 A Review of Mr. IViiberforccs Treatife.

with regard to its fpeculative truth, and its practical

fuperiority.

Mr. Wilberforce is pleafed to dignify the prin

ciples which he defends, or rather afTumes, through

out his work, with the high epithet of &quot; the peculiar
&quot; doctrines of the

gofpel,&quot; p. 69, and hardly allows

the name of chriftian to thofe who call in queftion

his unproved dogmas concerning what he ftyles,

p. 320,
&quot; the corruption of human nature, the

&quot; atonement of the Saviour, and the fanclifying
&quot; influence of the holy fpirit.&quot;

But as in the pre-

fent inquifitive and enlightened age confident af-

fertions no longer pafs for felf-evident truths, I (hall

take the liberty of examining freely into the merits

of thefe opinions which fo unworthily ufurp the

name of gofpel doctrines, almoft to the exclufion,

certainly to the neglect of the genuine doctrine of

Chrift ; and I hope to prove to your fatisfaction,

that, fo far from making good their claims, they

are inconfiflent with reafon, unfounded in fcripture,

and injurious to morality.

Ic is not eafy to make out from Mr. Wilberforce s

book the precife nature of the peculiar doctrines,

the belief of which is reprefented as eflential to

the character of a chriftian. As Mr. Wilberforce

makes light of the fcience of metaphyfics *, which

teaches us to think juftly, and to exprefs ourfelves

accurately upon intellectual fubjedls, it is not fur-

f Praflical View, p. 102.

prifing
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prifing that he has negle&ed to give a definition or

a clear explanation of the do&rines which he fo

ftrongly inculcates, and that he has left his readers

to collect them as they are able, from hints inci--

dentally thrown out in different parts of his work.

Indeed I ftrongly fufpel that his own ideas of thefe

vaunted doctrines are very obfcure and confufed ;

and that he would find it difficult to exprefs in in

telligible language the fyftem which he affirms it to

be neceffary that all ihould believe.

Upon the fubjecl of what he calls the corruption

of human nature, Mr. Wilberforce is indeed fuffi-

ciently explicit.
&quot;

Man&quot; (fays he, p. 26,)
&quot;

is an
&quot;

apoftate creature tainted with fin, not {lightly
&quot; and fuperficially, but radically, and to the very
&quot; core/ This it feems is Mr. Wilberforce s idea

of the ftate in which the Creator of the world

places and leaves the great mafs of his human

offspring, and the evidence of this fact he repre-

fents as fo &quot;

irrefiftibly ftrong, that none but the

&quot;

obftmately dull^ (p. 51) can fail to difcern its force.&quot;

And as if it were not fufficient for men to be &quot; na-
&quot;

turally in a ftate in. which they are unable to will

&quot; or to do
rightly,&quot;

he further teaches us, that in

this helplefs ftate we are left by our Creator &amp;lt;f to

&quot; contend with an evil fpirit, (p. 42) whofe domi-
u nion is fo general as to entitle him to the deno-
&quot; mination of the prince of this world,&quot;

B2 Mr.
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Mr. Wilberforce makes no hefitation in confign-

ing to eternal mifery all thofe-who fail in this un

equal conteft, that is, the great majority of the

human race, and .even of profefTed chriftians ; all

indeed who are not extricated from this wretched

snd helplefs {rate by the fupernatural aid of the

holy fpirit.
&quot; This indeed,&quot; he fays, (p. 50,)

&quot;

is

&amp;lt;c offered to -us, and we are furniihed with every
l

help
-&quot; but thefe offers are of no ufe unlefs to

infult and aggravate our mifery, fince we are &quot; na-

&quot;

turally unable even to will what is right j&quot;
and

therefore unable to accept or defire any affiftance or

.-deliverance. &quot; Gf ourfolves,&quot; we are told, p. 113,
&quot; we can do nothing, we are by nature children of

u
wrath, and under the power of the evil fpirit. It

xc is the influence of the holy fpirit which originally

* awakens us from ilumber, and quickens us whea
** dead.&quot; Language has no meaning if Mr. Wil-

-berforce s words do not exprefs the dreadful doc-

irine that the Creator of the univerfe has placed

the majority of his human offspring in cir-cum-

ilances the inevitable confequence of which is their

-eternal mifery, for -want of thofe influences of the

,-holy fpirit which .they cannot folicit or defire, and

-which he will .not otherv.ife impart. Such are the

ilrange opinions which Mr. Wiiberforce prefumes

.to call the peculiar doctrines of the gofpel, the

belief of which ii eflential to the characl-er of a

chriilian,
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chnilian, and whicli he reprefents, p. 330,
u as

* k

vanning the hearts of the people of God on

&quot; earth with- continual admiration, and thankful-

&quot;

neis, and love, and joy, and as calling forth

&quot; a fre Hi in heaven the ardent efTufiens of their in-

&quot; exhausted gratitude.&quot;

Upon the fubject of the atonement, which, to

gether with the corruption of human nature, and

the influences of the holy fpirit, conflitutes Air.

Wilberforce s fyftem of peculiar doctrines, as this

gentleman has declined to explain his ideas, it is

impoflibie to know what hypothecs he means to

patronife. There are three explanations of the

doflrine, one or other of which is ufually adopted

by perfons who chufe to annex ideas to the language

they ufe. The firft is the Cafvinidie fcheme, which

teaches- that Chrift, being equal with the Father,

fuffered either in the garden, on the crofs, or in

hell^ in quantity or in value, all that the elecl;

would have fuffered if they had not been- fo redeem

ed. Divine juftice required its victim either in the-

finner or his fubftitute : Jefus became the furety;.

he paid the debt and fatisfied the demand. The
fecond may be called the Arminian fcheme : it

fuppofes that the fufrerings of Jefns were incon

ceivably fevere , and that the object of them \vasr-

to exhibit tl.e evil and demerit of (in, and the dif-

pleafure of God again (I it, who would not forgive,

even a fmcere penitent without thus maniieftinp: his

B 3 hatred
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hatred of wickednefs. This I conceive to be what

is now called the moderate doctrine. The third

hypothecs is that of the learned Dr. John Taylor *,

who fuppofes that the fcriptures reprefent the death

of Jefus as an acl of obedience fo acceptable to

God, that, as the reward of it, he raifcs all man

kind from the grave, and places them in circum-

ftances of moral advantage equal to that of Adam
antecedent to the fail. Whether Mr. Wilberforce

embraces any one of thefe hypothefes, or has any

other of his own, or whether he ufes his words

vaguely and without any fettled meaning, does not

appear. He contents himfeif with general expref-

ficns, fuch, for inftance, as &quot; that chriftianity is a
&quot; fcheme for juiiifying the ungodly by Chrifi s

&quot;

dying for them when yet finners,&quot; (p. 121) a pro-

pofition to which no doubt all chriftians will give a

verbal afient, though their ideas may be widely dif-

fonant from each other. He afterwards dilates upon
&quot;the benefits of ChrifVs fatisfacYion,&quot; p. 123;
&quot;

upon the deep feeling of gratitude for the merits

&quot; and interceflion of Chrift, to which we are wholly
&amp;lt;{ indebted for our reconciliation to God, and for

&quot; the will and power from firft to lad of working
&quot; out our falvation/ ib. He recommends &quot; ex-

l&amp;lt;

horting men to throw themfelves with deep pro-
&quot; ftration of foul at the foot of the crofs,&quot; p. 124 ;,

and infills on &quot;

dependence upon our bleffed 8a-

*
Key to the Romans.

* ( viour
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** viour as the alone meritorious caufe of our ac-

&quot;

ceptance with God,&quot; p. 127.

As far therefore as I am able to collect Mr. Wil-

berforce s opinion, it feems to be, that the Creator

doth not extricate any of his creatures from the

wretched condition in which he places them by na

ture, out of pure difmterefted benevolence, but out

of regard to the tranfcendent merit of another divine

Being, who by his fufferings made fatisfaclion to the

Creator ; to whom therefore, as Mr. Wilberforce

juftly obfcrves, we are
iv-hotty

indebted for our re

conciliation with God.

You will not think, Madam, that I have under

taken a very difficult talk in profeffirg to point out

the ineenfifteney ef fueh extravagant e^inieiig with

found reafon, with genuini chfiftianity^ and with

good morals,

I arrij Madamj ^T

c*

LETTER II.

Remarks on Mr. Wilberforce
9
s Syjlem, Flew of

rational Religion.

MADAM,

I HOUGH it was my defign in the preceding
letter to exhibit an exact, and not a caricature

B-4 j portrait.
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portrait of Mr. Wilberforce s fyflem, and though
I have faithfully and clofely copied from his origi

nal, I ftrongly fufpect that this gentleman, if he

fnould caft his eye upon it, would deny the refem-

blance, and would think it impofiible that he fliould

p.atronife a theory, the prominent features of which

are fo odious and difguilihg. The truth is, that

Mr. Wilberforce and others who agree with him

feldom regard tlieir fy(lem in a comprehenfive view,

or purfue their principles to their juft and neceiTary

eonfcquences. Satisfied with being theinfclves in

the number of the elel and regenerate, they fee

no caufe to complain on their own account \ and

giving themfelves up to joy and gratitude for their

perfbnal interett in the promifes of the gofpel, they

feel comparatively little concern for the non-ekcT

mafs of mankind, doomed by the necefTity of their,

circumftances to eternal mifery ;
and feldom allow

themfelves to enquire how far fuch a ftate of things

is reconcilable to wifdom, benevolence, or juflice.

The natural and necefiary confequences of prin

ciples are the fame whether the advocates of fuch

principles are apprized of them or not, and whether

they do or do not cliufe to contemplate and avow

them.

It is from the abfurd and injurious confequences

which neceffarily refult from Mr. Wilberforce s

principles that I infer their falfhood, and impiety;

and I am confident that if Mr. Wiiberforce faw-

them
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them in the fame light in which they appear to me,

his love of truth and virtue v\ould lead him to reject;

them with equal abhorrence.

I (hall now proceed to exhibit a concife view o

rational chriftianity in its connexion with natural

religion.

Of rational religion, the firft and fundamental

principle is, that the Maker of the univerfe is infi

nitely powerful, wife, and good, and that it is im-

poilible for him to act-in contradiction to his eflen-

tial attributes.

GOD is LOVE. Infinite benevolence alone prompt

ed him to action. And infinite benevolence, com

bined with unerring wifdom, and fupported by ir-

refiKible power, will infallibly accomplifh its purpofe

in the be ft poffible manner. It appears in fact, that

a limited quantity of evil, both natural and moral,

was neccifary to the production of the greatefl pof

fible good. Whence this neceflity arifes, we know

not ; but that it could not be avoided in a fyftem

upon the whole the beft, we are well affured
j for.

God would not chufe evil for its own fake. Evil

therefore is introduced and permitted, not becaufe

it is approved, but becaufe it is unavoidable. It is in

its own nature temporary and felf deitructive ; .and

in the view of the Oeity it is abforbcd and lod in

the contemplation of its ultimate beneficial effects,

&&amp;gt; that to Him the whole fyitem appears wife,

beautiful, and good.

B 5 God
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Gcd is the Former, the Father, and Benefactor

of the human race, whom for wife reafons, un

known to us, but perfectly confident, no doubt,

with his magnificent plan of univerfal order and

happinefs, he has been pleafed to place in circum-

Itances of frailty and danger, the natural confe-

quence of which, in their progrefs through life, is

the contraction of a certain degree of moral pollu

tion, which, in the nature of things, and by the

divine appointment, expofes them to a proportionate

degree of mifery here or hereafter.

But this fact by no nleans proves a preponderance

of vice and mifery in the world , otherwife we mult

conclude that the Maker of the world, whofe cha

racter we learn only from his works, is a weak or a

malignant Being. The truth is, that although the

quantity of vice and mifery actually exifting is very

confiderable, there is neverthelefs upon the whole a

very great preponderance of good in general, and,

with few, if any exceptions, in every individual in

particular.

The almoft univerfal defire of life and dread of

ciiilblution, amounts to a ilrong prefumption, that

life is in general a blefling. And the difgrace uni-

verfally attached to flagrant vice, proves that fuch

vice is not common. Character is the fum total of

moral and intellectual habits, and the proportion of

virtuous habits, in the worit characters exceeds that

of vicious ones. But no character takes the deno-

9 mination
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mination of virtuous unlefs all the habits are on the

fide of virtue : whereas one evil habit is fufficient to

ftamp a character vicious.

God cannot be unjuft to any of his creatures-

Having brought men into exiflence and placed them

in circumftances of imminent peril, though in the

nature of things mifery is neceffariiy connected

with vice, we may certainly conclude that none of

the creatures of God in fuch. or in any circutn-

flances will ever be made eternally miferable. In

deed it is plainly repugnant to the juflice of God,

that the gift of exiflence to any of his intelligent

creatures, mould be upon the whole a curfe.

The light of philofophy affords a few plaufible

arguments for the doctrine of a future life : there

are fome appearances phyfical and moral,, which

cannot be fatisfacliorily explained upon any other

fuppofition. But fince the fentient powers are fuf-

pended by death, and admit of no revival but by the

revival of the man, a fat the expectation of which is

entirely unfupported both by experience and ana

logy, the fpeculations of philofophy would com--

monly, and alrnoil neceffariiy, terminate in the dif-

belief of a future exiftence.

Here divine revelation offers its feafonable and

welcome aid, God has commiffioned his faithful

and holy fervant, Jefus of Nazareth, to teach the

univerfal refurrcdion of the dead, and by his own
rcfurredion to confirm and

exemplify his dodrine. -

B 6 Jefus
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Jefus hath authoritatively taught, that the wicked

\vill be raifed to fuffcring ; nor could it poflibly be

otherwife, if they are to be raifed with the fame

fyflem of habits and feelings with which they de-

fcended to the grave, and without which their*

identity would be loft. But fince eternal mifery for

temporary crimes is inccnfiftent with every prin

ciple of juftice, and fince a refurreclion from pre

vious infenfibility to indefinite mifery, to be fuc--

ceeded. by. abfolute annihilation, is a harfti fuppofi-

tion, contrary to all analogy, and not to be admitted

but upon the cleared evidence, we are naturally led-

to conclude that the fuflerings of the wicked will,

be remedial, and that they will terminate in a com

plete purification fram moral diforder, and in their-

ultimate: reftoration to virtue and- happinefs. In-

this conclufion we feem tc:be juftified by thofe paf-

fages in the apoflolical writings which declare, that

the blefTlngs of the gofpel {hall be far more exten-

five than the calamities of the fall *, and thatChrift-

{hall reiga till all things mail be iubdued unto him fw

The apoftles were commanded to preach the

gofpel to the idolatrous heathen as well as to the-

chofen family of Abraham, and they were authoriz

ed to confirm their doctrine by miracles. Thefe

extraordinary powers are in the fcriptures called the*

fpirit of God, and the holy fpirit ; and the great

which took place in the views, feelings, and,

* Rcia, v. f i Cor, xv.

character v
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character of pharifaic jews and idolatrous heathen, .

when they fincerely profeffed the chrittian faith, is

called, a new creation, regeneration) rifmg from the

dead, and the like. And as converfion to chrifti-

anity was ufually produced by the evidence of mi

racles, thrs new creation, regeneration, fanclifica-

tion, or paffing from death to life, is in this fenfe

afcribed to the fpirit of God.

The jews, having been chofen by God to pecu

liar privileges, entertained a very high notion of

their own dignity, and expreiTed themfeives in the

mofl contemptuous language of the idolatrous gen-

tiles, who were not in covenant with Jehovah. Of
themfelves they fpoke as a chcfen and a holy nation^

fons of God, and heirs of the. pramtfts. But., the hea-&amp;gt;-

thens were reprefemed zsjinntrsj as aliens, as enemies

to God, and the like. In aliufion to which forms

of expreition the converted gentiles being entitled&quot;

equally with converted jews, to the bleflings of the

new difpenfation, they are therefore faid to be for-,

given, reconciled^ and faved^iQ be fellow-citizens with,

the faintS) and of the houfhold of God.

1 he death of Jefus is fometimes called a propi*-

tiationy becaufe it put an end to the mofaic ceco

nomy, and introduced a new and more liberal dif-

penfation, under whkh the gentiles, who were before

regarded as enemies, are admitted into a date of,

amity and reconciliation j that is, into a itate o

privilege fimilar to that of the jews, It is alfo oc-

cafionally
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c^fionally called a
facrifice, being the ratification of

that new covenant into which God is pleafed to

enter with his human offspring, by which a refur-

teftion to immortal life and happinefs is promifed,

without diftin&ion, to all who are truly virtuous.

Believers in Chrift are alfo faid to have redemption

through bis blood^ becaufe they are releafed by the

chriftian covenant from the yoke of the ceremonial

law, and from the bondage of idolatry. Dr. Taylor

has in general well explained thefe jewifli phrafes

in his admirable Key to the apoftolic writings pre

fixed to his commentary on the epiflle to the Ro

mans.

The fcriptures contain a faithful and credible

account of the chriftian doRritie which is the true

ivord of God : but they are not thernfelves the word

of God, nor do they ever aiTume that title : and it is

highly improper to fpeak of them as fuch, as it leads

inattentive readers to fuppofe they were written

under a plenary infpiration to which they make no

pretenfion, and as fuch expreilions expofe chriftian-

ity unneceiTarily to the cavils of unbelievers. Mr. W.
and many others, are accuftomed to quote texts as

diftinct infpired aphorifms, without regard to the

connexion in which they itand, and often, for want

of critical attention to the fcriptures, in a fenfe

contrary to their true meaning. In the courfe of

thefe ftri&ures I mall have occafion to notice many
inftances of this kind.

Chriflianity
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Chriflianity fums up the whole of human duty

ifl the love of God and our neighbour : and requir

ing that all our time fhould be employed to the beffc

account, and that every action fhould be confecrated

to God, lays no ftrefs upon ritual obfervations, and

exprefsly aboliflies that diftinction of days which

formed fo confpicuous a feature in the mofaic infti-

tute. To a- true Chriflian, every day is a fabbathv

every place is a temple, and every action of life an

act of devotion. A chriftian is not required to be

more holy, nor permitted to take greater liberties

upon one day than upon another. Whatever is

lawful or expedient upon any one day of the week

is, under the chriftian difpenfation, equally lawful

and expedient on any other day. Public worftiip,

however, mufl be conducted at dated intervals; and

it has been ufual from the earlicft times for chrif-

tians to aflemble together, on the firft day of the

week, to commemorate the death, and to celebrate

the refurrection of their Matter,

This appears to me to be the true doctrine of

reafon and revelation, in which the God of nature

is not reprefented as frowning over his works, and

like a mercilefs tyrant dooming his helplefs crea

tures to eternal mifery, with the arbitrary exception

of a chofen few , but as the wife, benevolent, and

impartial parent of his rational offspring, who is

training them all under various procefles of intel-

Ie6tual and moral difcipline to perfect virtue and

everJafting
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everJafting felicity. Such is the God of my faith

and adoration, the God of nature and of revelation^

the God and Father of our Lord Jefus Chrift, that

God whofe exiiience, attributes, and government
are the joy and confidence of every enlightened and

virtuous believer.

Vv hich of the two fyftems, delineated above, is

mod agreeable to reafon and revelation, and bell

adapted to encourage virtue, and to produce rational

tranquillity of mind, mud be left to the judgment
of thofe who will take the trouble to examine and

compare them.

I. am, Madam, &c. .

LETTER III.

upon tie
fupfgfed inadequate Conceptions

generally entertained of the Importance of CbfiftiAnitf.

Comparifon between the rejpett JJje
ivn to thefcrlpturef

ly popular interpreters, and ly ratmial chrtjiians.

MADAM,.

I NOW proceed, in purfuance of my de(ign, to

Teview Mr. Wilberforce s Treatife ; and as it will

teft anfwer my purpole to adhere to the author s

own method, J hope you will have the goodnefs to

excufe a few occafional repetitions which upon this

plan are almoft unavoidable,

7 He
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He begins (p. 7.) with &quot;pointing out the very;
w
inadequate conceptions which the bulk of pro-

&quot; feiled chriftians entertain of chriftianity, and

&quot;

complains that their homage is intended to be

44
paid not to chriftianity in particular, but at beft

** to religion^n; general, perhaps to mere morality.
&quot; With chriftianity as diftinct from, thefe they are.

&quot;

little acquainted.&quot;

I like not this diftinHon between chriftianity

and religious morality, from which it is inseparable^

and from its tendency to encourage which it derive*

all its value. This cold and fupercilious manner of.

fpeaking of religion and morality, is liable to be,

mifapprehended, and tends to generate indifference

towards religious and moral pra&ice. Mr. \V. I

am perfuaded, has no fuch intention, but his ex-

prefiions mould have been more guarded.

By chriftianity as diftincl from religion and mere-

morality, Mr. W. probably means the dcElrines o

the. chriftian religion (p. 8.)
&quot; There are,&quot; fays he^

&amp;lt;( fome few facts, and perhaps- feme leading doc-

** trines and principles of which they cannot be

&quot;

wholly ignorant, but of the confequenees and.

*&amp;lt;

relations, and practical ufes of thefe they have.

* c few ideas, or none at all.&quot;

I {hall not now ftay to enquire what the confe~.

quetices, relations and praftical ufes of chriftian doc

trines and principles are as dlftlnEl from religion and,

morality, but only obferve, that if Mr. W. means
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to affirm that men profeffing chriftianity are in ge

neral ignorant of its fundamental principles, he is

greatly miftaken. Thefe are obvious to the meaneft

capacity, and no perfon who is capable of reading

the fcriptures can doubt that the chief dotrine of

Chrift and his apoftles is, that the virtuous (hall

rife to happinefs, and the vicious to fuffering, how

little foever their conduct may be governed by a

regard to thefe important principles. But if he

means by chriftianity what he is pleafed to call its

peculiar doctrines, fuch as original depravity, atone

ment, and the like, which conftitute no pait of the

chriftianity of the new teftament, it is not much to

be regretted, that chriftians are either totally igno

rant of thefe do&rines, or that profelling to be

lieve them they pay little pra&ical attention to

them.

Every friend to religion will lament with Mr, W,

(p, 8.)
&quot; That the children of chriftian parents,

&quot; while they are carefully educated in all thofe ac-

&quot;

complimments which belong to their ftation in

&quot;

life, are left to collect their religion as they may :

w and that in an age wherein infidelity abounds,.
w

they take little care to inftrut their children in

c&amp;lt; the principles of the faith which they profefs,.

&amp;lt;f and to furnim them with arguments for the de-

&quot; fence of it.&quot; And it is highly probable that

much of the infidelity of the age may be traced to

this fource.

Mr,
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Mr. \V. in the following pages defcribes the little

practical regard which profefied chriftians in general

pay to their principles, and the great inferiority of

the common flandard of morality, to the requifitions

of the gofpel. Ke alfo juftly animadverts upon the

criminality of voluntary ignorance, and the extreme

folly of &quot;

expecting to be chriftians without labour,
&quot;

fludy, or
enquiry.&quot; (p. 15.)

&quot; The diligent perufal of the
fcriptures,&quot; it is

added,
&quot; would clifcover to us our pad ignorance.

&quot; We fhould ceafe to be deceived by fuperficial ap~
&amp;lt;

pearancesj and to confound the gofpel of Chrift

&quot; with the fyftcms of philofophers/ Upon this

ground I readily join iflue with him, and defire

nothing more than that our refpecYwe theories may
be brought to the teft of the fcriptures critically

examined, and rightly underftood. And here it

may be proper briefly to ftate the different methods

in which the advocates for popular fyftems, and the

friends of rational chriftianity, exprefs the venera

tion which both profefs for the writings of the

apoftles and evangelifts. This is the more necef-

fary, as rational chriftians are often accufed of not

paying due refpecl to the authority of the fcrip

tures.

Popular writers teOJfy their regard for the fcrip

tures, by averting or afluming their plenary infpir-

ation ^by calling them indiscriminately the word of

God by quoting text upon text without regard to

conneiliciij.
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eonnedion, without proper explanation, without

any allowance for figurative language, or jewiih

phrafeology, and without any attempt to afcertain

the genuinenefs of difputed paiTages ; citing detach*

ed fentences, as infpired apophthegms, relying with

full confidence on the received text, as though tha

authority of its editors * were equal to that of the

apoftles, and apparently ignorant of all that has

been accomplithed by the indefatigable induftry,

and penetrating (sagacity of modern critics f, to cor*

reel the text and to bring it nearer to the original

ftandard ; equally confiding in the authority of ths

Englifli tranftation ; and annexing without hefita-

tion or enquiry thofe fenfes to difputed phrafes

which have been learned from obfolete articles and

creeds, the product of an age juft emerging from

barbarrfm, when neither the language nor the doc

trines of the fcripture were well underilood. This,

in the eftimation of many, is paying due honour to

the chriftian fcriptures.

But the men who in my judgment fhew the trued

refpecl: to the New Teftament, are thofe who regard,

*
Erafmus, Robert Stephens, and Beza, who publifhed edi

tions of the Greek Teflament from- manufcripts in their pof-

fcdlon, in the icih century ;
fince which time little alteraticn

has boeii made in the received text.

f Upwards of three hundred manufcripts have been collated

flnce the i&th century, by,-
which the received text mu^bt be in

many places materially corrected.
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the facred writers as capable and faithful witnefTes

both of the doctrine which Jefus taught, and of the

facts which they relate who, not forward to admit

of any deviation from the laws of nature where the

neceffity is not obvious, -allow the infpiration of the

writers of the New Teftament in no cafes where

they do not themfelves exprefsly claim it, and who

nre not fparing of the labour neceflary to diftinguifh

even in the canonical books, what is of divine au

thority, from that which is of human origin who

believe that the evangelical and apoilolic writings

contain a complete and authentic account of the

rlo&rine and religion of Jefus who fhew their ve

neration for the fcriptures, not by taking every

thing upon truft, but by a diligent enquiry into the

genuinencfs of every book, admitting no one into

their canon which cannot fatisfactorily prove its

title to apofiolic origin who do not haftily allow

-the
infallibility of the received text of thofe books,

whofe general authority is acknowledged who

think that the editors of the fixteenth century, how
ever honed, diligent and fagacious, were equally

liable to mifapprehenfion and prejudice with later

publifhers of the facred text, and have no para

mount claim to
infallibility who, conceiving that

many new fources of information have been opened

in the two lad centuries, and that much has been

done to correct and improve the received text, will

-ad;nit no paiTage as genuine which has found its

way
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way into the common editions of the fcriptures, in

oppofition to the moft approved manufcripts, the

mod ancient and uncorrupted verfions, and the

united teftimonies of the earlieft chriftian writers

who, having thus obtained a text approximating as

nearly as poflible
to original purity, diligently fludy

the true meaning of oriental imagery, and of jewifh

idioms and phrafes, who, paying little deference to

tranflations by authority, or to fenfes arbitrarily an

nexed to the apoftolic language by the prejudiced

compilers of catechifms and creeds, follow the great

example of Locke in ftudying the fcriptures them-

felves, and in making them their own interpreters ;

reading them over repeatedly with due attention to

difcover the meaning of the author, and the fcope

of his argument comparing together fimilar paf-

fages, illuftrating the New Teftament by the Old,

and pafiages brief, enigmatical, and obfcure, by

thofe which are copious, clear, and intelligible;

thus extricating the genuine fenfe, without taking

into confideration whether it agrees with this or is

repugnant to that hypothefis of vain and ignorant

men, who ftrain the apoftolic language to the fup-

port of their favourite fyftems.

This is the way in which rational critics mew
their attachment to the chriftian fcriptures. Whe
ther this judicious homage of men of learning and

enquiry, or the blind refpedt of popular interpreters

be moft honourable to that facred and ineftimable

volume,
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volume, and mod worthy the imitation of thofc

who afpire to the high diflinction of enlightened

and confident chriftians, let candour and good fenfe

-determine.

I am, Madam, &c.

LETTER IV,

Concerning the fuppofed Corruption ofHuman Nature*

MADAM,

MR. Wilberforce having difcuiTed the defeftive

notions which he fuppofes the bulk of profeffed

chriftians to entertain of the importance of chrifti-

anity in general, defcends, (c. 2.) to animadvert

upon what he deems to be particular mifconceptions

of its doctrines ; and begins (feel. I,) with &quot; the

&amp;lt;{

corruption and weaknefs of human nature,&quot; upon
which he afiumes a tone of confidence proportioned,

I had almoft faid, to the defecM of evidence.

Let us, in entering upon this enquiry, fet out

upon right principles, and look fteadily forward to

direcl: and neceflary confequences. It will at leaft

make us circumfpecl: in examining facls, and cau

tious in admitting conclufions. I affume it as an

axiom which needs no proof, that,
&quot; whatever we

&quot;arc
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&amp;lt;c are by nature, we are what our Creator made
&quot; us *.&quot; Alfo that we have no fatisfa&ory rule of

judging of the character of the Deity, but from his

operations. If in the works of God there is a pre

ponderance of good, both natural and moral, and a

^continually increafing tendency to ultimate and in-

-finite good, the Creator of the univerfe is infinitely

/benevolent. But the melancholy reverfe of this is

true, if there be a preponderance of evil. If in

deed the fal
3
after impartial and diligent enquiry,

appears to be fuch, we muft acquiefce in what -we

are not able to remedy. But that the Governor of

the univerfe is a malignant Being, is a doctrine fo

diftreffing, and to which a well-difpofed mind is fo

averfe, that nothing but the moft irrefiftible evi

dence will ever make it credible.

It is futile to allege, as a palliation of the diffi

culty, that the firft parents of the human race were

originally innocent and happy ; but that, in confe-

quence of their fall, they contracted a depraved

nature which they tranfmitted to their .pofterity, for

which God is not accountable. Such reafoning as

this cannot impofe upon the underftanding even of

a child. Did God refign the direction of his works

as foon as he had placed Adam in paradife ? Is not

his agency as really and as immediately concerned

in the formation of evry individual of mankind, as

&quot;in that of their original anceftor ? If I am born into

-
&quot;Pra&icdl View, p. 53.

the
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the world a depraved creature, it is by his appoint

ment, and even by his immediate energy.
u I am

&quot; what my Creator made me.&quot;

It is, if pofTible, dill more prepofterous to argue,

that although evil prevails in this diftrift of the

univerfe, good may greatly preponderate upon the

whole. This is nothing more than an appeal from

far. to gratuitous fuppofition. &quot;We can only reafon

from what we know. If evil prevails as far as our

obfervation extends, we can have no reafon to be

lieve that it does not prevail in the fame proportion

through the univerfe. Revelation itfelf could not

prove the contrary ; for if God be a malignant

Being, how can we know that he does not take

pleafure in deceiving his creatures ? What ground
have we for depending upon his veracity ?

The queftion before us then is not a queftion of

mere fpeculation, it is a queftion of fat and expe

rience, pregnant with the moll ferious confequences:

it involves the moral character of the Supreme

Being. Let us now enquire what view Mr. W.1

exhibits of the works of his Creator.

From Chriftianity, fays Mr. W. (p. 26)
&quot; we

u learn that man is an apoftate creature, fallen from
&quot; his high original, degraded in his nature, and de-

&quot;

praved in his faculties, indifpofed to good, and
&quot;

difpofed to evil ; prone to vice, it is natural and
&quot;

eafy to him ; difmclined to virtue, it is difficult

&quot; and laborious , that he is tainted with fin, not

C nightly
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&quot;

flightly and fuperficially, but radically^ and to tie

&quot;

very rore&quot;

Of the truth of thefe facts Mr. W. is fo confi

dent, that he thinks, (p. 27) that &quot;

if this very
&quot;

corruption did not warp the judgment, none

&amp;lt;( would be hardy enough to attempt to controvert

&quot;

them.&quot;

After an eloquent defcription of the natural

powers of man, he proceeds (p. 28) to defcribe his

actual tlate, and to argue the depravity of human

fiature from an induction of particulars. With

this view he appeals to the character of the ancient

heathen, and of modern favages. He argues from

the imperfect morals of profeffing chriftians, from

the perverfe and frovvard difpofition of children,

from the pronenefs of men to felf-deceit, from the

negligence of mere profeiTors, and from the con-

feilions of fincere chriftians. &quot; This ftate of facts

&quot; he affirms (p. 39) cannot be accounted for on any
u other fuppofition than that of fome original taint,

&quot; fome radical principle of corruption.* Hence hs

triumphantly concludes, (p. 40) that &quot; the depra-
4&amp;lt;

vity of human nature is proved by the fame mode
t of reafoning as has been deemed exclufive in ella-

^
blifhing the exiftence, and afcertaining the laws

&quot; of the principle of gravitation, and that the cloc-

trine refts on the fame bafis as the fublime philo-

fophy of -Newton.&quot;
&quot; Left however (fays, he,

61
P- I 1

)
an

&amp;gt;

^icu^ ^c ^
ol-jlinately dull as not to

&quot; difcern
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** difcern the force of the evidence fuggefted to our

*
reafon, and confirmed by all experience,&quot;

revela

tion conies in (p. 40) and &quot; fuftains the fallible

&quot;

conjc&ures of our unaffifted reafon.&quot; And he

produces a number of texts which in his judgment

prove the doctrine ; adding, (p. 41)
&quot; that pafiages

&quot;

might be multiplied upon paiTages, which fpeak
&quot; the fame language ; and thefe again might be il-

&amp;lt;l

luftrated and confirmed at large by various other

n
confiderations.&quot; So that (p. 51) &quot;we mufl be

&quot;

altogether inexcufa ble if \v-| flill remain uncon-

** vinced by fuch an accumulated rnafs of argu-

Such is the account Mr. W. gircs of the {late of

man by nature, that -is, as he comes out of the

hands of his Maker. And he does not hefitate to

reprefent this doctrine (p. 24)
&quot; as lying at the root

&quot; of all true religion, and as eminently the bafis and

&quot;

ground work of
chriftianity.&quot;

&quot;

Inexcuiar;le&quot; as it may appear to Mr. Wilber-

force, I am not afhamed to avow myfelf to be one

of thofe who are either fo c&amp;lt;

olf&amp;gt;inate!y
dull&quot; or

&quot; \vhofe judgments are fo warped by this very cor-

c&amp;lt;

ruption/ . as not to be convinced by an 4% accu-

(S mulated mais&quot; of arguments which are at one

time rcprefented as c&amp;lt;

equivalent to the demonftra-

u tions of the Newtonian philofophy,&quot;
and at an

other ftyled, with more propriety,
&quot;

failille conjec-

C 2 4&amp;lt;

tures,&quot;
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&quot;

tures,&quot; and which are feebly fupported by an In

judicious collection of unexplained and mifapplied

pafTages of fcripture. I do not fee reafon to believe

that the wife and benevolent Creator has introduced

into exiftence his human offspring,
&quot; tainted to the

&quot;

very core with fin.&quot; And I hefitate not to fay,

that whoever affirms this, impeaches the character

of his Maker and traduces his works. The fol

lowing obfervations will, I hope, (late the matter

in a clear and fatisfa&ory light.

Character is the fum total of habits. But in

forming an eflimate of moral worth, it is an inva

riable principle that one vice (lamps a character

vicious, while a thoufand virtues will not atone for

one immoral habit. If a man be a liar, or dimo-

neft, or intemperate, or impious, his character is

denominated vicious, with whatever virtues it may
otherwife be adorned. &quot; He who keepeth the whole
&quot;

law, and offendeth in one point, is guilty of all.&quot;

And the reafon is evident, virtue is that fyftem of

habits which conduces to the greateil ultimate hap-

pinefs j vice is that which diminimes happinefs, or

produces mifery. The union therefore of a (ingle

vice with a conflellation of virtues, will contaminate

them all
,
will prevent them from producing their

proper effecl, and will, in proportion as it prevails,

diminim the happinefs, or produce the mifery of

the agent, who never can attain the true end of his

exiftence
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exigence till this vice is eradicated. He cannot

enjoy perfect moral health till every mental diforder

is radically removed.

Hence it follows, that there may be a confi-

deraole preponderance of virtues even in characters

juflly estimated as vicious, and likewife that the

quantity of virtue in the world may far exceed that

of vice, though the number of virtuous characters

may be lefs than that of vicious ones.

And this is the real ftate of things. That a very

confiderable proportion of moral evil actually exifts,

and indeed far more than we fhould antecedently

have expected under the government of God, can

not be denied : The exact fum can never be known.

But that vice upon the whole predominates over

virtue, is contrary to experience : Few characters

are flagrantly wicked ; and perhaps, even in the

word of men, good habits and actions are more nu

merous than the contrary. Certainly they are fo

in the majority of mankind. And though perfect

reUtude is no where to be found, preponderant

virtue is almoft univerfal.

We hear more of the vices of men than of their

virtues : and why ? Becaufe virtue is the ordinary

ftate of things, and no notice is taken of it : vice is

a deviation from the accuftomed order, and there

fore it is remarked and recorded. Children, we arc

told, (p. 34)
&quot; arc perverfe and froward

j&quot;
that is,

they now and then difcover fuch a temper, and

C 3 every
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every in Ranee of it is noted. But of their inno

cence, their gcntlenefs, their playfulnefsj their fa

cility of being pleafed, or pacified, and the like, no

notice is taken, becaufe it io their ufual Hate. The

virtue of honefly atfumes the name of common from

its very general prevalence, and &quot; mere morality
&quot;

feenis, even in Mr. &quot;VYVs eftimation, to be a cheap

commodity. How much more frequent is modera

tion than grofs intemperance, and veraciry than

falfhocul? In a word, fuch is the fituation in which

we are happily placed by Divine Providence, that

although in the bed characters feme imperfection

exifts, and in the majority of mankind more than

one vice prevails^ yet a preponderance of virtue
i?&amp;gt;

with very few exceptions, generated in all.

Mr. W. will hardly maintain what fome have

ftrajogely afierted, that all actions and habits pre

vious to conversion, are finful. The refutation of

foch an abfurdity would be an abufe o-f argument.
The evidence of evil in the degree in which it

prevails,
tf cannot be accounted for according to

&quot; Mr. W. (p. 39) on any other fuppofiticn than

* that of fome original taint, fome radical principle
&quot; of corruption/* The only enquiry of importance

upon this fubjedl, is into the quantity and propor

tion of the evil which actually exifts. How it was

fir ft introduced is a queftion comparatively of little

moment. The difficulty is the fame upon all hy-

poihefes. All mud ultimately be referred to God.

&quot;He
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85 He made light and created darknefs, he made
&amp;lt;s

peace and created evil.&quot; My controverfy with

Mr. W. is not about the origin of evil, but the de

gree and defign of it. With regard to the former

queftion, though it may be allowed that in feme in-

itances children feem to inherit the vices as well as

the difeafes of their parents ; yet in general it ap

pears moft probable, that as men are the creatures

of circum fiances, the habits they form, whether

good or bad, are the refult of the impreffions to

which they are expofed.

All vice muft fuller its proper punifhment, that

is, moral evil mud be expelled by the application of

natural evil j and if the difcipline of the prefe.nt

life is not adequate to this end, the procefs mult be

carried on by the feverer fufferings of a future re

tribution. This is indeed an alarming consideration,

even to men of the bed characters, for there art-

very few who have attained that perfection of virtue

\vhich will exempt them from all painful apprehen-

{ions with regard to their future ftate of being,
&quot; Strait is the gate and narrow is the way that lead ?

&quot; to life, and few there be that find it.&quot; But on

the contrary, the preponderance of virtuous affec

tions, even in characters contaminated with grois ,

vice, affords a pleafing prefumption, that whatever

intermediate fcene of fufFering may await the of

fender, virtue will ultimately triumph, and that all

4 the
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the rational creatures of God will in the end be

perfectly holy and happy.

Mr. W. s arguments from fcripture in favour of

the corruption of human nature, are as little to the

purpofe as his appeal to facts, and afford a curious

fpecimen of his loofe and injudicious mode of rea-

foning from fcripture authority. He has indeed

(p. 40) collected together a number of texts, but

without any regard either to their authority or con

nexion j and I give him credit when he add?, at

the conclufion, that &quot;

paflagea might be multiplied
&quot;

upon paflages,&quot;
in the fame manner and without

end. He quotes fome fentences from the book of

Job ; but before we can bow to this authority as

divine, Mr. W. muft inform us whether it be the

author of the book who is infpired, or the fpeakers,

or both, and in what degree. The quotations arc

made from a fpeech of Eliphaz, ch. xx. 14 16.

&quot; The imagination of man s heart is evil from his

tc
youth.&quot;

But to Eliphaz, and his friends, Je

hovah exprefsly declares, ch. xlii. 7.
&quot; You have

&quot; not fpoken of me the thing that is
right.&quot; Yet

this man s doctrine Mr. W. calls holy fcripture,

and cites as of divine authority. It would alfo be

difficult to prove that David, in his penitential la

mentation over his enormous crime, wrote under a

divine impulfe, or that Solomon was fupematurally

endowed with any other than political wifdom.

5 Mr.
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Mr. W. has alfo prefied into his fervice a text from

St. Paul, Rom. vii. 24.
&quot; O wretched man that I

&quot; am ! who {hall deliver me from the body of this

&quot; death ?&quot; in which the apoftle perfonifying an

alarmed jew, afks where he (hall find fufficient

power to releafe him from the tyranny of thofe vi

cious habits which the law, by driving &quot;him to de-

fpair, cherifhed and (Irengthened, and which conti

nually adhered to him and diilrefled him, like a

dead body faftened to a living man. If Mr. W.
doubts the truth of this interpretation, he may con-

fult thofe truly eminent critics, Locke and Taylor.

They likewife would inform him that the other text

which he has quoted from the epiftle to the Ephe-

fians, ch. ii. 3.
&quot; We were by nature children of

&quot;

wrath, even as others,&quot; means nothing more than

that the perfons to whom he wrote had been origi

nally gentiles, enfiaved like others to the idolatries

and the vices of their heathen itate *.

If I have in any degree vindicated to your fatif-

faUon the character of the human fpecies, and of

its divine and benevolent Author, from the heavy

and unproved charges alleged againft both in the

treatiie cf Mr. W. it will afford fmcere pleafure to,

Madam
j

c.

* He that reads and con friers, fays Mr. Locke in his noted

upon the paflagc, cannot doubt that Si- Paul here under the

t-nns i-js and cw, fyeaks of the gentile convert*.

C 5 iETTER
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LETTER V.

Cowerning tie fuppofed Evil Spirit, and the natural

State of Man.

MADAM,

THE doctrine of a devil, and of his agency, of a

being of pure malevolence, who is to every prac

tical purpofe omniprefent and omnifcient, and en

dued with formidable and indefinite powers, whofe

fole employment is to do rnifchief and to tempt

men to fin, which finds a zealous advocate in

Mr. W. is fo highly improbable in itfelf, and bears

fo hard upon the wifdom and benevolence of the

divine character, that nothing Ihort of the moil

tUcifive evidence can eftabli% the fact. In order

to this it murt firfl be proved, that the facrecl writers

believed and taught the exiftence and agency of

this ftrange and anomalous Being ; and fecendly,

that this doctrine was communicated to them by

revelation, and that they were authorized to make

it known to the world. Neither of thefe points

can be made out to the fatisfaction of an intelligent

and critical reader of the fcriptures : the doctrine

therefore falls to the ground. And I, for one, am
net afliamed to avow that I regard the notion of a

devil and his agency, as &quot; an evanefcent prejudice
&quot; which
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ce which it is now a difcredit to a man of under-
&quot;

{landing to believe.&quot; p. 42.

Mr. W. however, affirms, with his ufual confi

dence, (p. 42.)
u That the word of God inftruU:

&amp;lt; us that we have to contend nor only, with our own
tf natural depravity, but with the power of dark-

&quot;

nefs, the JSvil Spirit, who rules in the hearts of

u the wicked, and whofe dominion we learn from
&quot;

fcripture to be fo general as to entitle him to the

&quot; denomination of the Prince of this World. * He
further adds,

&quot; that the exigence and agency of the

&quot; Evil Spirit are diiUnctly and repeatedly affirmed

4C in
fcripture.&quot;

But notwithftanding thefe pofitive aflertions, the

truth is, that the exigence of an evil fpirit is no

where exprefsly taught as a doctrine of revelation.

It was unknown, to the jews previous to the capti

vity, but was probably borrowed by their learned

men, at that time, from the oriental philofophy, of

which it is well known to have conftituted an ef-

fential part. After their return it became,, in pro-

ecfs of time,, the popular creed, and the popular

language being gradually falhioned to it, was adopt

ed equally by thofe who did, and thofe who did not

believe the theory upon, which it was founded.

Hence in the New Teftament we find evil natural

and moral often afcribed to the devil, fo demons, or

the ghcfts of wicked men *. But neither Jefus nor

* See Farnaer on, the Demoniacs,

C 6 fcfe
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his apoftles ever explicitly declare that they them-

felves admitted the philofophy which governed the

language of the country in which they lived, much

lefs do they profefs to teach it as of divine autho

rity. They leave the mythology of evil fpirits,
like

many other popular opinions and prejudices, in the

fame (late in which they found it, to be corrected

in the courfe of time by the principles which they

taught, and by the growing good fenfe of mankind.

We may indeed fancy that they ought to have con

tradicted the doftrirvg if it had not been true, or,

at leaft, that they ought not to have countenanced

it by the ufe of popular language. But what right

have we to aflert this, or to dictate to the Supreme

Being, to what objects revelation (hall extend? The

fact is, that the firft teachers of chriftianity neither

pofitively affirm nor authoritatively contradict the

exigence and agency of an evil fpirit j but exprefs

themfelves upon this fubjeft exactly as the reft of

their contemporaries would. The doctrine there

fore refts upon its own evidence, that is, upon no

evidence at all.

Upon this fubject Mr. W. contents himfelf with

aflertion without proof. He indeed tells us that

u the evil fpirit is entitled to the denomination of

&quot; the prince of this world.
* The expreflion occurs

John xiv. 30.
&quot; The prince of this world cometh

** and hath nothing in me.&quot; It is not eafy to afcer-

tain the fenie of this text, but to explain it of the

devil



A Review of Mr. Wilierforces Treatife.- 37

devil is perfectly arbitrary. Perhaps, the true mean

ing is, that Jefus was about to be urijuflly arrefted

by order of the magiftrate *. And upon this inter

pretation what becomes of the argument for the

univerfal dominion of the evil fpiric ?

Mr. W. mentions no other text as countenancing

his dotlrine, excepting p. 46, where he quotes

Jude, ver. 6. lf The angels who kept not their firft

&quot; eftate he has referved in everlafling chains under
&quot; darknefs unto the judgment of the great day.&quot;

1 he writer of this obfcure epiflle here argues with

his readers upon their profefied principles, alluding

to a mythology, which probably was at that time

familiar, but is now loll
*,
nor can any thrng be in

ferred from a compofition the genurnenefs of which

is known to be very doubtful. At any rate it proves

nothing concerning diabolical agency, for it repre-

fents the fallen angels not as ranging at liberty, but

as bound in chains.

Mr. W. is pleafed to remark, p. 43. That &quot; al-

&quot;

though the fcripture doctrine,&quot; as he unwarrant

ably terms it,
&quot;

concerning the evil fpirit is thus

&quot;

generally exploded, yet were we to confidcr the

&quot; matter ferioufly and fairly, we mould probably find

* Sec a fimilar expreffion, i Cor. ii. 8, where the jcwi/h

rulers who crucified our Lord are certainly the perfons intend

ed. &quot; Which none of the princes of this world knew, for had
&quot;

they known it they would not have crucified ihc Lord of

Glory.&quot;

f&amp;lt;

ground
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&quot;

ground for believing that there is no better reafon

&quot; for its being abandoned, than that many abfurd
cc

ftories concerning fpirits and apparitions have
ic been ufed to be believed and propagated amongft
&quot; weak and credulous people, and that the evil

&quot;

fpirit not being the object of our bodily eyes, it

&amp;lt;c would be an inftance of the fame weaknefs to

&quot;

give credit to the doctrine of its exiflence and

*
agency.&quot;

The difputant who can urge this weak objection*

may, perhaps, be fatisfted with Mr. W. s irrelevant

reply : in which all that he attempts to prove is,

that it is no more incredible that an immaterial

being mould be a tempter, than a material one. He

feems, indeed, to think it neceiTary to help out his

argument with the unqualified aflertion,. p. 44. that

to &quot;

deny the exigence and operation of thefe qua-
&quot;

lities in an immaterial being, is in direSl contra-

&quot;.diclion to the authority of fcripture.&quot; But as no

fuch authority is produced, we may hope to be ex-

cufed if we do not, upon his bare word, admit a

doctrine which appears, to be unfounded in argu
ment or experience, and fubverfive of the mod im

portant principles of natural and revealed religion.

The true reafon why men of fenfe rejecl the

notion of diabolical agency is&amp;gt;
the total want of

evidence to prove it. As philofophers, they difcover

no phenomena which countenance the hypothefis.
of an invifible malignant energy; and as attentive

readers
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readers of the chriftian fcriptures, they fee nothing

to warrant fuch a conclufion, but a fort of language,

which a competent acquaintance with the oriental

ftyle would teach them to interpret in a figurative

and mythological, and not in a literal and hiftorical

fenfe.

It is obferved, p. 44. that u this topic, however
&quot;

it may excite the ridicule of the inconfiderate
&amp;gt;

&quot; will fuggefl matter of feriotis apprehension to all

&quot; who form their opinions on the authority of the
&quot; word of God : Thus brought as we are into cap-
M

tivity and expofed to danger, depraved and weak-
&quot; ened within, and tempted from without, it might
* c well fill our hearts with anxiety, &c.&quot; And in

deed it would be a moft alarming confideration, if

we had reafon to believe that we hy at the merey
of what our author calls &quot; the evil fpirit ;&quot;

or that

any fuch being was permitted to hold intercourfe with

this world, and to gain aceefs to the human mind.

Happily for us, there is no evidence from reafon to

prove that any fpirit, good or
evil,.&quot;

(hares with the

Supreme in the government of the univerfe j nor

do the fcriptures, carefully ftudied and rightly ura-

derftood, authorize any fuch unphilofuphical and

mifchievous opinion.

Mr. \V. towards the concluGon of this feclion,

reverts to his favourite doclrine of the corruption of

human nature, the difbelief of winch, according to

him, is attended with the moil fatal conferences.

&quot;It
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*&amp;lt; It is here,&quot; he fays, p. 50.
&quot; that our foundation

&quot; muft be laid, otherwife our fuperftrudure will

**
prove tottering and infecure. This is no meta-

&quot;

phyfical fpeculation, but a practical matter.

&quot;

Slight and fuperficial conceptions of our natural

&quot; ftate of degradation, and of our infufficiency to

u recover from it of ourfelves, produce a fatal in-

u
fenfibility to the Divine warning, &c.&quot; All this

is eloquent declamation and pofitive afiertion, but it

wants -proof.

It is curious to mark the progrefs of Mr. W. s

fyftem : P. 26. &quot; \Ve are by nature tainted with fin,

&quot; not flightly and fuperficiaily, but radically, and to

&quot; the very core.&quot; P. 42.
tc In addition to this, we

&quot; have to contend with an evil fpirit, who rules in

&quot; the hearts of the wicked.&quot; P. 46.
&quot; Revelation

&quot; teaches that the wages of fin is death,&quot; that is,.

P. 60. &quot; An eternity
of unfpeakable mifery.&quot;

P. 45,
&quot; The account it gives of the charufter of our

&quot;

Judge, and of the probable principles of his de-

&quot;

termination, ferves to turn painful apprehenfion
c into fixed and certain terror.&quot; P. 50.

&quot; Deliver-

&quot; ance is proclaimed and indeed offered, and we are

&quot;

plainly admoniihed to work out our falvation, but

** we are unable of ourfelves to will or ro do
rightly.&quot;

In this ftate the great maf& of mankind are left.

Born into the world with a nature radically tainted

with fin, they can neither will nor do any thing

without that aid which God will not impart, and

for
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for want of which they are doomed to eternal and

unfpeakable mifery. Thefe, according to Mr. W.
are the fundamental and peculiar doctrines of that

gofpel which we are allured Ci contains glad tidings
&quot; of great joy for all

people.&quot; Happily for us.

Madam, &quot; we have not fo learned Chrifl.&quot;

I am, &c.

LETTER VI.

Objection to the Doctrine of the Corruption of Human

Nature farther cwfidered*

MADAM,

MR. Wilberforce is very ingenuous in flating the

objections of his opponents, which is a proof that

he writes under a full conviction of the truth of

his own principles. And though I agree with our

author (p. 19) that &quot;

Sincerity is not all in
all,&quot;

we

muft ftill allow it to hold a diftinguifhed place in

the catalogue of virtues, though it may fometimes

be aflbciated with error and prejudice. It muft

however excite furprife in an attentive reader that

he can be perfectly fatisfied with his own anfwers

to the objections which he fo fairly dates.

He introduces (p. 53) &quot;a bold objector, facing
&quot; about and (landing at bay, endeavouring to juftify

&quot; what he cannot deny. Whatever I atn,&quot;
he con

tends,
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tends,
u I am what my Creator made me. I inherit

* a nature, you yourfelf confefs, depraved, and

.&quot; prone to evil : how then can I withftand the

&quot;

temptations to fin with which I am environed ? If

* c
this plea cannot eftabiim my innocence, it mud

&quot;

excufe, or at leaft extenuate my guilt. Frail and
&quot; weak as I am, a Being of infinite juflice and good-
&quot; nefs will never try me by a rule, which, however
* f

equitable in the cafe of creatures of a higher na-

* f

ture, is altogether difproportionate to mine,&quot;

This is the language which Mr. W. -puts into

the mouth of his bold objector. But if this objector

were to grow a little bolder ftill, and not to be afraid

of fpeaking out plainly, he might ad4
&amp;gt;

&quot;

Being
ic what my Creator made me, naturally prone to

*
evil, tainted to the very core with fin, unable even

t( to swV/what is right, how is it poffible that a God
&quot; of infinite judice and goodnefs mould condemn
** me to eternal mifery, for not having extricated

&quot;

myfelf from the wretched condition in which he
&quot; himfelf has fixed me, without ability to move ?&quot;

If Mr. W. can return a fatisfa&ory reply to thefe

cbjeclions, he mud be an able advocate indeed*

Let us then examine his arguments.

Mr. W. firft (p. 53)^ warns his readers &amp;lt;f not to

&quot; be alarmed, as the writer is not going to enter

&quot; into the difcuflion of the grand queilion conccrn-

f ~

ing the origin of moral evil.&quot; Indeed there feems

little occafion for an alarm up?n this head, as the

only
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only queflion is about a plain fnnple fal. Can in

finite jufiice and goodnefs doom a being to eternal

mifery, for no other caufe, but that of not extricat

ing himfelf out of the ftate in which his Creator

placed him, without any power to act or will ? I fee

nothing in this cafe which involves queftions,
* the

Ci
full and clear comprehenfion of which is above the

&quot;

intellect of man
;&quot;

no difficulty which a man of

common underflanding might not folve with as

much facility as the profoundeft metaphyfician or

the ablefl moralift. Indeed it is a cueftion which

fufficiently anfwers itfelf j and hardy is the difput-

ant who will ferioufly maintairrthe affirmative.

Mr. W. diltinguiflies his opponents into fceptics

and believers. And (p. 94)
&quot; he defpairs of fatif-

4t

fying the fceptic of the fotmdnefs of his own rea-

Cf
fonings, though he thinks it not very difficult to

&quot;

expofe the futility of thofe of the fceptic.&quot;
He

argues,
u that as his preconceptions concerning

&amp;lt;{ the condiuft of the Supreme Being, have been in

&quot; fuel already contradicted, particularly by the ex-

* iftence of natural or moral evil, having been
c&amp;lt;

proved erroneous in one inftaiice, they might alfo

&amp;lt;c in another.&quot; But the analogy will not hold. It

may be allowed that the exillence of evil under the

divine government would not antecedently have

been expected. The facl: however being eflablifli-

ed, it may not be difficult to reconcile it to the

wifdom and benevolence of the divine character.

Buta
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But, the radical corruption of human nature, in

confequence of which the mafs of mankind are

doomed to helplefs and to hopelefs mifery, never

has, and never can be proved to be a fadl: ; and

could the exiftence of this radical corruption be

eftablimed, the eternal punifhment of it could never

be reconciled to any principle of juftice.

Mr. W. thinks, that &quot; the bed method of con-

&quot;

vincing a fceptic, would be firft to prove the truth

&quot; of our holy religion,&quot;
and then (p. 55) to

&quot;put

&quot;

it to him whether all this weight of evidence

r&amp;lt; were to be overbalanced by this one difficulty

&quot;

upon a fubject fo confefledly high and myfte-
&quot;

rious.&quot;

Mr. &quot;W. is perfectly right in concluding that no

intelligent fceptic would be fatisfied with the found-

nefs of fuch reafonings. Such an one would deny
the fubjtl to be either high or myfterious. No
axiom can be more felf-evident than this, that if

God be jufl, he cannot make men naturally corrupt

and vicious, and then condemn them to eternal

mifery for being fo. And if he has any rational

ideas of the Supreme Being, he will never admit

that to be a revelation from heaven, which contains

a doclrine fo flagrantly repugnant to his perfections.

Mr. W. defpairing of making much impreiTion

upon fceptics, proceeds to addrefs himfelf (p. 56)

to believers ;
&quot; and in order to convince all fuch

(( that there is, fomewhere or other, a fallacy in the

&quot;

objedtor s



A Review of Mr. Willerforcfs Treatife. 4$

&quot;

objector s reafoning,&quot;
he fays,

&quot;

it will be fuffi-
:

&quot; cient to eftablifh, that though the word of God
&amp;lt;f

clearly aflerts the juftice and goodnefs of the Su-

u
preme Being, and alfo the natural depravity of

&quot;

man, yet it no lefs clearly lays down, that this

fl natural depravity (hall never be admitted as an
&quot; excufe for fin

,&quot;
and that,

&quot; the holy fcriptures
&quot; are clear and full in guarding us againft fuppofing
&quot; our fins, or the dreadful confequcnces of them, to

&quot; be chargeable upon God.&quot;

If Mr. W. s believer would be fatisfied with fuch

reafoning as this, it is well ; but a rational chriftian,

who reads the fcriptures with attention, and makes

them their own interpreters, would reply ; that no

fuch doctrine as natural or hereditary depravity is

revealed in them , much lefs do they denounce

eternal mifery as the inevitable confequence of na

tural corruption. And that the notion altogether is

fo palpably repugnant to truth and juftice, that if

one or two detached pafiages mould even feem to

give countenance to it, fuch infulated texts ought

to be interpreted in a fenfe confonant to the general

tenor of the fcriptures, and the acknowledged per

fections of God,

It is fuggefted (p. 58) as the * beft practical an-

u fwer to the difficulty, that if our natural condition

* c be depraved and weak, our temptations numerous,
&quot; and our Almighty Judge infinitely holy ; yet that

&amp;lt;c the offers to penitent fmners of pardon and grace

&quot;ara
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s Treat
iff:*

&quot; are univerfal and unlimited.
*

But., with Mr. W. s

leave, this is no anfwer to the difficulty at all. The

obje&ion does not by any means refpecl thofe, who

by the agency of the Holy Spirit are regenerated,

and made true penitents, and who certainly have

no reafon to complain as far as they are
perfonally

concerned ; but it refpe&s the great mafs of man

kind, \vlio having been created depraved, and the

requifite affiilance being withheld, are therefore

doomed to eternal mifery. And he has not yet ad

vanced a (ingle ftep towards the removal of this

difficulty.

Mr. W. it feems, not perfectly fatisfied with his

own reafonings, either with believers or unbelievers,

finds it convenient to have recourfe to the ufual

afylum of inyjiery.
a Let it not furprife us,&quot; fays

he, (p. 59)
&quot;

if in all this there feem to be involved

&quot; difficulties which we cannot fully comprehend j&quot;

adding,
&quot; that many fuch every where prefent them-

&quot; felves that in this our ignorance we may calmly
&amp;lt;c

repofe on the divine declaration, that righteouf-
&amp;lt;e nefs and judgment are the habitation of his throne ;

c that it is true wifdom to attach ourfelves to what
&amp;lt;c

is plain and obvious; aflenting to what is revealed

&quot; where above our faculties, on the credit of \vliat

* c
is clearly difcerned, &c.&quot; But all this is irrelevant

declamation. We again and ngain deny that there

is any myftery in the cafe. The doctrine laid down

by Mr. W. is perfectly intelligible, and it is plainly

8 conlru-
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y fo every principle of juflice, to every attri

bute of Deity, and to the whole tenor of divine re- .

vehuion.

But if neither reafoning nor myftery will anfwer

the objection, anathemas offer their ready fervice to

fupply the deficiency j not indeed in the old and

rugged form of ecclefiaftical commination, but in the

humbler guife of pathetic lamentation. &quot;

It is indeed

&quot; an awful and affecting fpetacle/ fays our author,

(p. 60)
u to fee men thus bufying themfclves in

&quot; thefe vain fpeculations of an arrogant curiofity,
** and trifling with their deareft their everlafling in-

&quot;

terefts.&quot; But Mr. W. may be allured that men
of fenfe, who are truly concerned for the credit of

the chriflian religion, will not be intimidated by

unjuft charges of improper motives, nor by unau

thorized infmuations of divine difpleafure, from a

rigorous enquiry into the pretenfions of thofe doc

trines which falfely aflume the name and credit of

revealed truths ; or from expofing them to the con

tempt and indignation which they tleferve. And

though many may be difpofed to treat fuch enquiries

as &amp;lt;c vain fpeculations,&quot; a,nd may think it Defl that

men fhould &quot;

rcpofn in their ignorance j&quot; there are

fome who will not think their time unworthily oc

cupied in endeavouring to clear the chriftian doc

trine from the corruptions with which it is encum

bered.

Mr.
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Mr. Wilberforcc (p. 61) illuftrates what he calls

lc the exquifite folly of this conduct, by comparing
&amp;lt;(

it with that of fome convicted rebel, who, when
* c

brought into the prefence of his fovereign, in-

&quot; (lead of feizing the occafion to fue for mercy,
&quot; fhould even neglect and trifle with the pardon
&quot; which fliould be offered him, and infolently em-
&quot;

ploy himfelf in prying into his fovereign s defigns
&quot; and criticifing his counfels.&quot;

But let me afk which of the two has moil reafon

to apprehend his fovereign s difpleafure, the man

who grofsly traduces his prince s character, and re-

prefents him as an arbitrary, malignant, and odious

tyrant ^
or he who endeavours to refcue his admini-

ftration from groundlefs and unjuft imputations,

and to convince his fellow- fubjects that the govern

ment under which they live, is wife, and jufl, and

beneficent ? Let not Mr. W. then be fo ready to

denounce judgment upon his fellow-chriflians who

think more honourably of the Sovereign of the

Univerfe than himfelf; and who are defirous of

counteracting thofe injurious mifreprefentatious of

the divine government, which he has (inadvertently

no doubt, and without any evil intention) fo induf-

trioufly difleminated*

1 am, Madam, &c.

LETTER
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LETTER VII.

Concerning what Mr. Wilberforce calls u
fcripture

&quot;

doctrines.&quot;

MADAM,

JViR. Wilberforce having (mimed his obfervations

upon the &quot;

inadequate conceptions generally enter-

&quot; tained of the importance of chriftianity,&quot;
and

upon
u the corruption of human nature,&quot; proceeds

(c. 3) to reprefent what he efteems the &quot; chief de-

&quot;

fefts of the religious fyftem of the bulk of pro-
&quot; foiled chriftians in what regards our Lord Jefus
&quot;

Chrift, and the Holy Spirit j&quot;
and begins (Se&. I.)

with ftating what he calls &amp;lt;c

fcripture dotrines.&quot;

In the firft of thefe, all chriftians will verbally

unite, viz. tc that God fo loved the world, as of his

&quot; tender mercy to give his only Son Jefus Chrift
&quot; for our redemption.&quot; Mr. \V. has not explained

the fenfe in which he underftands thefe words j nor

is it material. The true meaning probably is, that

the million of Jefus was appointed by the goodnefs

of God to recover men from the empire of idolatry

and vice, and from the bondage of the ceremonial

law.

His next pofition is,
&quot; That our blefled Lord

&quot;

willingly left the glory of the Father, and was
&quot; made man.&quot;

D Mr.
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Mr. W. does not affeft to exprefs this do&rinc

in the language of the New Teftament, and with

good reafon
; for, how clearly foever it may be con

tained in articles and creeds, nothing like it is to be

found in the chriftian fcripturcs. That Jefus of

Nazareth was &quot;

willingly&quot;
made a human being, is a

thought too extravagant to have entered the minds

of the facred writers, nor is it in any degree counte

nanced by the language they adopt.

Amongft other texts Mr. W. quotes a celebrated

pafTage from I fa. Hii.
&quot; the Lord laid upon him the

* (
iniquity of us all

j&quot;
from which fome have

flrangely inferred, that Jefus bore all the fufferings

due to the fins of the ele&. It probably alludes to

the ceremony of the fcape-goat, Lev. xvi. which is

represented as carrying away into the wildernefs the

fins of ignorance of the whole people, which Aaron

confefled laying his hand upon its head ;
and means

no more than that the errors and vices of a heathen

Hate are no longer a bar to the exercife of mercy,

but that God by Jefus Chriil communicates the

bleflings of the gofpel with equal freedom to jews

and gentiles. In allufion to this it is alfo faid, that

&quot; he bore away their iniquities ;&quot;
and that &quot; he

* took away the fins of the many ;&quot;
that is, of the

gentiles ; meaning, that by him God freely exer-

cifed mercy to the heathen world *.

* See Ifa. liii. n, iz, Mr. Dodfon s tranflation.

Mr,
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Mr. W. alfo cites, Rom. via. 34.
&quot; He is now at

&quot; the right hand of God, making interceffion for

&quot;

us.&quot; This office of interceffion is alfo afcribed to

Jefus in another text, Heb. vii. 25.
&quot; He ever liveth

&quot; to make interceffion for them.&quot; The exat import

of the phrafe it is very difficult to afcertain. Pro

bably, indeed, the writers themfelves annexed no

very diftinft idea to it. At any rate the literal and

popular interpretation cannot be true ; for God, an

infinite fpirit,
hath no right hand at which Jefus can

ftand to intercede. The word in the original ex-

preffes any interference of one perfon for or agalnjl

another *
; and all that we can certainly learn from

the apoftle s declaration is, that Jefus, having been

advanced to great dignity and
felicity, is, by the

appointment of God, continually employing his

renovated and improved powers in fome unknown

way for the benefit of his church. We may ima

gine what we pleafe, but more than this is not re

vealed, and therefore more than this it cannot be

neceffary for us to believe.

The diuVmcl: perfonal exiftence of the Holy Spirit,

which our author feems to affume, (p. 63) is, I be

lieve, abandoned by every perfon who has paid much

attention to the phrafeology of the fcriptures ; and

can indeed be maintained upon no other principles

but fuch as would equally prove that wind, fire, and

&quot;

/; See Dr. Taylor s Note on Rom. viii, 27.

D 2 peftilence.
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peftilence, the plagues of Egypt, and the fcriptures

thernfelves, were real perfons. Dr. Lardner has

fet this fubjecl: in fo clear a light in his firft pofr-

fcript to his celebrated letter on the Logos, that the

controverfy is almofl as much at reft as that con

cerning tranfubftantiation. Whether it be the

dochine of &quot; our excellent liturgy
&quot;

or not, is of

little confequence to the enquirer who looks to the

fcriptures only for information concerning revealed

truth.

Mr. W. (p. 64)
&quot; wifhes to God it could be

c&amp;lt;

prefumed that all who afient to his opinions in

&quot;

terms, difcern their force and excellency in the

cc
underftanding, and feel their power in the af-

&quot;

feclions, and their transforming influence in the

&quot;

heart.&quot; And he thinks (p, 65) that &quot; had we
c&amp;lt;

duly felt the burden of our fins, that they are a

f&amp;lt; load which our own flrength is wholly unable to

* c

fupport, and that the weight of them muft finally
&quot; iiak us into perdition, our hearts would have

*c danced at the found of the gracious invitation,

&quot; Come unto me, all ye that labour, and are heavy
&quot;

laden, and I will give you reft. But in thofe

* ( who have fcarcely felt their fins as any incum-
c&amp;lt;

brance, it would be mere affectation to pretend to

*{

very exalted conceptions of the value and ac-

&quot;

ceptablenefs of the proffered deliverance.&quot;

Such expreflfions as feeling the burden and infup-

portalle load offin, may perhaps be fuitable to per

fons
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fons of very profligate characters, but it is abfunt
,

to apply fuch language univerfally. For perfons

educated in chriftian principles, lu.bits, and duties,

who have never deviated into grofs vices, it would

be &quot; mere affectation
&quot;

to pretend to feel that load

and burden upon their minds which is the proper

concomitant of atrocious guilt : Nor do I fee any

ufe in men of upright and virtuous characters re-

prefenting themfelves to their own imaginations a^

demons and monfters. Neither the language nor

the examples of fcripture warrant any thing of th^4

kind. Our Saviour s invitation above cited, is ad-

drefied not to fmners in particular, but to perform

fullering under the heavy load of pharifaic rites,

which on another occafion he calls &quot; burdens

&quot;

grievous to be borne
j&quot;

and in comparifon with

which, his own religion
u was a gentle and an eafy

yoke.&quot;

But Mr. W. fancies, that without this &quot;

feeling
&amp;lt;c of the burden of

fin,&quot;
we (hall have no very ex

alted conceptions of the &quot;

proffered deliverance
;&quot;

and as error is often fyftematical, and one leading

prejudice involves a train of others, I can agree

with him, that without this fanciful notion of the

weight and burden of fin, there will, be little occa

fion for his equallyfanciful doctrines of fatisfaction,

atonement, intercellion, and fupernatural influence*

But a perfon who is fatisfied with the fimple fcheme

of the New Teitament without thefe fuperfluous,

D 3 fupple-
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Supplementary articles, will, while he maintains a

proper fenfe of the
dignity of human nature, and

refle&s \vith pleafure upon the purity and integrity
of his general charader, fee great rcafon to be
thankful for the deliverance of fo large a part of

the world from the bondage of idolatry by the pro-

mulgation of the gofpel, and for the glorious

profpeft of immortal life and happinefs which it

opens to view, and by which it flrcngthens the for

titude and animates the zeal of every, virtuous be

liever.

It is obferved (p. 68) that &quot; the Unitarian and
* c

Socihian, who deny or explain away the peculiar
&quot; doclrines of the gofpel, may be allowed to feel

&quot; and talk of thefe grand truths with little emo-

Mr. W. here makes a jufl diftin&ion, which,

though fufficiently obvious in itfelf, is often through

ignorance or defign overlooked, namely, that be

tween the Socinian, and the Unitarian. The for

mer believes, that although Jefus had no exiftence

before his birth, yet that fince his refurrection he

has been advanced to the government of the uni-

verfe
;

a notion unfcriptural and moft incredible.

But a confident Unitarian, acknowledging Jefus as

a man in all refpefts
&amp;lt;

c
like to his brethren,,&quot; re

gards his kingdom as entirely of a fpiritual nature,

and as confiding in the empire of his gofpel over

the hearts and lives of its profeflbrs.

Unitarian
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Unitarian cliriftians believe in the refurreclion of

their venerated Mafter ; and upon his authority,

confirmed by that event, they entertain a cheerful

perfuafion, that if they obey his gofpel, and follow

his great example in a fearlefs profeflion of truth,

and an upright difcharge of duty, they (hall in due

time be raifed by the power of God to a happy and

immortal life.

Of fuch chriftians as thefe Mr. W. afierts with a

tone of authority which the confcioufnefs of infalli

bility alone could warrant, that they &quot;deny
or ex-

c&amp;lt;

plain away the peculiar doctrines of the
gofpel.&quot;

But their fevere cenfor may be allured, that they

have learned from higher authority than his, that

&quot;

it is a very fmall thing to be judged of man s

&quot;judgment*.&quot; And they would requeft him feri-

ouily to reflect, whether he may not himfelf be

liable to the charge of making unauthorifed addi

tions to the genuine dodrine of chriflianity, which

deface its beauty, obftrut its progrefs, and diminifh

its practical effect.

Mr. W. proceeds (p. 69) to defcribe love to

Chrift as &quot; an ardent active
principle,&quot; and he in

fills upon the natural exprefTionsof ftrong affections

as applicable to this cafe. But the only criterion of

genuine regard which our Matter himfelf prefcribes,

is the practice of virtue from refpecl: to the motives

of the gofpel.
&quot; He that hath my commandments

* i Cor. iv. 3.

D 4 &quot;and
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&quot; and keepeth them 3 he it is that loveth me. J&amp;gt;

Whoever therefore poiTefles this authentic character

of- genuine affection to Chrifl, may reft perfectly

iatisfiedj whether they do or do not come up to our

author s flandard of ardent feeling.

In (p. 71) we have a complaint that &quot;the doc-
&quot; trine of the fan&ifying operations of the Holy
&quot;

Spirit appears to have met with ftill worfe treat-

&quot; ment than that of love to Chrifl..&quot; But Mr. W.
himfelf &quot;

appears&quot; to be under a confiderable error

upon this fubjetj for want of fufficient attention to

the true fenfe of the fcripture language,

It is evident to every perfon competently ac

quainted with facred phrafeology, that the Spirit of

God fometimes fignifies God khnfelf, and fometimes

divine infpiration. The Holy Spirit ufaally means

the miraculous powers commuBicated to the apoftles,

by which the chriftian religion was confirmed at its

fir (I promulgation ; and jews and heathens having

been converted by this impreffive evidence, they are

faid to be regenerated, renewed, or fandtified. by the

Holy Spirit ; that is, recovered from a (late of

heathenifm or pharifaifm, which is in fcripture lan

guage a ilate of alienation from God, and enmity to

him, into a (late of vifible profeffion, and of privilege.

Mr. W. and many others underftand that in a moral

fenfe, which the writers intend in a ceremonial, and

apply expreffions indifcriminately to all perfons,

which the connexion and fcope of the paffage

limits
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limits to the firft converts from judaifm and hea-

thenifm.

Mr. W. s creed reprefenting the Holy Spirit as a

divine perfon, equal with the Father, whofe office it

is to fanclify the heart, naturally leads him to dif-

cufs the doclrine of a divine influence upon the

mind for moral purpofes, (p. 72, 75.) But it has

never yet been proved that any fuperriatural influ

ence upon the mind is neceflary under the divine

government, or that it has ever exifted, except in a

few very extraordinary cafes. Every philofophic

theift will allow, that all events arc brought to pafs

agreeably to the divine foreknowledge, and accord

ing to the wife and benevolent counfels of God.

Alfo, that a divine energy is actually exerted in,

every event, according to certain rules which God
has prescribed to himfelf, few will deny. True phi-

lofophy and true religion lead us to fee God in every

thing. But that he ever, much more that he-jfo-

quently9 deviates from his ufual courfe to produce
effects upon the human mind, which would not

have refulted from the natural operation of general

laws, is a faft improbable in itfelf, and of which we
have no fatisfaclory evidence, either from expe
rience or revelation. In popular language, the vir

tuous affections of virtuous men arc with great pro

priety afcribed to God; and the pious writers of the

fcriptures have often adopted this form of exprcf-

fion. Whether, they themfelves believed in the ex-
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iftence of frequent fupernatural operations upon tlie

mind, docs not clearly appear ; and it is certain

that they no where affirm, that it conflituted any

part of their commiffion, to teach this extraordinary

and improbable doctrine. The agency which they

admitted extends to evil as well as to good ; it

tc hardens the heart of Pharaoh*,&quot; as well as u
opens

&quot; that of Lydiaf ;&quot;
and therefore it is a general, and

not a particular influence. Confequently, the po

pular language of the facred writings by no means

authorities the conclufion, that God ever interpofes

fupernaturally to produce moral effects upon the

mind j the expectation of which is liable to great

abufe, and has often been productive of very perni

cious confequences.

This fection concludes with a juft and honour

able teftimony to the excellent character, and the

prudent and fuccefsful zeal, of the Moravian bre

thren, in which I mod cheerfully concur ,
but T

would take occafion incidentally to remark, that a

religious party may be very numerous, very pious

and benevolent, very zealous and fuccefsful, and yet

by Mr. W. s own conceflion (for he is no Moravian

himfelf) its diiHnguifhing tenets may be erroneous

and unfcriptural.
I am, Madam, &c.

Excel, vii. 3. f A&s xvi, 14.

LETTER
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LETTER VIII.

Concerning the admijfion of the Paflions into Religion.

Of Love to Chrift.

MADAM,

M.R. Wilberforce, p. 8c 36, treats at confider-

able length on the admifilon of the paflions, or

affections, into religion ; the reafonablenefs and im

portance of which, under proper regulations, will

not be difputed by any who think juftly upon the

fubject. Religion can hardly be faid to exift with

out them. Affections being internal feelings, which

arife naturally, and fpontaneoufly, from correfpond-

ent views and apprehenfions of their fpecific objects ;

complacency, gratitude, reverence, confidence, joy,

and refignation, will be neceffari!y generated by fre

quent ferious contemplation of the Supreme Being,

as a perfectly wife, powerful, and benevolent father,

benefactor, friend, governor, and judge. And af

fections fo formed will be a powerful (limulus to

that courfe of conduct which will be mod accept

able to God. Devotion gives energy and dignity to

virtue, and the chrittian revelation juftly reprefents

Jove to God as the &quot;

firft and great commandment.&quot;

It is, however, neceffary to obferve, that love to

God is a beneficial affection, only in proportion to

the truth and juftice of the ideas which men enter-

D 6 tain
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tain of the divine attributes and government. If weO

conceive of God as perfectly benevolent and wife,

and defirous of the happinefs of his creatures as the

fole end of his righteous adminiftration, love to him

will be a rational and a delightful affection, and will

naturally exprefs itfelf not only in external acts of

grateful homage, but in univerfal complacency and

good will, and in a felicitous concern to co-operate

with the beneficent Creator in doing good, in alle

viating mifery, and in difFufing happinefs.

But if our ideas of the Supreme Being are erro

neous and unjuft, the affections towards him will be

proportionably diftorted. It will be difficult to con

ceive of God as an arbitrary and capricious tyrant,

without being on the one hand overwhelmed with

terror, or, on the other, difpoied to cherilh the af

fections we afcribe to him, and to regard the fup-

pofed objects of Divine difpleafure with difguft and

malevolence. The hiftory of religion, in all ages,

is replete with the baneful effects of that &quot; zeal for

* f God which is not according to knowledge.&quot;

After all, though the objects of religion are of

fufficient dignity and magnitude to excite and in-

tereft our beft affections when fteadily contem

plated, it ought to be remembered, that a mechani

cal glow of the paffions is by no means effential to-

the practice of religion and virtue, especially at the

commencement of a virtuous courfe. Men enter

upon and purfue their occupations in life, not from

5 paflionate



A Review of Mr. Wilberforcis Treatife, 6 1

paflionate feelings, but from rational conviction that

thefe are the bed means of providing, in a juft and

honourable way, for the fubfiilence, comfort, and

refpe&ability of themfelves and their families: and

if the employment is at iirft irkfome, the principles

upon which they act will (limulate them to perfe-

verance, and by degrees they will form an attach

ment to profemons to which originally they were

little inclined. In like manner, a perfon of reflec

tion will enter upon the practice of religious virtue,

not from any paflionate and tranfient emotions, but

from the deliberate conviction of his judgment, that

a pious and virtuous conduct will be ultimately

conducive to his beft intereft ; and though the prac

tice of virtue may occafionally be unpleafant, may

require felf-denial, and may expofe him to difficul

ties and inconveniencies, which would fubdue a re-

folution infpired only by the pamons, they will

make little imprefiion upon a purpofe which origi

nates in the deliberate conviction of the underftand-

ing. And by degrees, habits of rectitude will be

infenfibly eftablifhed, and virtue will be loved and

practifed for its own fake. The religious principle

is of too much importance to be made dependent

upon the paiTions, which wife men difcard in all

affairs of moment, left they fhould warp and miflead

the judgement.

Mr. W. concludes his fecHon, p. 96, with the ap

plication of his doctrine concerning the ufe of the

paflions
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paflions in religion, not, as might naturally have

been expected, to the Supreme Being, but to Jefus

Chrift; whom he rcprefents as ct the proper object

&quot; of love, gratitude, joy, hope, and truft,&quot; which he

apprehends that no one can deny
&quot; without being

&amp;lt;c dead to every generous emotion, and blufliing

* c with fhame and indignation when he looks his

&quot;

objection in the face.&quot; p. 98. Without feeling,

however, any emotion, either of fear or fharae, from

any thing Mr. W. has advanced ; I make no hefita-

tion to aflert, that the affection, which he infifts

upon as due to Chrift, has no juft foundation in the

reprefentations which the fcripture exhibits of his

perfon and character, or of his prefent (late and

dignity, but that it originates in palpable error, and

is directed wholly to a mere creature of the imagi

nation.

Very far, indeed, am I from defirlng or endea

vouring to weaken that rational regard to Jefus

which he has himfelf required, and for which the

gofpel lays a proper foundation. I revere his me

mory as the mod excellent of human characters,

and the moft eminent of all the prophets of God,

who was honoured with the high commiffion of fu-

perfeding the mofaic difpenfation, and of revealing

to all nations &quot; the words of eternal life/ I joyfully

and thankfully embrace his doctrine, confide in his

promife, and bow to his authority. This is all the

love which he requires, and which his difciples can

properly
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properly exercife towards him. &quot; He that hath my
&quot; commandments and keepeth them,&quot; faith our

Lord himfelf, &quot;he it is that lovelh me*;&quot; and

who is authorifed to fubflitute any other criterion

of acceptable regard ?

Jefus is indeed now alive, and, without doubt,

employed in offices the mod honourable and bene

volent : but, as vie are totally ignorant of the place

where he refutes, and of the occupations in which

he is engaged, there can be no proper foundation

for religious addrcfies to him, nor of gratitude for

favours now received, nor yet of confidence in his

future interpofition in our behalf. All affections

and addrefTes of this nature are unauthorifed by the

chriftian revelation, and are infringements upon the

prerogative of God.

If indeed we figure to ourfelves a being equal to

the Supreme, or next in order and dignity below

him; inverted by him with the adminiitration of

the univerfe ; voluntarily affuming human nature ;

flittering upon the crofs the punimment due to the

fins of men ; continually employed in interceding

for them; fupplying them with a perfect righteouf-

nefs to conceal the defects of their own characters;

and guarding and protecting them in their paffage

through this world ; the fteady contemplation of

this ideal perfon will naturally generate admiration,

gratitude, joy, confidence, and other correfponding

*
John xiv. 21,

affeo
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affections ; and all this may be called love to Chrift,

confidence in him, and the like: and chriftians who

neither experience nor pretend to fuch ecftatic feel

ings may be treated with contempt, and reprefented

as derogating from the glory of Chrift. But fuch

a Being as this having, in fact, no real exiftence, all

thefe affections mud be vain and illufory, varying

according to the variable fancies of men, and inca

pable of conftituting wife and permanent principles

of action.

But Mr. W. has texts at hand to fupport his doc

trine, which to fuperficial readers will probably ap

pear fatisfactory, but which a little attention will

eafily reconcile to the general tenor of the fcriptures

concerning the perfon of Jefus, as a man of like

faculties and feelings with other human beings.
&quot; In him/ fays the Apoftle*, dwelleth all the

tf fulnefs of the Godhead
bodily.&quot;

But this no

more proves the proper deity of Chrift, which is the

purpofe for which Mr. W. quotes it,, than the ex-

preffions,
&quot;

being filled with all the fulnefs of

&quot;

Godf,&quot;
or

&quot;being made partakers of a divine

&quot; nature
J,&quot; prove the proper deity of all fincere

chriftians. The meaning is, that a fulnefs of know

ledge and power for the purpofe of his miffion was

communicated to him by God.

Mr.W. alfo produces the text, Phil. ii. 6. 8. &quot; He

* Col. ii. 9. f Eph. iii. 19.
*

z Pet. i. 4.

&quot;thought
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&quot;

thought it not robbery to be equal with God,&quot; or

rather as God or like God. The fenfe of which is,

that being endued with miraculous powers, here

called
&quot;being

in the form of God, he did not grafp
&quot;

at fimilitude to God,&quot; did not affedl an oftenta-

tious difplay of thefe powers for his own advantage;
&quot;

but, afluming the form of a fervant, he was made
&quot; in the likenefs of men,&quot; that is, he appeared weak

and helplefs like another man*, and fo &quot;became

&quot; obedient to death, even the death of the crofs.&quot;

The fubmiiTion of Jefus to death is reprefented in

the New Teftament as an a& of voluntary obe

dience, becaufe he always had it in his power to

have refcued himfelf by miracle, as he himfelf re

peatedly declares j a privilege which no human being
but himfelf ever pofTefied.

Mr. W. argues the propriety of trufting in Chrifl,

from Heb. xiii, 8. &quot;

Jefus Chrift is the fame yefter-
&quot;

day. and to-day, and for ever. But in this paf-

fage the name of the prophet is put, by a ufual

figure of fpeech, for his doctrine, as the context

evinces. For the inference which the writer imme

diately draws from the obfervation is,
&quot; Be not car-

&quot; ried about with divers and ftrange doctrines.&quot;

1 am, Madam, &c.

* So Samfon, Judges xvi. 17. tells his miftrefs, tint &quot;

if he
tc

is iliaven he (hall become weak, and be like any man/ i. e.

as our tranflators (not being, in this inftance, wniped by preju-.

dice) have properly rendered it, like any olber man : no longer

poffeilcd of extraordinary po\vcrs.



66 A Review of Mr. Willerfofces Trentfc.

LETTER IX.

The fame fubjcft continued. Errors concerning tie

Holy Spirit.

MADAM,

JVlR. Wilberforce, like a valorous knight, having

chafed his invifible opponent, page 98,
&quot; from his

* c favourite pofition, and compelled him to acknow-
&quot;

ledge tliat the religious affections towards our

&quot; blefled Saviour are not unreafonable,&quot; determines

now to follow up his vitlory, and to drive him from
&quot; his laft retreat, viz. That by the very conftitution

&quot; of our nature we are not fufceptible of affeUoni
&quot; towards an invifible

Being.&quot;

Our Author having now advanced pretty far into

the wildernefs of vifions and chimeras, it is not an

eafy matter to follow him over the enchanted ground.
To all appearance, however, his prefent attack is

made upon a non-exifting adverfary. That any

perfon (liould believe that Jefus Chrift is all that

Mr. W. reprefents, that is, a God to whom we are

under greater obligations than to the Creator him-

felf, having redeemed us from that miferable (late

in which our Maker had left us*, and yet to deny

that

* Vide Mr. VV. p. u 3 . The merits and interceflion of

Chrilt, to which we are -wholly indebted for our reconciliation

ft with God, and for the will and the power from firft to laft to

&quot; work
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that this clivine perfon is the proper object of reli

gious affection, or that fuch affections are practi

cable, is to me utterly incomprehenfible. But as

Mr. W. labours the point with fo much afliduity, it

is to be fuppofed that he may have met with fome

reafoners of this extraordinary caft. As for thofe

who are content with the plain and fimple account

of Jefus Chrift in the New Teftament, as a man

approved of God, it is plain that to fuch perfons the

whole of his reafoning is totally inapplicable ; nor

does he indeed affect to addrefs it to them.

To profeffed chviilians, who believe that a Divine

Perfon affumed human nature, and died to fave

them from eternal mifery, and that he is now conti

nually employed to intercede for them and to defend

them, and who, neverthelefs, doubt whether it be

reafonable or practicable to love and confide in him,

Mr. W. addreflbs the argument in his following

fedtion. And the tenor of his reafoning is, that in-

vifible beings, when they are made the objects of

fteady meditation, or, as he quaintly expreffes it,

when they are brought into &quot; clofe contact,&quot; are

capable of exciting the affections that the relations

in which we (land to fuch a Chrifl as he defcribes,

have a peculiar tendency to awaken the affections .

that it is the office of the holy fpirit to excite them

&quot; work out our own fulvation.&quot; In our natural flute, that is,

as God made us, the author defcribes us as &quot; minted with fin to
&quot; the very core,&quot; without will or power to help ourfelves.
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that perfons who object to the poflibility of fuch

affections have never ufed the proper means of

attaining them and that many eminent chriftians,

in all ages, have, by the ufe of the appointed means,

made high attainments in thefe virtues,. The only

objection which can be made to this reafoning, as

an addrefs to men s profefled principles, is, that it is

propofed to perfons who either have no occafion for

it, or whofe underilandings mud be impenetrable to

argument.

Mr. W. in order to convince his callous believer

of the practicability of love to Chrift, though invi-

fible, atfumes as a fact, p. 101, the extraordinary

pofition, that &quot; there appears naturally to be a cer-

&quot; tain ftrangenefs between the paflion and its ob-

&quot;

ject, which familiarity and the power of habit

&quot; mufl gradually overcome.&quot; He adds,
&quot; You muft

&quot; contrive to bring them into
clofe contact .&quot; After

\vhich he proceeds, at confiderable length, formally

to open, as he exprefles it, p. 106,
u the dotlrine of

** clofe contacl,&quot; as though it were fome new and

important difcovery in the philofophy of the human

mind when, in truth, it amounts to nothing more

than the old and familiur fact, that the affections are

excited, not in proportion to the real value and

magnitude of the object, but to the attention, volun

tary or otherwife, which is paid to it, and that,

whether the object be real or imaginary.

Mr. W. p. 102, to illuftrate his proportion that

objects
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objects of vifion are not the only objects capable of

attracting our regard, thinks &amp;lt;f that it might appear
&quot; to be too nearly approaching to rhe ludicrous to

&quot;

fudged, as an example to the contrary, the meta-
&quot;

phyfician s attachment to his unfubftantLJ fpecu-
&quot;

lations.&quot; What there is of ludicrous in thofe

profound fpeculations, in thofe acute and fuccefsful

refearches into the phenomena of the human mindj

which occupied the active and penetrating genius of

a Locke and a Hartley, I am at a lofs to difcover.

This farcafm upon the fublime and ufeful fcience of

metaphyfics would well become a fuperficial fciolift,

who
r^ight hope to conceal his ignorance under the

veil of ridicule, but is unworthy of Mr. W. both as

a man of liberality and a fcholar.

Mr. W. obferves, p. lor,
&quot; that the diftrefles of

&quot; a novel, which at the fame time we know to be
&quot;

fictitious, affect us more than the dry narrative of

&amp;lt;f a battle.&quot; And it is an obvious fact, that imagi

nary objects often excite the paffions as vividly as

real ones, even when known to be imaginary , and

much more fo, when, by any illufion of the under-

ftanding, thefe creatures of the imagination are mif-

taken for fubllantial beings. It is therefore an im

portant branch of the difcipline of the mind to

diftinguifh between imaginations and realities, and

to fix the attention habitually and firmly upon things

which are true and important, left fictitious objects

fliouid
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fhould take pofieflion of the affections, to the exclu-

fion of thofe which are of fubftantial value. And

this appears to me to be precifely the fituation of

Mr. W. and of thofe who think and feel with him.

The Jefus whom they array with the attributes of

deity, and to whom they delegate the adminiftration

of the imiverfe, is a phantom of their own imagina

tion, totally unlike the humble prophet of Nazareth;

and all the attention which they give, and the affec

tions which they feel, to fuch a being, are irrational

and illufory ; and, as far as they prevail, they dero

gate from the homage due to the one true God, the

only proper object of all religious veneration and

gratitude.

Mr. W. tells us (p. 107) that &quot;our bleffed Sa-

ct viour is not removed far from us. He exhibits

* e not himfelf to us dark with excejjive brightnefs^ but

&amp;lt;c

is let down as it were to the poffibilities of human
&amp;lt;f converfe. We may not think that he is incapable
&quot; of entering into our little concerns, and of fympa-
ct

thizing with them.&quot; That is, in other words, that

fuch a being as we fancy Chrift to be, is better

adapted to our conceptions and affections than God

himfelf. Such is the opinion which the papifls en

tertain of the virgin Mary, and of their calendar

faints, with whom they think they may be more

familiar than with Jefus Chrift himfelf. Hence the

abject fuperftitions and idolatries of the church of

Rome:
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Rome ; and indeed there is no end to the vagaries

of the human mind when it transfers its devout

aiFetions to any other being than the living God.

Mr. W. fupports his dodrine by a quotation from

the epiftle to the Hebrews, iv. 15.
&quot; He is not one

&quot; who cannot be touched with the feeling of our

&quot;

infirmities, having been in all points tempted like

&quot; as we are.&quot; How this declaration can be made

confident with Mr. W. s doctrine of the divinity of

Chrift, it becomes him ferioufly to confider. That

a God mould be &quot; in all points tempted&quot;
like frail

and finful man, appears to me a contradiction in

terms. But the writer of this epiflle, having for

mally proved that though Chrift was fuperior to all

former prophets, he was inferior to angels, and in

all refpe&s like to his brethren*, juftly concludes,

that, having differed like them, he now fympathizes

with them. And no doubt he doesj but this fact

lays no foundation for religious regards and ad-

dreffes to him.

From the promife of our Lord to his apoftles,

John xiv. 1 8. &quot;I will not leave you orphansy

&quot; Mr.W.

flrangely draws the univerfal inference, that &quot; the

&quot; children of Chrift are here feparated from the

&quot;

perfonal view of him, but not from his paternal
&quot; affection and -paternal care.&quot; But the virtuous,

who are in the hands of God, the God and Father

* See Mr. Wakefiulti s tranilation of the two firft chapters of

this epiftle.

of
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of Jefus their Mailer, need no other protestor. And
the text quoted will not prove the point, for it is

addrefled to the apoitles onlyj and our Lord imme

diately adds,
&quot; I will come unto you ;&quot; meaning,

that he would foon vifit them again after his refur-

reclion, for their confolation and triumph. It is

added, p. no, that we learn from the fcriptures,
&quot; that it is one main part of the operations of the

&quot;

Holy Spirit to implant thefe heavenly principles
Cl in the human mind, and to cherifh their

growth.&quot;

But we have before had occafion to remark, that the

fcriptures do not teach the exiftence of any fuch

perfon as the Holy Spirit, and that there is no

foundation for the expectation of any fupernatural

operations upon the mind. Lead of all then can it

be fuppofed, that fuch operations would be exerted

to produce affections towards a being who, having

no exiftence out of the imagination, neverthelefs

fupplants the true God in the government of the

univerfe, and in the hearts of his creatures.

In p. ii i, we find an eloquent declamation upon
the great effecls of fuch a &quot; love to the Redeemer,&quot;

as Mr. W. recommends ; which, he fays,
&quot; was the

religion of the holy martyrs of the fixteenth cen-

&quot;

tury, and which burned with an increafe of ar-

&quot; dour in proportion to the perfecutions with which
&quot;

they were aflailed.&quot; And there can be no doubt,

that perfons who ferioufly believe that Jefus Chrifl

is fuch a being as Mr. W. defcribes, and who have

wrought



jf Review of Mr. Willerfora?s Tre&tlfi. /&amp;gt;

wrought themfelves up to a proportionable elevation

of admiration, gratitude, joy, and confidence for his

fuppofcd condefcenfions, labours, and fufFerings,

and for his prefent protection, will often feel ecflatic

joys and transports ;
and will, in the ardor of their

zeal, cheerfully fubmit to fufferings and death for

the fake of him to whom they imagine themfelves

under thefe infinite obligations Hereby demon-

ftrating, what ? not the truth of their principles, but

the fmcerity of their perfuafion. I grant that many
of the martyrs of the fixteenth century thought of

Jefus Chrift as Mr. W. now does. They were men

of great integrity, and inflexible courage in avowing

what they believed to be evangelical truth, and in

protefting againft the extravagant corruptions of the

Romifh church. But their creed is not our ilandard.

They were juft emerging from the prejudices of an

ignorant and fuperftitious age; and though they did

as much as could be expected from men in their

circumftances, and fuccefsfully expofed many of the

more flagrant errors of the papal religion, they

could not, at once, make off the mafs of corruption

which had been accumulating for almoft fixteen

centuries. They left much to be done by thofe

who came after them. We have as good a right to

diflent from their creed, when it is repugnant to the

doctrine of the fcriptures, as they had to detect and

expofe the errors of the Romifh church. And I

truftj if the times fhould ever require it, that the

E advocates
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-advocates far rational and fcriptural religion would

l&amp;gt;e as ready., by their fufferings, to teflify their zeal

for truth, .as the honeft but lefs enlightened confef-

ibrs of an earlier age.

This fedion is clofed with a reproof to nominal

.chriftians, p. 1 1 3,
&amp;lt;{ for fcarcely admitting, except

*&amp;lt; in the moft vague and general fenfe, the doctrine

*&amp;lt; of the influence of the holy fpirit ;&quot; adding,
&quot; that

&amp;lt;c

if we look into .the holy fcriptures for information

** on this particular welearn a very different leffon.**

To this is fubjoined, as ufual, a firing of texts de

tached from their connexion, which in found feem

to confirm the affumption, but which, when criti

cally examined, bear no fuch meaning. Moft of

them relate to the (late of the heathen previous to

.their converfion, and to the wonderful effect of the

miraculous powers of the apoftles, in exciting their

attention to the cliriftian doctrine, and thereby en

gaging them to the ferious profeffion of chriftianity.

Thefe in their heathen fiate are reprefented as

** children of wrath.,&quot; and able to do nothing ; but

convinced by the miracles, and enlightened by the

teaching of the apoftieSj they were M
quickened as

* from ihe dead, created anew to good works, put
* off the old man with his deeds, and put on the

* new man wlikh is renewed after the image of his

Creator/

And the unchriflianized world being figuratively

as under the empire of Satan, that is,



^&quot;Review of Mr, Willtrforcis Treaiife. 75-

of idolatry and vice.; when a heathen was converted

to the cliriilian religion,
he was faid to have been.

Si
tranflated out of the kingdom of Satan into that

&quot; of God s dear Son
;&quot; and, converfely&quot;when a pro-

fefTor of chriilianity, in confequence of immoral con-

duel:, was difcarded by the chriliian community, he

was Add -to
&quot; be delivered over to Satan;&quot; that is,

he ceafed to be a member of the chriftian church,

and was regarded as an unconverted heathen.

It deferves to be particularly remarked here, that

Mr. W. p. 113, defcribes all men as
&quot;by nature

&amp;lt;; children of wrath, and under the power of the
&quot; evil fpirit, our underftahdings being naturally

&amp;lt;(

dark, and our hearts averfe from fpiritual things j**

and p. 114, the influence of the holy fpirit is repre-

fented &quot; as originally awakening us from (lumber, as

* f

quickening us when dead ; as delivering us from,

c&amp;lt; the power of the devil, and as drawing us to

&amp;lt;(

God.&quot; Hence it follows, that upon this fyftem.

mankind can do nothing to extricate tliemfelves

from&quot; the wretched condition in which tb-y 3re

placed by their Creator 3 and that all relief muft

originate in the awakening and quickening operations

of the holy fpirit. And if thefe are withheld, the

haplefs victims are inevitably, doomed to eternal

mifery. Yet Mr. W. and many others call this fyf-

tcm chriftianity, and profefs to believe that God is

juft !

In my judgment, language cannot fupply words

E 2 of
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of fufficient energy to exprefs the odious malignity

of charafter which is here afcribed unjuftly, 1 had

almofl faid profanely, to the Governor of the UnU
verfe.

Mr.W. in a note at the conclufion of this feHon,

recommends Dr. Doddridge s fermons on regenera

tion as a &quot; moil valuable compilation.&quot;
Dr. Dod-

dridge was a man of great induftry, ability, benevo-

Jencej and piety ; but he was greatly milled by an

undue attachment to the popular fyftem of theology,

and his works are not calculated to inftruft his

readers in the true fenfe of the chriftian fcriptures,

nor to infufe into them a fpirit of rational and

manly piety. His fermons upon regeneration af-

fume throughout an erroneous principle ; applying

expreflions to all men indifcriminately, which are

limited by the connexion to the contemporaries of

the apoftles, and to the Mate of the firft converts to

the chriftian faith. And Dr. Doddridge, like Mr. W.
contends for that fupernatural influence upon the

mind for moral purpofes, which is neither confiflent

with true philofophy, with afcertained fac~ts, nor

with the genuine dodirine of the chriflian reve-

Jadon.

I am,

Madam, &c.

LETTER



A Review of Mr. Willxrfortes Trcatife. 77

LETTER X.

Term* of Acceptance with God.

M A D A ~vr,

1 HERE is nothing in the whole coin pals of reli

gion and morals, of greater importance to be clearly

and diilinelly known, than &quot; the terms of accept-
&quot; ance with God,&quot; or, in other words, the means

which God has appointed for the attainment of our

ultimate happinefs. .And thefe are fo explicitly re

vealed in the fcriptures both of the old and new

tedainent, that no pcrfoti of common underftand-

ing, who reads them attentively and without preju

dice, can fall into any material error upon this fub-

jec&quot;l.
The practice of virtue is always reprefented

as the only means of attaining happinefs, both here

and hereafter. &quot; To fear God, and keep his com-
cc mandments ; to do juftice, to love mercy, to walk
a
humbly with God, to deny all ungodlinefs and

&amp;lt;c

worldly pafllons, and to live foberly, righteoufiy
&quot; and godlily in the world

j to feck for glory, ho-
&amp;lt;c

nour, and immortality, by patient continuance in

&amp;lt;c well doing; in a word, to love God with all the
&quot;

underfbnding, and with all the heart, and to love
&quot; our neighbour as ourfelves :&quot; thefe are the clear

and equitable terms of falvation, both under the old

difyenfation and the new.

E The
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The apoftles indeed infill: much on faitfi iu&amp;lt;

Chrift : and with great propriety ; for their exhorta

tions were ufually addreffed to unbelieving jews, or

io heathen idolaters, whom they were defirous of

introducing to the privileges and hopes- of the ehrif-

tian religion. But thofe who already profe fled

chviftianity are enjoined, not to believe, but to act

confidently with their profeffion, and to be &quot; careful
&quot; to maintain good works.&quot;

The apofties alfo often Jwelf upon the fuffcrlngs

of Chrift, and that for fcveral reafons. The death of

Jefus was the confirmation of his million ; it was

the feal of that new covenant which he came to

promulgate; it was the necefTary preliminary to his

refurretion
;. and the public execution of the

founder of this new religion being objected to its

profeflbrs as an indelible
difgrace&amp;gt;

the firfl teachers

of chriftianity were felicitous to fhew, that they

were not afhamecr to avow themfelves tlie difciples

of a crucified M after. &quot;

They gloried in the crofs

**
of, Chrift, and determined to know nothing but

**
Jefus Chriftj even him who was crucified.&quot;

After having thus briefly fbated the plain and

fimple doclrine of the fcriptures concerning the

&quot; terms of acceptance with God,&quot; let us now inquire

into that of Mr. W. which is indeed of a very dif

ferent complexion. And confidently as that gentle

man aflerts it, and dangerous as he represents it,,

either to difpute, or to miftake, the principles he-

afmmes t.
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aiTumes; the fa6t is, that not a fingle word, no, not

even a trace or a fhadow of them, is to be found in&amp;gt;

the chriflian fcriptures.

That I may not mifreprefent his fcntimerUs upon
a fubjccl which he regards as- of the higheft mo

ment, let him fpeak for himfelfY After having,

ftated it, p. 117,
&quot; as a highly dangerous notion, that

** fome chriftians, with little more than an indiftint

&amp;lt;f and nominal reference to him who bore our fins*

w in his own body upon the tree, really reft their

** eternal hopes on a vague general perfuafiorr o

*&amp;lt; the unqualified mercy of the Supreme Being, or
&quot;

ftill more erroneoufly reT/ in the main on- their

^ own negative or pofitive merits-,&quot; and having no

ticed with disapprobation, p. ii9 r the errors of an

other &quot;

clafs, who have a fort of general indetcrmi*-

&amp;lt;c nate and ill underilood dependence on our blcfted-

**
Saviour; but whofe hopes appear ultimately to*

&quot; bottom on tlie perfuafion that they are now
Ci
through Chrilt become members of a new difpen

&amp;lt;s

fation, wherein they will be tried by a more lenient
&quot; rule than that to which they mult have been*

&quot; otherwife
fubjeft,&quot;

he reprefents thefe errors,.

p. 12 1) &quot;as naturally refulting from the miftakeo
fi

conception entertained of the fundamental princi-
&quot;-

pies of cariftianity, as a fcheme for juRif) ing the~

*-
ungodly, and for making the fruits of holinefi the*

&quot;

effects^ not the
caitfe^ of our being judified and re-

**
conciled.&quot; Among the practical confequences of

E 4, thefe
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ihefe errors, he mentions (p. 123) &quot;their tendency
* c to prevent that deep feeling of gratitude for the

tf merits and intercejjien of Chrifi, to which we are
&quot;

wholly indebted for our reconciliation to God ;

&quot; and for the will and the power, from firft to laft*

&quot; to work out our own falvation ; their pronenefs to

&quot; run into merely moral difquifitions, and their ad-
&quot;

vifmg men to amend their ways, as a preparation
&amp;lt;f for their coming to Chrifi, rather than exhort
ff them to throw themfeives with deep proftration
&quot; of foul at the foot of the crofs.&quot; Profeffing, p. r?.;,
&quot; not to enter into the niceties of

controverfy,&quot; he

neverthelefs contends,
- c that they who in the main

C1 believe the doclrines of the church of England
&quot; are bound to allow, that our dependence on our
&quot;

bleiTed Saviour, as alone the meritorious caufe of
&quot; our acceptance with God, muft be not merely
&quot; formal and nominal, but real and fubftantial.

&quot;

Repentance towards God, and faith towards our
&quot; Lord Jefus Chrift, was the fum of the apoftolical
**

inftruclions.&quot; This faith imports, p. 128, that

&quot; we muft be deeply confcious of our guilt and
&quot;

mifery, and penitently fleeing for refuge to the
&quot;

hope fet before us; we muft found altogether on
&quot; the merit of the crucified Redeemer our hopes of

&quot;

efcape from deferved punifliment, nnd of deliver-

&amp;lt;c ance from the enflaving pOM
rer of fin. This muft

&quot; be our firft, our laH, our only plea. \^
r

e are to

&quot; furrender ourfelves up to him, to be waflied in

&quot; his
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&amp;lt;( his blood., to be fan&ified by his
fpirit,&quot;

and the

like.

He adds, p. 129, that &quot;what has been required is

&quot; not the perception of a fubtle diftintlion, but a

&quot;

ftate and condition of hearty&quot; and proceeds, p. 130,

to addrefs thofe &quot; who are difpofed to believe, that

**
though, in fome obfcure and vague fenfe, the

M death of Chrift as the fatisfaction for our fins, and
ff for the purchnfe of our future happinefs, and the

&quot;

fanUfying influence of the fpirit, are to be admit-
&quot; ted as fundamental articles of our creed 5 yet that

&quot; thefe are doctrines fo much above us, that they
&quot; are not fuited to our capacities, and that, turn-

t(
ing our eyes from thefe difficult fpeculations,

&quot; v/c (hould fix them on the practical and moral
&quot;

precepts of the
gofpel.&quot;

To this objection Mr.W.
replies, p. 131, that &quot; this may not be inconfiftently
&quot; the language of the modern Unitarian, but furely
&amp;lt;f

it is in the highefb degree unreafonable to admit
* into our fcheme ail the grand peculiarities of chrif-

&amp;lt;c

tianity, and, having admitted, to negleft, and
&amp;lt;( think no more of them

;&quot; that &quot;common fenfe

&amp;lt;c

fuggefts, from their nature and magnitude, that

ct

they defervc our mod ferious. regard ;&quot;
that &quot;the

&amp;lt;{

profane irreverence of this conducl: is not more
&quot;

linking than its ingratitude^ and w
that we are

&quot; forewarned, p. 133, that God will not hold them
u

guiltlcfs who are unmindful of his kindnefs.&quot;

The feclion concludes with an exhortation to exer-

E 5 cife
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cife thofe regards to Chrift, which correfpond with

the views which the author has given of the means

of falvation by him.

If then I rightly underftand Mr. W/s meaning in

fiating the terms of our acceptance with God, he in

cludes two particulars : firir, that the merits of

Chrift are an atonement and fatisfaclion to divine

juftice for the fins of men^ and are alone the merito

rious caufe of our acceptance with God ; a-nd fe~

condly, that it is necejjary to falvation that men

Should be apprifed of this doctrine, and that, reject

ing all reliance on their own negative or pofitive

merits, they fhould found altogether on the merit of

the crucified Redeemer, their hopes of efcape from

deferred punifhment.

Now, if thefe be really the terms of falvation, it

is natural to expect that they would be as diftinctly

flated, and as clearly defined, in the chriftian fcrip-

tures, as m Mr. W. s
&quot; Pradical View.&quot; Surely,

every page would be filled with exhortations,
{&amp;lt; to

&quot; caft ourfelves ar the foot of the
crofs,&quot; to &quot;

rely
&quot;

upon the merits of GhrHt,&quot; and &amp;lt;c to place our
&quot; confidence ,in the atonement arid fatisfaction of&quot;

&quot;the crucified Redeemer.&quot; What then muit be

the aflonifiiment^of a ferious inquirer, who, having
formed his ideas of, the chriftian religion from

Mr. W. s treatife, when he came to the perufal of

the genuine writings of the apofties and evangelffts,

ihould discover that &quot;the nix2rits of Chrift&quot; rs a

ghrafa



A Review of Mr. Wlllerforcfs Treatft. $

phrafe which no where occurs in them*; that the

death of Jefus is never reprefented either as an
&quot; atonement for

fin,&quot; or a &quot; fatisfatUon to the

&quot;

Deity,&quot;
whatever may be meant by thofe cbfcure

and unfcriptural expreffions ; and that we are never

exhorted to afk any thing of God &quot; for the fake of.

&quot;

Chrift:,&quot; nor is any bleffing ever faid to be granted

to us upon that confiderationf ! that to &quot; caft our*

&quot;&quot; felves with deep proftration of foul at the foot of
w the crcfs,&quot; which Mr. W. fets forth as an eflential

duty, is not once recommended in the whole New
Teflament

; and that no proof can be produced^

that faith in Chrift means any thing more than &quot;an

&quot; habitual and practical recognition of his autho-

*
rity,&quot;

much lefs, that it includes &quot; an entire re~

&quot; liance on his merit.&quot; Upon all thefe fubjefts it

is fulficient to fay, that the feripture is totally filent;,

* The &quot;

righteeiafnefs of Chrift is an expre/fion ufed in

the epifile to the Romans: it fhould be rendered &quot;

juftifica*
u

tion,&quot;
and figuifieS the introducing unbelieving jews, or

idolatrous heathens, into the privileges, of the gofpel, See

Locke s -Jominenrary, and Taylor s Key. The imputation of

the righteoufnefs o
L

&quot;one perfon to fupply the defefts of another,

is onr: of ih jfc. extravag .r.t ideas which never occurred to the-

writers of the New Tedarnent,.

f Eph. iv, 32, may perhaps be regarded as an exception;
but uvat is an acknowledged mif-tranllation. The true render

ing is, even as God, in or by Chrift, hath
f.eely forgiven you j

that is, has-declared by Chrift that you are freely forgiven.

E 6 &quot;Mr. W.
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Mr. W. himfelf will not pretend that the language
he ufes is that of the New Tedament. What then

is the jufl and inevitable conclufion ? Surely, that

thefe indifpenfible terms of acceptance, thefe &quot;

grand

&quot;peculiarities&quot;
of the gofpel, are mere human inven

tions, and not the doctrines of Chrifr.

It may perhaps be faid, that although the fcrip-

tures ufe not thefe very words, the fame meaning

may be conveyed in different language : but furely

it is fomewhat extraordinary, that an unfcriptural

phrafcology mud be invented to exprefs the mod
eifential fcripture doctrines, the &quot;

grand peculiari-
ft

ties&quot; of chriftianity. This at lead fixes a mark

of fufpicion upon fuch afTumed principles: but the

truth is, that the ideas correfponding to thefe

novel phrafes are no more to be found in the facred

writings than the phrafes themfelves, nor had they

any exigence till fome centuries after the apoftolic

age*.

If we afk for proof, Mr. W. though he delivers

his fentiments with the confidence of an oracle, and

denounces the vengeance of heaven on all who do

net yield implicit credit to them, declines &quot;

entering
&quot; into the niceties of controverfy.&quot; Here and there

indeed he thruits in a text, which feldom, even in

appearance, and never in its true and proper fenfe,

yields the lead fupport to his notion of &quot; an undi-

* See Dr- Prieftley s Hiftory of the Corruptions of Chriftianity.

videct
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&amp;lt;f vided faith in the Lord
Jefus,&quot;

or u an entire re-

t( liance upon his merits and fatisfa&amp;lt;SHon.&quot;

In a note, however, p. 134, he directs the reader s

attention to what he calls
&quot; a few leading argu-

&quot;

ments.&quot; He appeals to the expreflion,
&quot; we

&quot;

preach Chrift crucified,&quot; and the like, the mean

ing of which has been already explained : he argues

from the inftitution of the Lord s flipper, which is

only a folemn commemoration of an interefting

event; particularly as, in a figurative fenfe, the feal

of that new covenant, into which God is pleafed to

enter with^all who believe in the divine million of Je

fus; but without any mention of, or ailufion to, atone

ment, fatisfadlion, or merit. He adds,
&quot; that the fa-

&quot; crament of baptifm fhadows out our fouls being
&quot; warned and purified by the blood of Chriil;&quot; a mere

gratuitous afiertion*, unfupported by any proof.

Alfo, that in the Epiftle to the Romans, the apoftle

fpeaks &quot;with the mod emphatical cxprefiions, of

&quot;

deep and bitter regret, of fome who went about
&quot; to eftablifii their own righteoufncfs, and had not
&quot; fubmitted themfelves to the righteoufnefs of God;&quot;

which he arbitrarily applies to thofe &quot; who
fatisfy

&amp;lt;c themfelves with vague general thoughts of our
&quot; Saviour s mediation, and the fource of vvhofe ha-
&quot; bitual complacency is, their being tolerably well

* St. Peter, i Pet. Hi, 21, teafches, thatbantifm is emblematical,

not &quot; of being wafliecl in the blood of
Chiift,&quot; but of a good

confcience towards God,

-fatis-
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** fatisfied with, their own characters and conduct j^

a notion the moft diftant from the apoftle s mindy

and utterly incon-fiftent with his reafotiing in the

context. He is there fpeaking of the Jews, who

adhered to the rites and ceremonies of pharifaic tra

dition, in preference to the liberal difpenfation of&amp;gt;

the gofpel,. and thereby excluded themfelves from:

ks privileges and hopes*,&quot;

Laftly, he appeals- to the Epiflle to the Galatians*

and ftrangely fuppofes,
iC that the great defect of

&quot; the judaizing chriftians, which fruftrated the.

*
grace of God, and debarred them from all the

&quot; benefits of the death of Jefus, was not immorality^

&quot;but their being difpofed^to truft in part, for their

c&amp;lt;

acceptance with God, to the mofaic inftitutions^

w
injlead of ret-ofing wholly on the merit! of Ckrijl&quot;

This is making fcripture with a witnefs. Let Mr.W-

produce, if he can^/a fingle fenttnce from the writ

ings of Pad!, in which that venerable fervant and

meflenger of jefus requires a reliance, either wr

holly.

r in part, upon the merits of Chriit : much lefs

will he be able to difcover any pafiage in which the.

apoftle reprefents this reliance upcr^ ai. other s me^

rits as fo eflen^tial to faivatlon7 ;tha?t, v. ,,&amp;lt;ut it, no.

moral excellence in ihtk own jCha.L^iLl^r. will ba

available&quot;. The apoilltrs defign, fro?.: hg beginning

to the end of this cpiiile, is to fliew, tl en who

Defied their hopes of Talvatlon upp:
u: -e of

* See Locke and Taylor ett-4$v^si(Ji4^# &&$
rden*-
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burdenfome pharifaic rites, and who impofed them,

upon others, excluded themfelves from the liberal

provifions of the gofpel; which requires nothing but

fuch a faith in Chrift and his doctrine, as will infill*

ence-men to the praUce of- univerfal virtue.

Mr. W. p. 124, cenfures fome whom he calls

cc nominal
chriftiam&quot;

for ft

advifmg finners to amend
&quot; their ways as a preparative for their coming to

*
Chrifr, rather than exhort them to throw them*

&quot; felves with deep probation at the foot of the

&quot;

crofs,&quot; He does not feem to have recolk&ed,

that the advice of the apoftle Peter, Als iii. 13. ta

men in fimilar circumftances, and even to the ac

tual murderers of Jcfus, was, ^ Repent, and be con~
&quot;

verted, that your fins may be blotted out.&quot; But

perhaps St. Peter was- &quot;a nominal chriftian,&quot; and:

w
ignorant of the gofpel ;,&quot; and, truly, it is more

then probable that he was totally ignorant of ths

gofpel of JVlr. W. At any rate, it is fafer and

better? in a cafe of fuch moment, to follow the ad

vice and example of an apoiHe, than to adapt th-j

unf^riptural jargon of modern fyftems, which, what

ever, appearance of humili-ty. and fanclity it ma^
afTurne, when- it is thoroughly examined^, will be

found to convey as little meaning- as &quot; the founding

,
or the tinkling cymbaL/

lamy Madam, &c.
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LETTER XI.

s of practical Chrijlianity. Rational Religion

not unfavourable to Virtue. Obfervations on Chrif-

tlan
Idolatry.

MADAM,

I SO much tpprove of the general (tram of what

Mr. Wilberforce advances upon
&quot; the {Irittnefs of

&quot; true practical chriftianity,,&quot;
in the firft fecTion of

his fourth chapter, that I am forry to meet with any

thing from which I am obliged to diflent, and flill

more that any remarks fhould have efcaped from his

pen which are open to juit animadverfion.

I entirely agree with Mr. W. p. 147,
&quot; That it

*
is the grand eflential practical chara&eriftic of

&quot; true chriftians, that they have renounced and ab-

*
jured all other mailers, and have cordially and

&quot;

unrefervedly devoted themfelves to God \

y
that

this, p. 148, &quot;muft be the matter principle to which

&quot;every
other mail be fubordinate^ that &quot;

they
**

deliberately purpofe, that, fo far as they may be
*

able, the grand governing maxim of their future

* lives {hall be, to do all to the glory of God;&quot;

that, p. 150,
&quot; the example of Chrift is their pat-

*{
tern, and the word of God their rule;&quot; that

f their determination to obey the will, and to eulti-

f
c vate the favcur of God, hath its foundations in a

4t
deep



A RevifW of Mr. WillcrforcJs Tt
eatlfe. 8?

*
deep and humiliating fenfe of his exalted majefly

*&amp;lt; and infinite power j&quot; but, p. 1 5 i ,
.hat u thefe aw-

&quot; ful impreffions are relieved and ennobled by an ad-

&quot;

miring fenfe of the infinite perfections and infinite

&amp;lt;{ amiablenefs of the divine character, animated by
&quot; a confiding though humble hope of his fatherly
Ci kindnefs and protection, and quickened by the

* c

grateful recollection of immenfe and continually
&quot;

increafing obligations. This is the chriltian love

&quot; of God-, a love compounded of admiration, of

ft
preference, of hope, of truft, of joy, chaftifcd by

* f reverential awe, and wakeful with continual gra-
&quot;

titude.&quot;

I confefs that, when I read this juft and animat

ing account of the affection due from all his crea

tures to the Supreme Being, I can hardly believe it

was written by the fame author, who a few pages,

before has reprefented the fame Being as having

brought his creatures into exiftence &quot;

radically
&quot; tainted with

fin,&quot;
and as having left the great

majority of them to perifli, in hopelefs and eternal

mifery. To fuch a God as this, fome perfons may.j,

for aught I know, experience
&quot; a love compounded

&amp;lt;c of admiration, preference, hope, truft, and
joy&quot;

the only fenfation that I could feel refpecling him,

if fuch were my idea of the divine character, would

be that of terror and abhorrence.

But I have no doubt that God is really worthy,

in the higheft degree, of tliofe affections which are

hers
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here fo eloquently defcribed; for he is infinitely wife

and good, and is incapable of acling unjuftly by any

of his creatuies. &quot;His tender mercy is over all hi$-

&quot;

works.&quot;

Our author prudently, or rather inadvertently,,

declines to combine the different parts of his fyftem ;,

and while he overlooks the injuftice of leaving the

great mafs of mankind to fufFer eternal torments, he.

infills wholly upon the goodnefs of God to the.

chofen few, who are regenerated by the influences

of his fpirit, an^d who certainly have no reafon to.

complain. But the character of a Being fo capri-

eious and malignant, whatever partial kindnefs he-

may occafionaily manifeft, can never be the object

of rational veneration, and confidence.

Mr- W. does not fee this cenfequence, which to.

many others appears fo obvious and palpable. Nay,.

he even thinks, that the fyftem which he has ftated

lays a proper foundation for that love to God. which

the gofpel requires as the mod powerful-principle o

virtue. And he very unjuftly, and I mud fay un-

eandidly, charges chriftians whofe principles do not

reach his own ftandard of orthodoxy, with a defigu

to lower the ftandard of chriftian morality.
&amp;lt;{

They,

fyys he, p. 139, &quot;who hold the fundamental doc-

* trines of
fcripture&quot; (that is, his own unfcriptural

opinions)
&quot; in their due foree, hold a!fo in its due

&quot;

degree of purity the practical fyftem which fcrip-

* ture inculcates. But they who explain away the

farmer*
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* c
former&quot; (that Is, who do not think with the aa

thor)
&quot; foften do\vn the latter alfo, and reduce it to

&quot; the level of their own defective fcheme. It is

tf not from any confidence in the fupericr amount
u of their own performances, or in the greater
* s

vigour of their own exertions, that they reconcile

s&amp;lt; themfelves to their low views of the fatisfactiotv

&quot; of Chrift, and of the influence of- the fpirit , bufe

65
it fliould rather fcem their plan fo to deprcfs the

6f
required flandard of practice that no man need

&quot;

fall fiiort of it, that no fuperior aid can be wanted
&quot; for enabling us to attain to it. It happens, how-
&quot;

ever, with refpedt to their fimple method of mo^
If

rallty, as in the cafe of the fliort ways to kriow-

&amp;lt;f

ledge, of which forne vain pretenders have vaunt-*

&quot;

ed, that thefe have failed of conducting them to

f the right object, and have iflued only in ignorance
&quot; and conceit.&quot;

I am forry to obferve, that this is a very illiberal

paragraph, which I hope that Mr. W. will, upon re=

conGderation, retract. Let him recollect that we^
who reject his pretended fundamentals as unfcriptu--

ral and untrue, have an equal right to charge him

with a defign to fubvert the foundations of virtue^

and &quot; to dcprefs the required fiandard of practice&quot;

But I truit we are tco well acquainted with the

fpirit of chriftianity to retort the charge upon oua

uncandid aflailant. We can give him credit for

&quot;writing
from the beft motives, and with an earneft
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uefire to promote practical religion, while we think

him greatly miftaken in the means he adopts for this

purpofe. Mr. W. may be affured that we, who re

probate the doctrines of original depravity, of the

pre-exiilence, the deity, and the fatisfaction, as it is

called, of Chrift, and of the fupernatural influences

of the fpirit, as grofs corruptions of the chriftian

religion, fet the itandard of chriftian morality as

high as he himfelf can do. We contend with equal

earneftnefs for the practice of univerfal virtue, and

for
perfe&amp;lt;Uon

of character : and what more can be

required ? It is true, that when the virtues are con-

fidered in detail, Mr. W. may infift upon certain re

gards as due to Chrift, which we may think unfcrip*

tural and idolatrous, and may lay, what we efteem,

an undue ftrefs upon ritual inftitutions ; but he has

no more right to condemn our morality for this di-

rerfity of opinion and practice, than a papift has to

cenfure him, for not worfhipping the virgin Mary,
nor obferving the feftivals of the faints. And we

feel ourielves as little hurt by his unjuft animadver-

fions, as he himfelf would be by thofe of the honed,

but ignorant, catholic. Love is, with us, the ful

filling of the law ; and the habitual practice of vir

tue, from a principle of love to God and benevo

lence to man, is, in our judgement, the fum and

fubftance of chriOian morality.

The do&rine of Unitarian chriftians lays the

bell foundation for love to God, becaufe it reprc-

feau
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fents the character of the Deity as perfectly wife,

benevolent, and impartial, ever purfuing the heft

ends, the virtue and happinefs of all his intelligent

offspring, by the befl and mod efficacious means.

Hence he appears to be the proper object of com

placency, gratitude, confidence, refignation, and joyj
and a {ready faith in the exiftence and government
of fuch a Being is a perpetual fource of fatisfaclion

and delight to every well difpofed mind. But the

God of A4r. W. s fyftem is a gloomy and capricious

tyrant, whofe chief employment, and therefore de

light, is to render his creatures miferable. How is

it then poflible to venerate and love him ?

The love of Chrift, upon this fyftem, rnufl very
much interfere with the love of God. To fay the

lead, the idea of this flupendous perfon, this fecond

God, divides and diilracls the attention, and occu

pies that fpace in the mind which is the fole property

of God himfelf, the only invifible Being of whofe

continual prefence with us we have any fatisfactory

evidence, who is therefore the only proper object of

our religious regards, and whofe idea is at all times

fumcient to occupy and fill the mind. The notion

of two infinite Beings is utterly beyond the com-

prehenfion of the human intellect ;
and indeed, as

Locke and Wollafton* have judly obferved, thefc

two ideas muft neceflarily coincide, and coalefce into

one. But the Father and the Son are commonly
*
Religion of Nature, p. 70. Locke s Fam. Letters, p. 412.

repre*
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yeprefented as di(Unt Beings, of different and even

oppofite characters ;
-the Father item, fevere, and

inflexible ; the Son all gentlenefs and compaffion-,

Submitting to bear his Father s wrath, and to ap-

peafe his anger, by fubftituting himfelf in the (lead

of the (inner*. It is impofiible to regard thefe two

chara&ers with equal affection, and the love of the

imaginary Chriit robs the living and true God of

his honour and homage.

Mr. W. obferves, p. 156, that God &quot; will not ac-

&amp;lt;f

cept of a divided affection
5&quot;

and again, p. 157,
&quot;

idolatry is the crime againit which God s faighefl
* c refentment is exprefTed, and his feverefl punilh-
ct ment denounced.&quot; Alfo, that &quot;it is not in bow-
&quot;

ing the knee to idols that idolatry confifts, fo

* much as in the internal homage of the heart, as

* c in the feeling towards them of any of that fu-

c&amp;lt;

preme love, or reverence, or gratitude, which

God

* This obfervation is exemplified in the following ftauzas

from one of Dr. Watts s hymns :

11 Once twas a feat of dreadful wrath,
&quot; And fhot devouring flame;

e( Our God appear d confuming fire,

And Vengeance was his name.

Jj-.- tifa^gin *&amp;gt; ..d *uSKi&amp;gt;W b;.^ 5^&amp;gt;oJ

(( Rich were the drops of Jefus blood

&quot; That calm d his frowning face,

il That fprinkled o er the burning throne,
*&amp;lt; And turn d the wrath to grace.

&quot; The
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* God referves to himfelf as his own e - s pi C-

*
rogative. On the fame principle, wha r

.&amp;lt;
v fife

^ draws ofF the heart from mm engtofles cur prime
*

regard, and holds the chief p ace in our efteera

&quot; and affedion, that, in the eib mation of reafon
} Is

&amp;lt;c no lefs an idol to us than an inv^e of wood or

&amp;lt;( ftone would be, before which we ihouKl fall down
* and worfhip,&quot; What ti-i---n, upon thefe princi

ples, mull we fay of that afi^ Hon and regard which

Mr. W. and thofe who thi.ii 7ith him. pay ;o the

imaginary perfon to whom ::?y afcribe the attri

butes of divinity, and who i- to fuch a decree the

rival of the true and living God in their affec&quot;lions ?

Mr. VV. has himfelf pronounc- d it to be idolatry?

and according to his reprefent
! tim of the cafe, his

own Hate, and that of many others, would be dan

gerous in the extreme. But, I n this inftance, he

happily miftakes the meaning of tie fcripture de

nunciations. The idolatry there reprobated, and

againlt which the fevereft judgements are threat-

* The peaceful gates 01 heav nly biiis

&quot; Are open d by the Son, &c.&quot;

Kow naturally and juftly doec tlie conclufion fellow;

&quot; To thee ten tboujand thanks we bring,
&quot; Great Advocate on high,

&amp;lt;s And glory to th eternal King
&quot; V/ho lays his fury by.&quot;

Thus it is that a phantom. of the imagination ufurps the

honours of the Hying God,

cncd,
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ened, is the heathen idolatry, which authorifed and

often required the moil atrocious crimes, chriilian

idolatry*, or the worfliip of the Son and Spirit to

gether with the Father, had not then an exigence :

and though it is much to be cenfured and lamented,

and carefully to be avoided ; yet, as it is not pro

ductive of fimilar immoralities, it is not liable to the

fame condemnation. And I doubt not that the

error, grofs and pernicious as it is, will in many
Inftances be fet down to the account of human

frailty, and mercifully overlooked by that gracious

13eing, who is acquainted with the powerful influ-

cnce x of early prejudices, and of fixed habits of

thinking, over the mofl upright and ingenuous
minds.

1

While, therefore, I feel it to be an indif-

penfible duty to bear my public teftimony againft

the worfliip of Jefus Chrift as difhonourable to

God, injurious to rational religion, and as in a flri6l

fenfe idolatrous, I entertain a high refpeft for the

piety and integrity of many of my fellow-chriftians,

who, in confequence of early and ftrongly riveted

prepofleffions, confcientioufly pralife it ; and who

no doubt think me guilty of little lefs than blaf-

phemy, or atheifm, in oppofing it.

1 am, Madam, &c.

* See Mr. Lindfcy s admirable Conventions on Chriftian

Idolatry, printed 1792 ; particularly the latter part of the third

day s Conversation, p. So. 87.

LETTER
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LETTER XII.

Practice of nominal chrijlians. Theory of religious

affeftions*
The chriftian fabbaih.

MADAM,

MR. Wilberfprce having in the la ft feUon &quot; en-

&quot; deavoured to afcertain the effential character of

&quot; true practical chriftianity,&quot; proceeds, feet. 2,
&quot; to

&quot;

inveftigate in detail the practical fyftem of the

&quot; bulk of profeffed chriftians among ourfelves.&quot;

And here he feems to have drawn a faithful portrait

of many perfons, who, profeffing to be chriftians,

complying with the external forms of religion, and

abftaining from grofs vices, flatter themfelves that

they have fulfilled the requifitions of the chriftian

law, while their hearts are devoted to &quot;the love of

&quot;

eafe, of diffipation, of pleafure, of pomp and pa-
&amp;lt;{

rade, of wealth and ambition, of the pleafures of

&quot; tafte and imagination, of fcience and literature,

u of reputation,&quot; and the like. And where any

of thefe are made the primary object of purfuit, in

preference to the love of God and the practice of

duty, it muft be allowed that the character falls

fhort of the ftandard of the gofpel. It is alfo much

to be feared, that a great part of the chriftian world

come under this defcription, and that many are in

circumitances of extreme danger who flatter them-

F ielves
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felves that they are perfectly fecure. Indeed, con-

fidering the influence of fclf-love, and the danger

ous confequences of felf-deception, it is the part of

true wifdom to be always vigilant, and to admit no

principle of action which will not bear the fevered

examination. Chriftianity fuflers not its profefibrs

to reft fatisfied in any thing fhort of perfection of

character, and he is certainly not a real chriflian

who does not afpire after it.

It is however wife to guard againft fuperftitious

fears. We think mod rationally of God when we

view him under the relation of a Father, whofe fole

tSefign is the welfare of his offspring, and who im-

pofes no hard and tmreafonable fervice. We can

not injure his character more than by conceiving of

him as an auflere and rigorous mailer, continually

laying fnares to entangle his fervants, and ever on

the watch to punim with undue feverity the leafl

deviation from duty. &quot;We are fure that we pleafe

him beft, when our conduct is moft conducive to

our own and others happinefs. And if this be our

habitual character, we need be under no apprehen-

fion with refpedt to our final acceptance.

In a true chriftian, the love of God, and devoted-

nefs to him, is the governing principle of action.

But we cannot always be exprefsly thinking upon

God; and a virtuous man is performing his duty

to the Supreme Being, as really, and as acceptably,

when he is purfuing the proper bufinefs of life, or

even
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even when enjoying its innocent and decent amufe-

ments, as when he is offering direct addrefTes to

him in the clofet, or in the temple *.

The obfervation, p. 191, that c&amp;lt;

heavenly things
&quot; are {rated in fcripture as recommending them-
&quot; felves to the feelings of the true chriitian, by
&quot;

being fuited to the renewed difpofitions of his

&quot;

heart,&quot; is the language of the theory which repre-

fents religion as the &quot;

fupernatural implantation of a

&quot; new principle,&quot; p. 162. The truth is, that reli

gion confifts, as the author himfelf elfewhere ob-

ferves, p. 184, in &quot; habits of mind.&quot; And there is

no reafon to think that religious habits are formed

differently from other habits, which are known to

be the refult of frequent acts. A habit of devotion

is neither inftinctive nor fupernaturally infufed ; it

is generated by frequent exercifes of religious wor-

fnip and contemplation , and a habit of doing good,

by acts of beneficence.

Many writers upon morals, and amongft them

our author, exprefs themfelves inaccurately con

cerning the love of virtue ; as though virtue could

have no exiftence where it is not praclifed for its

own fake. This is tantamount to affirming, that

virtue cannot exift but in its moft perfect (late.

Virtue muft always be approved by the underttand-

ing, but the practice of it is not always originally

* For God is paid when man receives :

To enjoy is to obey. PorE.

F 2 pleafing
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pleafmg. A vicious man begins to forfake his cri

minal courfes from a conviction of their folly and

danger. Pie enters upon the path of virtue from a

fenfe of duty or of interefl, not without fome de

gree of reluctance. By degrees difficulties fubfide,

and uneafmefies vanifh. That which was originally

indifferent, or difagreeable, becomes tolerable and

pleafant ,
he begins to love virtue for its own fake,

and purfues the path of rectitude, not fo much on

account of the end to which it leads, as for the plea-

fure he finds in it. The beginnings of virtue are

often painful, efpecially when habits of vice have

been previoufly contracted. And it is neither juft

nor wife to maintain, that there can be no virtue

without a difinterefted love of it. It tends to dif-

courage attempts at reformation in thofe who are

defirous of forfaking their vices, and of becoming

truly virtuous and religious. This may be a confi-

deration of little weight in the eftimation of perfons

who expect: no change of character without an &quot; ori-

&quot;

ginal&quot; fupernatural impulfe. But they who look

only to the operation of natural and moral caufes,

for natural and moral effects, will rather choofe to

reprefent abftinence from vice, from a fenfe of duty

and intereft, as a confiderable advance towards a

virtuous character ; and the love of virtue, though

not at firft perceptible, as gradually growing from

the habitual practice of it.

&quot; Let no man judge you,&quot; fays the apoftle,

5 Col. ii.
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Col. ii. 16, &quot;in refpe to the fabbath
day,&quot;

that is,

Regard no man s cenfure for not obferving the

fabbath. &quot; One man,&quot; fays the fame authorifcd

teacher, Rom. xiv. 5,
&quot; efteemeth one day above

&quot;

another; another efteemeth every day alike. Let

(t
every man be fully perfuaded in his own mind,&quot;

or, as Dr, Doddridge renders it,
&quot; let every man

&quot;

freely enjoy his own fentiment.&quot; Such is the

apoRolic canon : and the ground of it is, tlu.t chrif-

tians who differed in thefe points were equally in

fluenced by the fame principle, namely, regard to the

authority of (Thrift: and therefore were equally ac

ceptable to God. &quot;He that regardeth the day re-

&quot;

gardeth it to the Lord, and he that difregardetli
&quot; the day difregardetli it to the Lord.&quot;

This is the decifion of St. Paul : how different

from that of Mr. W. who, p. 193, in contradiction

to the apoftle -6 rule, direls men to judge of their

fincerity and proficiency in religion, by the pleafure

they take in the fabbatical obfervance of the firft day
of the week, and who pronounces, p. 199, a fevere

fentence upon thofe who do not think it neceflary

to obferve the Sunday with that ftrictnefs and feve-

rity which neither Jefus nor his apoftles, but a mif-

taken fpirit of devotion, has impofed, and with

which, it tells us,
&quot; we ought to be

delighted.&quot;

&quot; All thefe artifice?,&quot; fays Mr. W. p. 198, (referring

particularly to family parties, where neither mufic

F 3 no*
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nor cards are introduced)
&quot; whatever they may be,

&quot; to unhallow the Sunday, and to change its charac-
&quot;

ter, it might be almoft faid to relax its horrors,
&quot;

prove but too plainly that the worfhip of God is

&quot; with us a con drained and not a willing fervice,
tf which we are glad therefore to abridge, though
&amp;lt;l we dare not omit it.&quot; Fie adds, concerning the

fame defcription of perfons, that is, thofe who do

not approve and take pleafure in that rigid obferva-

tion of the day which he is pleafed to prefcribe,
&quot; that fuch perfons voluntarily acquiefce in a flate

4&amp;lt; of mind which is directly contrary to.the pofitive

tf commands of God, which forms a perfect contraft

tc to the reprefentations given us in fcripture of the

i( chriftian character, and accords but too faithfully,

&quot; in one leading feature, with the character of thofe

&quot; who arc ftated to be the objects of divine dit-

c*

pleafure in this life, and of divine punifhment in

&quot; the next.&quot;

Such is the uncharitable cenfure of Mr. W. in a

cafe which St. Paul having explicitly flated, has

clearly decided that everyone fhould freely enjoy his

own opinion. And fuch is the narrow fpirit univer-

fully generated, where will-worfhip and ritual ob-

fervances are fet upon a level with practical religion,

or fubftituted in its place. Warned by the apoftle,

I prefume not to condemn any man for his fabbatical

obfervation of the firft day of the week. But zealous

for
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for the liberty with which Chrifh hath made us free,

and regarding (as the apoftJe recommends*) no

man s cenfures for not obferving the fabbath day, I

have no hefitation in averting, that under the chrif

tian difperifation
(l
every day is alike.&quot; Of public

worfhip I am a fincere advocate ; and it having been

the uniform practice of ihe chriftian church to af-

fcmble for this purpofe on the fir ft day of the week,

I highly approve of the continuance of this laudable

and ufeful cuftom. But that under the chriftiaii

difpenfation one day is more holy than another f, or

that any employment, or any amufement, which is

lawful on other days, is unlawful on the Sunday,

can never be proved either from the chriftian fcrip-

tures or from ecclefiaftical antiquity. Nor is it ne-

ceffary. The chriftian law exprefsly requires, not

that a feventh part only, but that the whole of our

time, and every aUon of life, fliould be devoted to

the fervice of God, and that,
&quot; whether we eat or

u
drink, or whatever we do, we (hould do all to his

&quot;

glory.&quot;
So that to a true chriftian every day is a

fabbath, and every employment is an act of de

votion.

Mr. W. may perhaps not unprofitably pafs the

fir ft day of the week in the manner which he has.

* See p. ico, 101.

f See upon this fubjeft the controverfy between M&amp;gt;

-

. Evan-

Ton and Dr. Prieitley, where this iubjctft is fully difcuffed, and-

brought to a p.opcr iiluc.

F 4 prefcribed ;
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prefcribed j but every body cannot do it. The
mind grows weary by conftant attention to intellec

tual objects, and requires relaxation on the Sunday
as well as on other days. And to the generality of

chriftians, fmcere as well as nominal, who cannot

keep up their attention to religion through the

whole day, and are fuperftitioufly fearful of divert

ing their thoughts to any other fubjeft,
&quot; the Sun-

* l

day is, to fay the beft of it, p. 196, a heavy day,
&quot; and that larger part of it which is not claimed by
&quot; the public offices of the church, dully draws on
&quot; in comfortlefs

vacuity,&quot;
as many have experienced

whofe moral character is in no refpel inferior to

theirs, whofe minds are capable of a greater intcn-

fity of application, and their paffions of being kept

longer in a (late of religious effervefcence.

That the laws of any country mould enjoin a

fabbatifm which God has not required, appears to

me unreafonable and unjuit. How far it may be

prudent or decent to tt violate fuch laws&quot; when

made, is a different queftion; but Mr. W. has no

right to reprefent a rieglecl of fuch arbitrary human

inftitutions as &quot;-an infult upon religion.&quot; p. 196.

This fabbatical fpirit and thefe ritual practices

are very improperly and unwarrantably rcprefented,

p. 99, as (C eflential conftituents of a devotional

&quot;

frame.&quot; This is another inflance of that narrow

and cenforious fpirit which is generated by too great

an attachment to the forms of religion, A man

who
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who goes to church four times a day, commonly
thinks himfelf a better chriftian than he who is con

tented with three fervices only ; who in his turn

triumphs in his fpiritual fuperlority over the man
that fatisfies himfelf with two , while the latter,

if not more than ufually charitable, regards his

chriftian brother who goes but once, as little better

than a heathen.

Ii is obvious, that laying an undue ftrefs upon the

obfervation of the fabbath, naturally tends to intro

duce the fpirit which in the beginning of the fec~lion

I have now reviewed is fojuftly condemned. Many
who are fo

very religious on a Sunday, are too apt
to lay afide religion for the reft of the week. They
often put it off with their Sunday clothes. They
&quot;have paid their tithes, p. 163, fay rather their
&amp;lt;

composition, the demands of the church are fatif-

&quot;

fied, and they may furcly be permitted to enjoy
l&amp;lt; what (lie has left, without moleftation or inter-

ference.&quot;

I run, Madam, Sec.

LETTER
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LETTER XIIL

Concerning the defire of applaufe^ and whether amiable-

tempers and ujefu/ lives cotijlitute
the whole cf reli.*,

gvn.

MADAM,

I MUCH approve of what Mr. Wllberforce has,

advanced, feel. 3,
&quot;

upon the defiie of human efti-

&quot; matioa and
applaufe;&quot; a fubjecl which he has

treated with judgment and eloquence, and which he

has well difcufTed both as a philofopher and as a

chriftian. Nothing is more grateful to an ingenuous
mind than the approbation of the wife and good,,

when it comes unfought for, in the upright and oif-

interefted difcharge of dury. But applaufe ought
never to be made explicitly, much Itfs primarily,

the object of purfuit. The defire of applaufe not

only vitiates the motive, but ufually defeats its own
end : for praife is invariably withheld whenever the

love of praife appears to be the predominant princi

ple 5 and the only juft, and indeed the mod effeo

tual, way to attain a good reputation is to deferve.

it.

In religion efpecially, the opinion of the world is

the lafl confideration which ought to influence the

mind. No man is worthy of the name of chriftian,

much lefs can he attain to any honourable diftinc-.

tion
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tion in his prcfeffion, if he is not prepared fearlefsly

to feek after and avow chriftian truth, and to live in

the habitual difcharge cf chriftian duty, equally un-

inoved by the profane fcorn of fome, and the bitter

and unfounded cenfures of others. &quot; Never to be

&amp;lt;l afhamed of Chrift and of his words/ is a principle

which mufl be deeply e&amp;lt; graved on the hearts of all

who are ambitious of the character of his genuine
and approved difciples.

Mr. W. in his next fec&quot;Uon, p. 246, profeiTes to

&quot; flate and confute the generally prevailing error cf

u
fubttituting amiable tempers and ufeful lives in

&quot; the place of religion
&quot; and he introduces many-

good remarks, blended however with fome inaccc--

racies arifing from his inattention to the origin and

progrefs of the a(Felions.

He begins with obferving, that &quot; the error in

&quot;

qudtion is that of exaggerating the merit of cer-

u tain amiable and ufefui qualities, and of confuler-

&quot;

ing them as of themfeives fufTicierit to compenfate
&quot;for the want of the iapreme love and fear of

u
God,&quot; He dates with grtat propriety and im-

partiaiity
u the common language upon this head/

p. 247. He remarks, p. 2^8,
&quot; that a fatal diiiinc-

14 tion is thus admitted between morality and reli-

u
gion,&quot;

which he juitly calls
a a great and defpe-

&quot; rate error.&quot; He argues, p. 249,
&amp;lt;{ that the moral

&quot; worth of thefe benevolent tempers and ufeful lives

**
is apt to bs greatly over-rated.&quot; He obferves,

F 6 that
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that u there are many falfe pretenders to thefe ami-
&quot; able qualities j&quot;

and maintains, p. 250, that &quot; when
&quot; the benevolent qualities are genuine, they often

&quot; deferve the name rather of amiable inftincls than
&quot; moral virtues;&quot; and again,, p. 251, that u when
&quot;

they are not grounded and rooted in religion,
&amp;lt;c their duration is fhon and

precarious,&quot; awd &quot; that

*

they often terminate in cruelty and mifanthropy,&quot;

p. 254. He gives little credit, p. 255, &quot;forintrin-

* c
fie worth to ufeful lives, independent of religious

&quot;

principles.&quot;
He obferves, p. 256, that thefe qua

lities, however excellent,
&quot; could in no degree be

&quot; admitted as a compenfation for the want of the

tc
fupreme fear and Jove of God;&quot; nor, p. 258,

&quot; can it by any means be allowed, that in perform-
&quot;

ing their duties towards their fellow- creature? they
4 *

perform thofe to God virtually and fubftantially,

&quot;if not in name/ That thefe qualities, p. 261,
&quot;

fo far from being perfect in their nature, are ra-

&amp;lt;{

dically defective and corrupt^ that no practice
&quot; will be admitted as chrifliari, but that which flov.-s

&quot; from chriitian principles ;&quot;
and that the true

chriilian, p. 263, is
&quot;

really the moft amiable and
tf ufeful character.&quot; He adminifters, p. 265, very

fuitable admonitions to chriiiians upon thefe heads,

both to the &quot;

naturally fweet-temp &amp;gt;red and aclive,&quot;

p- 266, and &quot;to the naturally rough and auftere,&quot;

p. 267, and fuggefts excellent advice to the latter,

p. 270^
&quot; for acquiring a gentle and benevolent

&quot;

fpirit.
1*
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fpirit.&quot;
Mr. W. farther remarks, p. 272,

&quot;

that

&quot;

perfons of amiable tempers and ufeful lives have
&quot; indeed their reward, being always beloved in pri-
&quot;

vate, and generally refpecled in public, life. But
lc when devoid of religion, if the word of God be

c - not a fable, they cannot enter into the kingdom of

&quot;

heaven.&quot; He afterwards proceeds, p. 274, to

warn chriftians &quot; of the danger to which they are

&quot;

cxpofed of infenfibly lofing, in the bufinefs and
* buftle of the world, the right principles with
u which they let out, and their reliih for. the em-
*

ployments and offices of religion ;&quot;
and he con

cludes his feel ion with
&quot;offering advice/* in the

main jufl and ufeful, to fuch &quot;as fufpe6l this to be

&quot;their cafe;&quot; adding foirve proper animadverfion

upon the principles of Rondeau and Sterne, p. 282.

Not being an advocate for the do&rine- of in-

flinclivd principles, I can by no means coincide in

the declaration, p. 250.
&amp;lt;c that where the benevolent

tf
qualities are genuine, they often deferve the name

&quot; rather of amiable inftintls than moral virtues.&quot;

Leaft of all can I admit, that t; the qualities under
* conGderation are radically defective and corrupt,
&quot; that they are a body without a foul.&quot; This afier-

tiori originates in the erroneous opinion, that human

nature is
&quot;

radically tainted with
fin,&quot; and is as un

founded as the doctrine upon which it reils. Bene

volence is generated, like every other afieclion, by
the circumftances in which men are placed, and

the
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the impreffions to which they are expofcd. No
man is benevolent by inftint, any more than he is

by inflint a mufician, a philosopher, or a fcholar.

Alfo, benevolence, in whatever way acquired, is

a moral excellence. It is not efTential to moral rec

titude that there ihouid be a mental con$Il, or

previous difcipline ; otherwife, it could not be an

attribute of Deity. The virtue of an affeclion con-

fifts wholly in its beneficial tendency, and benevo

lence is as much a moral excellence in the Supreme

Being, in whom it exiits by neceffity*, us it is in

man, in whom it is the effeft of mental difcipline.

Hence it follows, that, if it were even inflinttive, it

would not on that account be lefs virtuous : and if

benevolence could exift as pure, fixed, and jeffica-

cious, without religion as with if, its moral value

would be the fame. But the truth is, that in the

prefent ftate of things, benevolence meets with fo

many powerful checks, that the principles of relif-

gion are ifs only effectual fupport; and nothing but

a ftrong fenfe of duty to Gou will induce men to

perfevere &amp;gt;n doing good to their fellow creatures, in

oppofition to ingratitude, calumny, difappointmenf,

and other condderations, which difcourage and

over-rule that benevolence which is not founded

upon piety, and often, as is juflly obferved, p. 254,

* If
ar&amp;gt;gds

are w ^at \\ ^y .^re generally fuppofed to be, their

virtues rnuft be inftmftivej but are they not therefore moral

Dualities
&amp;gt;

** convert
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* convert a generous and beneficent youth, as he
&quot; advances in life, into a hard and cruel tyrant, or

&quot; into a cold, four, and filent mifanthrope.&quot;

It is, however, perfectly true, p. 257,
&quot; that be-

&quot; nevolence and ufefulnefs can in.no degree be ad-

* mitted as a compenfation for the want of the

&quot;

fupreme love an-dfear of God, and that religion
&quot; fuffers not any fuch eompofition of duties.&quot; It is

eflential to the perfect happineib of man, that he

fhould entertain right fentiments of his iV-aker,

and right affections towards him ; without which,

he will feldom feel motives diffidently powerful to

produce the uniform practice of the focial and per-

fonal virtues. But whatever virtues may adorn the

mind, fo long as the love of God is ablent, the cha

racter is deficient in its mofb eflential excellence, arid

happinefs muft be proportionably incomplete.

What puniftiment may await thofe, if any fuch

there be, who, being perfect in die duties of bene

volence and felf-government, are deftitute of right

affections to the Supreme Being, it is difficult to

afcerta n. Mr. W. himfelf exprcfles his fentiments

upon this fubjecl
with more than ufual caution-,

p. 2.72, &quot;if the word of God be not a fable, they
&quot; cannot enter into the kingdom of heaven.

5 One

thing is certain Before fu h per ions can be finally

happy, they mutt undergo that difcipline, whatever

it be, which may be neceflary to generate fupreme

love
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love to God, and entire devoted nefs to his will.

At any rate, it is the wifdom of all to ufe their ut-

mofl endeavours to combine godlinefs with brotherly

kindnefs and charity, that they may not be wanting

in any of thofe qualifications which the gofpel re

quires as erTeimal to an intercft in its bieiiings.

In p, 267, we find fome excellent directions for

thofe who &quot; are confcious that they are naturally
&quot;

rough and auftere.&quot; Amongft other things, they

are advifed &quot; to force themfelves to abound in offices

t( of courtefy and kindnefs.&quot; This is the true way
of producing the habit of benevolence j

and they

who act thus from a fenfe of duty to God are acting

a wife and virtuous part, and with fteady pcrfever-

ance they fhall eveiuually fucceed. Mr. W. furely

muft have forgotten himfelf, when, p. 263, he re-

prefents certain actions which flow, as he exprefies

it,
&quot; froin a cold fenfe of duty/ as &quot; robbed of their

(f vital fpirit, and thereby fo debafctl and degraded
&quot; in our eftimation, as to become not barely lifelefs

s&amp;gt; and uniutereflingj but even diflafteful and loath-

&amp;lt;c

fome.&quot; Before moral affections are generated in

the mind, the fenfe of duty is the only efficacious

itimulus to thofe actions which will in the end pro
duce the moral habit. It muft be allowed, that

actions fo circumftanced indicate imperfection in

the agent, and are not fo intrinfically excellent as

when they proceed from a fixed principle of difm-

tcrefted
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terefled virtue. But furely it is going much too far

to affirm that a&ions &quot;

flowing from a fenfe of duty
*f are degraded, diitafteful, and loathfome.&quot;

The language is certainly incorrect, and the au.

thor cannot mean what his words feem to exprefs.

I am, Madam, &c.

LETTER XIV.

Qltfervations upon ivlat Mr. W. calls oiler grand
in the practical fyftem of nominal chrijl.ians,

MADAM,

IN his fuccceding felion, p. 285, Mr. Wilberforce

animadverts upon
&quot; fome other grand defects in the

&quot;

practical fyftem of the bulk of nominal chriilians.&quot;

Thofe which he here fpecifies are &quot; the inadequate
&quot; ideas which they entertain of the guilt and evil of

&quot;fin,&quot; &quot;their inadequate fear of God,&quot; &quot;their

&quot;

inadequate fenfe of the difficulty of getting to

&quot;

heaven,&quot;
&quot; their allowed defeclivenefs in the love

&amp;lt;c of God,&quot; and like wife &quot; in what regards the love

&quot; of their fellow creatures.&quot;

This fcclion contains many excellent obferva-

tions, that merit the ferious attention of all fincere

profeilbrs of religion. The ftandard of chriftian

morals is indeed fct fo high that few can hope to
1

reach
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reach it; but I do not know that it ought on tha

account to be difapproved. When we confider what

reafon, and revelation both, require as eflential to

perfection, and confequemly to happinefs, and com

pare the dandard with the actually exiding human

character, it may juflly excite alarming apprehen-

fions in the minds even of the mod virtuous men.

The mod enlarged charity can hardiy expet the

immediate falvation of the great mafs of mankind,

and men whofe characters approach the neareft to

perfection, can feldom attain more than a cheerful

preponderant hope, not unalloyed with fome anxious

fear : and perhaps this may be the bed and mod
ufeful date of mind, to frail and erring creatures, in

a courfe of probation. In this date of things, no

thing affords greater relief than the hope which phi-

Jofophy, enlightened by revelation, affords, of an

ultimate purification and renovation of all things.

The dodlrine of the future annihilation of the great

majority of mankind, and much more of their eternal

torment, is fuch as mud overcad a benevolent and

feeling mind with deep and habitual gloom.

To prove that &quot; the bulk of nominal chrif-

** tians have a mod inadequate idea of the guilt

&quot; and evil of
fin,&quot;

it is alleged, p. 286, that &quot; the

&quot;

guilt of a&ions is edimated not by the proportion
u in which according to f.ripture they are ofFenfive

** to God ; but by that in which they are injurious
&quot; to

fociety.&quot;
Men in a focial date naturally anim

advert
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advert with the greateft feverity upon thofe vices

which are moft immediately injurious to them, and

which tend to the diflblution of fociety itfelf.

Hence they acquire a habit, I will not fay, of over

rating the focial virtues, but rather of under-rating

the reft. It is indeed too obvious, that piety and

felf-government, in other words the divine .and per-

fonai virtues, are of little value in the eftimation of

many who call themfelves chriftians.

It is properly remarked, p. 290, that &quot; the flight

&quot; notions which many entertain of the evil of fin,

&quot; difcover an utter want of all fuitable reverence for

&quot; the Divine
Majefty.&quot;

The fear of God is indeed

&quot;juftly
termed in fcripture the beginning of wif-

u dom. :&amp;gt;

It is produced by the ferious contempla

tion of the infinitude of the divine power^ wifdoroj

and greatnefs; by the confideration of the evils

which are permitted under the divine government ;

by the experience of fufferings; by the denuncia

tions of fcripture ; and the confcioufnefs of guilt.

This principle alone would overwhelm the mind,

and produce continual dejecl:ion^ if it were not

blended and tempered with cheerful confidence in

the infinite goodnefs of God, which foftens it down

to that reverential awe of the divine majefly, which

is the greateft reftraint upon all vicious practices

and affections.

Mr. W. p. 290, reprefentirig the fear of God as a

principle in which &amp;lt;c nominal chriftians are greatly

7
&quot; deficient
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&quot;

deficient,&quot; as a proof of it mentions &quot; their flight
&quot; notions of the guilt and evil of fin

;&quot;
and hence he

takes occafion to fpeak of the juilice of the punifh-

ment denounced agaitift fin as &quot; rebellion againfl
&quot; the fovereignty of God,&quot; and obferves, that

* worlds upon worlds furround us, all probably full

ff of intelligent creatures, to whom, now or here-

&quot;

after, we may be a fpe&acle, and afford an exam-
&quot;

pie of the divine procedure.&quot; But this is a confi-

deratiori wholly imaginary, and therefore unworthy
of notice in a difcuffion of fuch high importance.

It is enough that God has declared, and that the

reafon of the thing demonftrates, that the wicked

(hall fuffer adequate punifliment.

As little occafion is there for the fucceeding ar

gument, from which we are told, p. 292,
&quot; that the

&amp;lt;c awful denunciations of the future punifhment of

&quot; fin derive additional
weight,&quot;

viz. that they
&quot; are

ci
reprefented as refulting from certain connexions

* and relations, which render them fuitable and
&amp;lt;c

becoming.&quot; This is explained by remarking that

(t the righteous belong to the kingdom of God, and
&quot; the wicked to the kingdom of Satan; they are his

&quot;

children, his fervants
; they do his works, and at

&quot;

length mall partake his portion, when the merci-

* ful Saviour (ball be changed into an avenging
&quot;

Judge, and (hall pronounce that dreadful fentence,
44
Depart from me, ye curfed, into everlafting fire

**

prepared for the Devil and his
angels.&quot;

The



A Review of Mr. Willerforce s Treatife, 11 J

The Devil, or Satan, not being a real but an alle

gorical or mythological perfon, the punifhment of

the wicked cannot, in ftrici propriety, be owing to

the relation in which they (land to him ; but they

fuffer juftly in confequence of thofe vices, by which

they are figuratively clafled amongft the fubjecls of

that allegorical being, who is reprefented as fharing

with the Deity in the government of the world, and

whofe empire comprehends the unbelieving and the

vicious portion of the human race.

Mr. W. in difcourfmg, p. 214, upon
&quot; the inade-

&quot;

quate conception of the difficulty of becoming
&quot; true chriftians,&quot; remarks, that &quot; the general no-
&quot; tion appears to be, that we are born chriitians.

&quot; We do not therefore look out for pofitive evi-

&quot; dence of our really being of that number j but,
&quot;

putting the onus probandi on the v/rong fide, we
&quot; conceive ourfelves fuch of conrfe^ except our title

&quot; be difproved by pofitive evidence to the con-
&quot;

trary.&quot;

That we are born chriftians, is a pofitton as erro

neous as that we are born Tinners. But it may be

truly affirmed of r^ fons who have been educated

in chriilian princ les and virtuous habits, that

&quot;

they are chrifH ;irfe till their title be dif-

*

proved by per e
contrary ;&quot;

that

is, tiM :ed habits of vice, from

whic! 1

ecn preferved,

i in cir-

. mces
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cum fiances favourable to moral improvement, and

in which they have not been expofed to temptations

beyond their ftrerigth.

It is obferved, p. 298, that &quot; in the language of

&quot;

fcripture chriltianity is not a geographical but a

w moral term. It is the poileffion of a peculiar na&amp;lt;*

&quot;

ture, with the qualities and properties which be-

&quot;

long to it. It is a (late into which we are not

&quot;

born^ but into which we mud be tranjlated ; a na-

tf ture which we do not inherit, but into which we
e&amp;lt; are to be created anew.&quot;

The Creator is here reprefented, as ufual, as hav

ing placed his human offspring in circumflances the

mod deplorable, from which they cannot efcape but

by a new creation, and the attainment of a new na

ture. For this, it is added,
&quot; we muft be indebted

(l to the undeferved grace of God, which is pro-
&quot; mifed to our ufe of the appointed means-&quot; But

of what avail is this promife, fince we are naturally

unable to make ufe of the means prefcribed ? And

where is the grace, or even the juftice, of firfl pla

cing men in a {late in which they are utterly inca

pable of every virtuous exertion, and then requiring

fuch exertions, and promifing affiftance to them ? It

is amazing that a perfon of Mr. W. s underflanding

can be fatisfied with fuch grofs mifreprefentations of

the Divine character, which cannot but excite the

grief and indignation of every well-informed and

well-difpofed mind.

Nor
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Nor can it by any means be admitted that &quot; chrif-

*
tianity is the poflefiion of a peculiar nature, with

&quot; the qualities and properties which belong to it.&quot;

True chriftianity is no fuch thing. It is a fyftem of

habits and afTedions, generated by a correfpondent

mental discipline. And thofe myftical reprefenta-

tions of religion, which lead men to expect a fuper-

natural change of the principles and affections, as

they are inconfiftent with true philofophy, and un

founded in genuine chriftianity, fo they are alfo un

favourable to good morals, as they encourage enthu-

(iafm, and lead men to judge of their flate from

certain inexplicable feelings, and rapturous emo

tions, rather than from habit and character, which

tends to puff up with vanity men of little know

ledge and warm paffions, while it difcourages the

truly virtuous, humble, and fincere.

We are told, p. 303,
&quot; that the bulk of nominal

a chriftians are defective in the love of God.&quot; Rea-

fon and philofophy do indeed teach us to think of

God with complacency and gratitude. And why ?

Becaufe he is the mod amiable of all beings, conti

nually doing us good, and intending cur ultimate

happinefs, and that of all rational creatures. The

fcriptures alfo require us to love God with all our

understandings, and with all our hearts, for &quot; God
&quot;

is Love.&quot; Mr. W. juftly reprefents love to God,

as &quot; a great conftituent in a true chrittian charac-

&quot;

ter,&quot;
and exprefles ftrong diiapprobation of the

&quot;

dull
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* dull artificial heartlefs gratitude
&quot;

of nominal

chrHHans. But what is the God of Mr. W. s fyf-

tem ? A Being who fir ft forms his creatures with a

nature radically depraved, and then condemns the

majority of them to eternal mifery, for being what

he himfelf made them. Can it be furprifing that

fuch a God as this is not the object of love ?

It is juftly obfcrved, p. 306, that &quot; the generous
ic

principle of love fcorns the refuge of cafuidry,
&quot; and that the lead hint, the flighted furmife, is

&quot; fufficient to make it dart from what is offenfive,

u and fly
with eagernefs to what is gratifying, to the

&quot;

object of affection.&quot; But it is likewife true, that

a rational love to God greatly tends to clear tha

mind from vain and fuperftitious fcruples.
u Per-

&quot; feel love, cajjieth out fear.&quot;

An objection is here introduced by our author

againft the &quot;lawfulnefs of theatrical amufements,&quot;

from their inconfidency with the love of God
j and

another, p 3175 from their repugnance to general

benevolence ;
&quot; the fituation of the performers, par-

&amp;lt;c

ticulCily of thofe of the female fex, being remark-
cc

ably unfavourable to the maintenance and growth
&amp;lt;4 of the religious and moral principle, and of courfe

&quot;

highly dangerous to their eternal intereds
&quot;

I am far from thinking that the dage, in its pre-

fent date, is a perfect
** fchool of morals, and am

no advocate for a freqi.?m, promifcuous attendance

upon theatrical amufements. But the abufe of any

thing
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thing is no objection againft rhe prudent and mo
derate ufe of it. Theatrical amufements are not in

themfclves unlawful, nor are all dramatic compo-

fitions of an immoral tendency. No amufement is

more innocent, or more rational, than that of a

well-regulated theatre. Nor have fuch entertain

ments been univerfally objected to, or declined, by

perfons of the greatelt refpedtability of character,

who would be as far from encouraging any thing

really injurious, or immoral, as thofe who make the

greateft profefiions of piety.

Chriflianity regulates principles and habits, and

leaves particular practices to the difcretion of the

individual. &quot; To him who efteemeth any thing to

&quot; be unclean, to him it b unclean*.&quot;
*

For thofe

who think theatrical amufements to be univerfally

unlawful, it is bed to abftain from them altogether.

But let them not be unreafonably fevere in their

cenfures of others who have no fcruples of this na

ture, and whofe characters are in no moral view

unworthy of their chriftian profeffion.

The objeclion which is urged from the moral

cffeft of their fituation upon the performers them-

felves, is indeed very plaufible. But the argument

proves too much. If nothing is to be done which

is either directly or indirectly a means of tempting
others to vice, few adieus would be innocent. It is

* Rom. xiv. 14.

G a prin-
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a principle which, in its utmoft extent, would prove

-the unlawfulnefs of manufactures and commerce,

which, in many cafes that it would be eafy to fpe-

cify, are by no means favourable to the morals of

.the parties concerned in carrying them on. Upon
the whole, therefore, the fpecial circurnftarices of

each cafe mud determine the propriety of the ac

tion ;
but there is no good reafon for condemning

theatrical amufements, as univerfally inconfiftent

with the chriftian character.

I cannot conclude this letter without expreffing

my entire approbation of thofe &quot; true marks of

*&amp;lt; benevolence
&quot; which Mr. W. has introduced

p. 312, &c, He here fpeaks the language of the

moil exalted chriftian philanthropy, and eloquently

defcribes that fublime generofity to which it is

agreed by all chriftians, how widely foever they

may differ in doctrinal points, that the chriftian

religion is intended, and by its interefting difco-

veries calculated, to form the minds of its pro-

feflbrs. It is pleafing to obferve, that fincere chrif

tians of all denominations agree in the moral pur-

pofe and tendency of their holy religion : and this

confideration {hould fofien that afperity and ran

cour, with which, through the infirmity of human

nature, they are too much difpofed to regard and

.to treat each other, for differences of opinion

concerning the moil efficacious means of .attain-
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ing the end to which they unanirnoufly profefs to

afpire.
I am,

Madam, c.

LETTER XV.

little practical value of what are called &quot; ike

&quot;peculiar
doctrines of chriftianity&quot;

MADAM,

IN the five preceding fedio;is I have had the plea-

fure of accompanying Mr. &quot;Wilberforce through the

greater part of his route, with here and there an

occafional deviation. I am forry that in the feciion

which is the fubjeft of this epiRIe, and in which he

treats of what he calls
&quot; the grand radical defect o

&quot; nominal chriftians,&quot; namely, their neglect of,

what he pronounces to be,
&quot; the peculiar do&rines

&quot; of cbriftianity,&quot;
I am obliged to abandon him,

altogether. But truth calls, and .her authority is

paramount.

Remembering the time when I was myielf a

fmcere believer in the Orange and unfcriptural doc

trines, fo eloquently recommended in this feHon, I

ought to feel candour and fympathy for thofe who

are ftill under the fame delufion, and who now

think and feel as I then thought and felt. But J

G 2 acknow-
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acknowledge, that, according to my prefent views,

it appears wonderful that prejudice fhould fo far

miflead the understanding, as to induce a man of

fenfe and integrity to fet down as effential doctrines

of chriflianity, tenets plainly repugnant both to its

letter and fpirit, and to adopt a {train of language
and fentiments which more than borders upon im

piety and idolatry, and which I cannot witnefs with

out a fenfation of horror.

I muft alfo obferve, that as the God of this fyf-

tem is a Being of fuch ilern feverity, and indeed

malignity, it is natural for thofe who receive it,

willingly to imagine the exiftence of a fecond per-

fon, who, being invefled with all the amiable attri

butes of Deity, and having alfo voluntarily fubmitted

in an incarnate form to bear the wrath of God for

the benefit of believers, becomes really the object of

religious complacency, gratitude, and confidence,

and occupies that place in the mind which properly

belongs to the one living and true God. And thefe

affecT-ions to an unreal phantom, being by medita

tion and exercife wrought up to a high tone, pro

duce many of thofe beneficial moral effects which

would refult from right views of, and affections to,

the Supreme Being himfelf. Neverthelefs, thefe

moral fentiments being founded on fancy, are as

various and capricious as fancy herfelf, and fall far

below that dignified and manly piety which is the

natural refult of proper attention to juft and rational

principles,
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principles, and which is a permanent and acYive

(limulus to univerfal virtue. In no human charac

ter did rational devotion ever appear in a more con-

fpicuous light, than in that of the hciy and humble&quot;

Jefus, who would doubtlefs have rejected with ab

horrence thofe divine honours which his miftakert

followers in later ages have afcribed to him, had

they been addrefTcd to him previous to his departure
from this world.

In this feclion, Mr. W, firfl complains cf the

forgetfulnefs of, what he calls, the &quot;

peculiar dcc-
&quot;

trines of chrUHanity: to this, he tells us,
&quot;

it is

&quot;

owing that fome men fatisfy themfelves with
&quot;

partial reform,&quot; p. 320. and &quot; others are tempted
&quot; to

defpair,&quot; p. 322. He then defcribes the &quot;acU

** vice of modern religioniils to fuch as are defirous

w of
repenting,&quot; p. 324. and immediately after

wards, p. 325,- &quot;the advice which&quot; he fays that &quot; the

w
holy fcriptures and die church of England give to

&quot; the fame
perfons.&quot;

He then ftates &quot; the ditiinc-

* {

tion, between the true chriftian and all other rell*

&amp;lt;c

gionifts, concerning the nature of holiuefs and
is the way in which it is to be obtained,&quot; p. 326.
He reprefents

&quot; attention to thefe doctrines as the

&quot;

proper means of growing in
grace,&quot; p. 328. and

recommends &quot;

looking to Jefus, as that which belt

&quot;teaches the importance of
chriiHanity,&quot; p. 331.

&quot; which enforces the duty of devotednefs to God,&quot;

p. 332.
&quot;

together with the guilt of fin, and dread

G 3 of.
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&quot; of punifhment,&quot; ib.
&quot; which belt promotes love

&quot;to God,&quot; p. 334. &quot;to Chrift,&quot; p. 335-&quot;
and

&quot; to our fellow-creatures/ p. 336.-
u xvliich pro-

&quot; duces humility,&quot; p. 337.
tf moderation in earth-

&quot;

ly purfuits, and cheerfulnefs in
fuffering,&quot; p. 339.

&quot;

courage and confidence in dangers, and hea-

&quot;

venly-rnindednefs,&quot; p. 342; and he concludes the

feclion with obferving, p. 346, &quot;that the place held

&quot;

by the ifuppofed) peculiar doctrines of chrifti-

&quot;

anity conftitutes the grand diftinction between
** nominal and real chrjtlians.

* The -grand radical defect in the practical fyftem
&amp;lt;( of nominal chriftians&quot; is faid, p. 320, to be &quot; the

*
forgetfulnefs of ail the peculiar doctrines of the

*

religion they profefs, viz. the corruption of human
tl

nature, the atonement of the Saviour, and the

*
fa li61ifying influence of the holy fpirit ;&quot;

none of

which^oclrines are true in facl, nor derive the leaft

countenance from the chrifiian fcriptures. Happy
had it been if they had never been invented, and

thrice happy when they (hall be totally forgotten.

&amp;lt;* Thar men who in ficknefs form good refolu-

&quot; dons do, when they recover, fometimes relapfe
&quot; into their old habits of

fin,&quot;
and fometimes &quot;take

* 4

up with a partial and fcanty amendment,&quot; is im

puted, p. 321, &quot;to a prevailing ignorance of the

&amp;lt;c real nature of chriftianity, and forgetfulnefs of its

&quot;

grand peculiarities ;&quot; meaning thereby the un-

fcriptural notions dated above. This fophifm is

called
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called by logicians the &quot;

afllgnation of a falfc caufc.&quot;

The fact is but too true, that many v. ho make good

rcfolutions upon a Tick bed forget them with return

ing health. And this is owing., in part, to the re

turn- of the ufual (late of the brain, and \vith it the

ufual (late of mind previous to ficknefs ; fo that the&quot;

will to reform is wanting, and the virtuous difpofi--

tion produced by ficknefs vanifhes like a. dream.

Alfo, where inclination remains, and the judgment
continues to be convinced of the ncccffity of re

formation, refolution often fails. An undue confi

dence is frequently placed in a fuppofed freedom of

the will, which encourages a pcrfon to venture into

circumftances of temptation, and makes him negli

gent of that mental discipline, by the perfevering

ufe of which alone inveterate habits of vice can be

eradicated, and virtuous affections fubftituted in

their place.

Mr. W. p. 324, dates what he calls &quot; the advice

c&amp;lt; of modern religionifts to fuch as are defirous of
&quot;

repenting,&quot;
viz. &quot; Be forry for your fins; difcon-

* tinue the practice of them ; do your utmoft ; dif-

&amp;lt;l

charge with fidelity the duties of your {rations;
&quot; read fuch books as will inftru& you in the princi-
&quot;

pies of a chridian
life,&quot;

and the like. And truly

the advice of thefe &amp;lt;c modern
religionifts&quot; appears to

be very falutary, and no reafonable objection could

have been made to it, had it not been interlarded

vith the unfcriptural fictions of the &quot; merits of

G 4 Chrift,&quot;
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&quot;

Chrift,&quot; and the fu pernatural
&quot; aftiftance of the

&quot;

Holy Spirit.&quot;

Should any perfon in the circumflances fuppofed,

oppvefled by the tyranny of evil habits, and fincerely

defirous of radical reformation, or, in other words,
of becoming a real chriftian, apply for advice to a

judicious and well-informed inilru&or, fuch an ad-

vifer would perhaps fay to the felicitous inquirer: It

is needlefs to pay regard to thofe unfcriptural doc

trines which many fo highly extol
; fuch as original

ftn&amp;gt; incarnation, atonement, plenary fatisfafticn, merits

of Chrift, and the like ; they may perplex your un-

derftanding, and divert your attention from ufeful

truth, but they can do no good. The age of mira

cles is pair.. ExpecT: no fupernatnral impreflions

upon your mind, and do not fancy that moral and

religious principles and habits are to be acquired in

a different way from other habits of mind. Do not

{train fcripture metaphors to fenfes which their au

thors never intended; and imagine not that any

myftery is contained in thofe ftrong expreflions, by
which the apottles meant nothing more than to de-

fcribe the great change which pafled upon an idola

trous heathen, or a pharifaic jew, when he became u

fmcere chriRian. Difcard myRicifm, and do not

fuppofe that religion is a {hate of mind which keeps

the padions in conftant agitation and effervefcence.

Thepraclice of virtue depends infinitely more upon

fettled principles than upon warm and tranfient

feelings.
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feelings. Confult the fcriptures. &quot;Do juftice, love

&quot;

mercy, walk humbly with God; ceafe to do evil
,3

&quot; learn to do well ; though your fins are as fcarlet,

&quot;

they [hall be whiter than fnow ; though red like,

&quot;

crimfon, they (hall be as wool : Fear God, and
&quot;

keep his commandments : Repent, and be con-

&quot;

verted, that your fins may be blotted out : Love
&quot; God with all your underflanding, and with ail

&quot;

your heart, and your neighbour as
yourfelf.&quot;

What can be more intelligible, or mere rational

than fuch directions as thefe ?

To excite you to an habitual, practical regard to

them, fix in your mind jufl and honourable iVmi-

ments of God, as the greateft, wife (I and bed of

Beings, who cannot act unjuftly by any of his crea

tures , whofe fixed purpofe it is to make them

happy; and who permits the exitlence of no evil,

natural or moral, but what is neeeiTary to accom-

pliih this end. Remember, that the very definition

of virtue is, a courfe of conduct leading to the

greateft ultimate happinefs ; of vice, that winch-

leads to mifery. You are deficient in virtuous ha

bits, you wifh to form them; you have contracted

vicious affections, you wi(h to exterminate them.

Men are the creatures of circumftances : ami

habits grow, or fade, by the influence of correfpond-

ing impreffions, v/ith the fame regularity, ami cer

tainty, with which the fruits of the earth are pro-

G 5 ducal.
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duced, and matured, by the genial influence of the

fun and of the fructifying {Lowers, or blighted by

the lightning and the mildew You know the circum-

ftnnces in which your vicious habits were originally

contra&ecs and by which they have been confirmed.

Avoid thefe circumftances, and give the mind a con

trary bias. You know what impreffions will pro

duce juiiiee, benevolence, piety, devotion, and all

other moral virtues. Expofe your mind repeatedly,

and perfeveringly, to the, influence of thefe impref-

fions, and the affections themfelves will gradually

r.ife, and infenfibly improve, till they grow to their

proper perfection, and your virtue becomes fixed:

and difmterefled, All that is, required is judgment*

refolution, time., and perfeverance j.
and in every

itage of your progrefs you will thankfully afcribe all

your improvements, your hopes, and your confola-&amp;gt;

tions, to God, to whofe appointment, and continued-

agency, all caufes owe their efficacy.

By fuch advice as this, a judicious inftruclor-

would neither expect nor defire to produce one of

thofe ecftatic chnftians, who are fometimes .mounted;

** on the top of
Pifgah,&quot; exulting, in the profp.ecl: c

the promife.d land, and at other times fighing and-

weeping in the &quot; vale of humiliation,&quot; and tor

menting themfelves with doubts and imaginary ter

rors :
fometimes full of rapturous- affection to their

&quot;Beloved,&quot; and their fouls carried out &quot;like the

&quot; chariots
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cc chariots of Amminadib*,&quot; and at other times

mourning under &quot; the hidings of his face,&quot; and cry

ing out,
&quot; Why ftay his chariot wheels?&quot; In other

words, who are amufing, or alarming, themfelves

with vain phantoms of the imagination, inftead of

engaging with alacrity in the duties of life. But, by

properly attending to the advice propofed, they

would become virtuous, amiable, and ufeful charac

ters-, refpe&ed by the wife and good ; enjoying peace

in their own minds ; repofing a cheerful confidence

in God; and looking forward with hope to a blefled

immortality: their lives would be honourable and

exemplary, their death tranquil j and their reward

glorious.

In contradiction to all this, Mr. W. s advice to

fuch perfons, p. 325, concurring, as he fays, with

the church of England, is,
&quot; to lay afrem the whole

&quot; foundation of their religion, to proftrate them-

&quot; felves before the crofs of Chrift with humble pe-
&quot; nitence and deep felf-abhUlrence, folemnly re-

&quot;

folving to forfake all their fins, but relying on
&quot; the grace of God alone for power to keep their

&amp;lt;( resolution. Thus, and thus only, She aflures them.

&amp;lt;c that all their crimes will be blotted out, and that

&quot;

they will receive from above a new living princi-
5&amp;lt;

pie of holinefs.&quot; Then follow a feries of texts

* -No chariots of Amminadib

The heavenly raptures can defcribe* WATIS.

G 6 which
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which he tells us that &quot; She produces from the word
&quot; of God as the ground and warrant of her coun-

* f
fel.&quot; But if S/:e produces no better evidence of

her other do&rines than of thefe, it is much to be

feared that She will be found very deficient when

weighed in the balances of reafon and truth. Not

a word do any of thefe texts contain, of &quot;

proftra-

a tion at the foot of the crofs,&quot; not a word of &quot; de-

&quot;

pendence upon the influences of the
fpirit,&quot;

not a

word of ff
receiving a new living principle of holi-

&quot;

nefs.&quot;

The nrft is, A&s xvi. 31. &quot;Believe in the Lord
a

Jefus Chrift, and thou (halt be favedi:&quot; where the

apoitle exhorts the terrified jailor to receive the

chriflian religion, as the only means of favlng him

from the bondage of idolatry and vice, and all its

mifcruble confequences. In the fucceeding text?,

quoted from John xv. cur Lord, under the emblem

of &quot; a vine and its branches,&quot; reprefents a ftedfail

adherence to chriflian principles as elTential to the

perfection of chriftian morals.

The laft paflfage is taken from the epiflle to the

Ephefians, or rather the Laodiceans*, ch, ii. 8. And

the true meaning is, what no one who is
critically

acquainted with St. Paul s language can miftake,

* See Dr. Paley s Hors Paulinae, an admirable work, which

exhibits a mod fatisfa&ory defence of the genuinenefs of Sr.

Paul s epiftles, in a mafterly arrangement of prefumptive and

eircumftantial evidence.

that
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that God had gracioufly imparted the gofpel to

them, without any antecedent merits of their own ;

that having been converted from heathen idolatry

to the knowledge and worfhip of the true God, they

were in a manner introduced into a new world j

nnd that the defign of this extraordinary change was

to make them virtuous and happy.
* c

By grace are

&quot;

ye faved,
1

from idolatry and vice ;
&quot;

through
&quot;

faith,&quot; that is, by embracing the chrifiian religion:
&quot; and that not of yourfelves, it is the gift of God.&quot;

You did. not originally feek for the blefTings of the

gofpel 5 but God communicated them to you un-

afked, and when you were unconcerned about them
3

and undeferving of them.

&quot; Not of works, left any man fhould boafl.&quot;

There was not a heathen in the world who could

claim the privileges of the gofpel as the merited

reward of his virtues. &quot; For we are his workman-
&quot;

(hip:&quot; God, having freely given thefe privileges, is

to be regarded as the proper caufe of the happy
effects produced by them. He is the author of this

ftupendous change, which may be confidered as an

introduction into a new (late of being :
&quot; We are

li created in Chrift Jefus to good works.&quot; The

effecl. of heathen principles was vice and profligacy;

but the tendency of the chriftian doclrine is to uni-

verfal virtue.

Mr. W. p. 327? inaccurately reprefents
&quot; the

&quot;

grand difunction between the true chriftian and

6 &quot; other
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&quot; other religionifrs to fubfift concerning the nature-

u of holinefs, and the way in which it is to be ob-

&quot; rained. The nature of holinefs,&quot; he tells us,
&quot; is

&quot; no other than the refloration of the image of

&quot;

God.&quot; And I believe that all rel-igtotnfts (as he is

pleafed to denominate thofe who differ from him,

in contradi(Unc~tion to true
chrijtians&amp;gt;

that is, to the

abettors of his own opinions) will agree, that virtue

confifts in conformity to the moral attributes of

God. But there is an eflential difference of opinion

between them, with refpecl. to the manner of ac-

quiring it. Mr. W. s true chriftian,
&quot;

difclaiming
&quot; with indignation every idea of attaining it by his

&quot; own ftrength, all his hopes of poflefling it reft a!-

&quot;

together in the divine afiurances of the operation

&quot;of the holy fpirit j&quot;
while my

ft
religionift&quot;

ex-

peeling moral Jiabits to be acquired precifely in the

fame way in which other habits are attained, makes

ufe of fimilar means: and when the end is accom-

plifhed, he will afcribe it to the Supreme Being, in

the fame fenfe in which all other good things are to.

be referred to him, who is the Caufe of all caufes,

and whofe energy gives efficacy to every interme

diate agency. .

Mr. W. s true chrillian farther &quot;-knows,&quot; p. 328,

what I hope that my
u
religionift

&quot;

will ever remain

ignorant of, viz. that &quot; this holinefs is not to precede

&quot;reconciliation to God, and be -its cavfe, but to

&quot;follow, it, .and be its effects that is, in other

5;. words*
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words, that a vicious man may be in a ftate of -re

conciliation with God: than which nothing can be

more repugnant to truth, and to the whole tenor of

chriftianity. Mr. W. has indeed a faving claufe,

namely, that &quot;

by faith in Chrift only he is juftified

&quot;in the fight of God;&quot; informing us in a note,

&quot; that faith when genuine includes repentance.
*

Now, according to this ftate of the quettion, either

a man may &quot;repent&quot;
without being

&quot;

holy,&quot;
or he

may be &quot;

juftified in the fight of God&quot; without

&quot;-being
in a ftate of reconciliation with him.&quot;

Mr. W. s &quot;true chriftian&quot; may, perhaps, be able

to folve this difficulty, which, I fear, would puzzle

the more obtufe intellect of my fimple
&quot;

religionift.&quot;&quot;

And this is the more unfortunate, as we are aiTured,

p. 329, that &quot; thefe gigantic truths retained in view
&quot; would put to {hame the littlenefs of their dwarfifii

&quot;

morality.&quot;

Mr. W. further obferves, p. 328, that the chrif

tian finds, in the confideration &quot; of the peculiar
&quot; doclrines of the gofpel, and in the contemplation-
&quot; of the life, character, and fufFerings of our hie/Ted*

f&amp;lt;

Saviour, the elements of all practical wifdom?

To this observation I give my- cordial afTent, pro
vided that no doctrines are admitted as the peculiar

doclrines of the gofpel, but what the gofpel con-,

tains.

The remainder of this feftion, from p. 331, i&,

taken up in ibewing that looking unto Jefus, by which

the.
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the pious v/riter means an habitual regard to the

do&rine and example of Chrift, is
&quot; the bed means

** of producing and fupporting the chriftian virtues&quot;

which he there fpecifies. I entirely concur with

him in thinking, that juft views of, and ferious re-

fle&ions upon, the character and doctrine of our

great Mailer have the moft beneficial moral tendency.

But erroneous views tend to produce erroneous

affections, and an erroneous practice ; of which we
have various inftances in the cafe before us.

&quot;

Looking unto
Jefus,&quot; fays Mr. W. p. 332.

* c We find difplayed in the moft lively colours the

*

guilt of fin, and how hateful it muft be to the
&quot;

perfect holinefs of God, when we fee that, rather
u than fin fhould go unpunifhed, God fpared not
&quot; his own fon, but was pieafed to bruife him and
&quot;

put him to
grief.&quot; Where does the fcripture tell

us that Jefus fufFered, that &quot;

fin might not go un-
&quot;

puniihed ?&quot; and where does it require us to look

to the furferings of Chrift, to imprefs upon our

minds a fenfe of the evil of fin ? How unworthy
the charadler of the Supreme Being to punifh the

innocent for the guilty ! And how inconfiftent with

the declarations of the fcriptures, which uniformly

reprefent the wicked as punifhed for their own fins,

and penitents as freely pardoned by Divine mercy,
without reference to any foreign confideration what

ever !

The fon of God is faid, p. 3^3,
&quot; to have con-

&quot;fenUd
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&quot;fented
to take upon him our degraded nature

,&quot;

language moft unfcriptural and untrue, and what

Jefus never affirmed of himfelf, nor his apoftles

concerning him.

Mr. W. p. 334j reprefents &quot;looking to Jefus as

** the bed means of growing in love to God.&quot; I

think fo too, but not in his fenfe of the phrafe.

The gofpel is God s befl gift to man. It brings life

and immortality to light. But that God, having
firft placed his creatures in a (late of helplefs mifery,

(hould fend an innocent perfon to redeem a few by

fuffering in their (lead, whatever joy it may excite

in thofe who are, or who fancy themfelves to be,

the fortunate objects of this choice, can never ge
nerate a rational and cordial love to a Being fo ca

pricious and cruel. Happily for us, the character

of the true God is the reverfe of this : all amiable,

juft, wife, and good.

Much is advanced, p. 337, to fliew the tendency
of &quot;

looking to Jefus to promote humility.&quot;
But to-

be &quot;

imprefTed with a fenfe of our natural darkncfs*
u and helpleflhefs, and mifery, from which it was
u

requifite to ranfom us at fuch a price/ is not

diriiiian humility, but iirjufike to our wife and

good Creator, and an unwarrantable depreciation

of his works.

I agree, however, with Mr. W. p. 339, that from.,

the fuffcrings of Chriit we may juilly learn not to

eftimate earthly, profperity too highly; and to be

willing,
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willing, like our honoured mailer, to make great

facrifices in the caufe of truth, and for the good of

others.

We are told, p. 346,
&quot; that the main iHflinction,

c&amp;lt; between real chriftianity and the fyftem of the

&quot; bulk of nominal chriftians, chiefly confifts in the

&quot; different place which is affigned in the two
&quot; fchemes to the peculiar doctrines of the gofpel.

&quot;

Thefe, in the fcheme of nominal chriftians, if

&quot; admitted at all, appear but like the flars in the

&quot; firmament to the ordinary eye ; but to the real

&quot;

chrtfttah) on the contrary, thefe peculiar doctrines -

* conftitute the centre to which he gravitates, the

&quot;

very fun of his fyftem, the foul of the world, the

&quot;

origin of all that is excellent and lovely ! the-

&quot; fource of light, and life, and motion, and genial-

&quot; warmth and plaftic energy.&quot;

In terms like thefe would an eloquent catholic

cxprefs himfelf concerning the doctrine of tranfub-

flantiation, the worfhip of the virgin, and the facri-

fice of the mafs, which are to him effential doctrines

of the gofpel received by
&quot;

all real chriftians.&quot;

Thus does zeal often increafe in proportion as the

doctrines defended recede from the fimplicity of

truth, and the purity of the gofpel. But riotwith-

Handing thefe confident aflertions, we, who admit

the fcriptures only as our rule, have no hcfitation

in denouncing what are here called &quot; the peculiar
t doctrines of chriftianity/ as grof corruptions of

the
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the true religion of Jefus. And though we do not,

after the example of Mr. W. confine the honour-

able cliftinclion of &quot;real chriilians&quot; to thofe only

who think with us upon thefe fubjcts, we regard it

as an indifpenfable duty, upon every proper occa-

fion, to avow our determined rejection of them, and

to enter our public, folemn protefl againft them.

Mr. W. concludes his fection with a quotation

containing the following addrcfs to Chrift, here

called, but no where in the fcrintures, &quot;the eternal

Word.&quot;

From Thee is all that foothcs the life of man,

His high endeavour and his glad fuccefs,

His ilrength to fuffer, and his will to flrve.

But, O thou bounteous Giver of all good,

Thou art, of all thy gifts, thyfclf the crown,

Language equally unfcriptural and unbecoming

occurs p. 341, where Jefus is addrefled as
&quot;calling

&quot;

upon us to fuffer j as ordaining difappointment,
&quot;

poverty, ficknefs, and fhamc , and as compen-
&amp;lt;c

fating temporal fufferings by the confolations of

&quot; his
grace.&quot;

This may juftly be called fupplanting the true

God in the throne of the univerfe, by the introduc

tion of an imaginary fubflitute. If Chrift is the

fl centre of all minds,&quot; the &quot;

giver of all
good,&quot;

and

the &quot;

difpofer of all events,&quot; that great Being,

whom the pious and humble Jefus calls
(C his Father

&quot; and
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&quot; and our Father, his God and our God
*,&quot;

is a

mere cypher in the creation. Surely, this is pal

pable idolatry. And that any perfons profeiTing

the chriftian religion, with the fenptures in their

hands, fhould receive a dotrine, and exemplify a

pradice, fo diredtly repugnant to the firft principles

of the chriftian religion, and to its mod explicit pre

cepts, is a facl: which could hardly be credited, if

not verified by daily experience , and is a memora

ble and much to be lamented inftance of the fafci-

nating power of religious prejudice.

1 am, Madam, &cv

LETTER XVI.

of cbriftianify. Internal evideticr.

IN the fhort chapter, c. v. which fucceeds that irr

which Mr. Wiiberforce treats fo much in detail

upon what he regards as u the prevailing inadequate
&quot;

conceptions of practical chriftianity,&quot;
he infills

upon
u the excellence of chriftianity in certain 1m-

**
portant particulars, and upon the argument which

*
Jolui xx. 17.

refulu
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&amp;lt;( rcfults thence in proof of its divine
origin.&quot;

And

lie here notices &quot; the confiilency between the lead-

&quot;

ing dOvSlrines and practical precepts of chriftianity,
&amp;lt;{

P* 35&amp;gt; amongft each other.&quot; Having purfued

this fubjec~l a little in detail, he mentions it as tf a

&quot; further excellence of the chriftian religion, that it

&quot; fets a higher value upon moral than upon intel-

&quot; leclual attainment
&quot;

p. 356. and he concludes

the chapter with noticing
&quot; the ftrong prefumption

&quot; in favour of the divine authority of the chriftian

M
religion, arifmg from the different fpecies of proofs

&quot; which concur in eftablifhing it.&quot;

In the general fentiments advanced in this chap

ter, I am happy to agree with the very refpe&able

author ; and the concluding obfervations in favour

of the divine original of the chriflian religion, though
not new, are juft, and placed in a ftrong and (trik:-

ing light. But, fo far as the obfervations concern

ing the mutual harmony and beneficial influence of

chriftian doctrines and moral precepts are well

founded, they are by no means peculiar to thofe

opinions which are dignified with the title of &quot; the

&quot;leading doclrines of chriftianity ;

&quot;

but, on -the

contrary, the beauty and harmony of the chriftian

fcheme, of dolrine and morals, is much more

clearly apparent, when it is exhibited in its original

fimple form, purified from the dregs of human in

ventions.

In reference to &quot; the perfecl harmony of the

&quot; leading
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ft

leading do&rines of ehriftianity among each other,
&quot;

it is alleged, p. 350, to be felf-evident, that the

&quot;

corruption of human nature, that our reconci-

&quot; liation to God by the atonement of Chrift, and
&quot; that the reiteration of our primitive dignity by the

&quot;

fanclifying influence of the holy fpirit, are all

&quot;

parts of one whole united in clofe dependence
&quot; and mutual

congruity.&quot; Now, though it may
be allowed that there is a vifible connexion between

the doclrine of &quot; natural depravity&quot;
and the &quot; fanc-

&quot;

tifying influences of the fpirit/ there is none be

tween that doctrine and the fuppofed
&quot; atonement

&quot; of Chrift.&quot; For,, if God made human nature de

praved and guilty, what need could there be of fa-

tisfattion from another Being, to reconcile him to

his own work? At any rate, the confiftency of

thefe doctrines is nothing more than the confittency

of error, one error naturally producing another, till

in the end genuine chriftianity is almofl loft. Po

pery is a confiltent fyftem, but is it therefore true ?

Tranfubftantiation, merit, purgatory, auricular con-

feflion, absolution, indulgences, and prayers for the

dead,
&quot; are all parts of one whole, united in clofe

* c

dependence and mutual congruity j&quot;
but they are

not, for that reafon, truths of the gofpel ; nor have

the &quot;

peculiar and leading doclrines
?

of Mr. W. any

better pretenfions.

Concerning the mutual confiflency of the evan

gelical precepts, it is well obferyed, p, 352, that
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&quot; for loving-kindnefs and meeknefs a folid founda-

&quot; tion is laid in felf-denial, moderation, and humi-
&amp;lt;f

lity;&quot;
and p. 356,

&quot; that chriilianity, teaching us

&quot; not to prize human eftimation at a very high rate,

&quot;

provides for the practice of loving thofe who
&quot;

juftly or u-wjuftly may have wounded our charac-

&quot;

ter.&quot; Alfo, p. 356,
&quot; that it is another capital

&quot; excellence of chriflianity, that fhe values moral

&quot; attainments at a much higher rate than intellec-

&amp;lt; tual acquifitions.&quot; We are not, however, to con

clude, that great eminence in virtue is to be attained

by men who are grofsly ignorant. A man may be

a great fcholar, and a profound philofopher, with

out being eminently virtuous
j but no man can rife

to diftinguifhed moral excellence without a cojifi-

derable infight into human nature, and comprehen-
five views of the theory of morals and the principles

of religion. No miflake is more frequent, nor

more derogatory from the dignity of morals, than

that of fuppofing that knowledge is not efiential to

virtue. It is no doubt true, that many weak, igno

rant people are as pious arid good as they know

how to be. But no great, exalted, and eminently

ufeful character was ever formed without having its

foundation laid in a capacious and highly cultivated

underftanding,,

It is obferved, p. 359, that &quot; the operations of the

&quot;

holy fpirit, prompting and aiding our diligent
^ endea-
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* f
endeavours, would infallibly crown ojir labours

* with fuccefs, and make us partakers of a dirine

**
nature.&quot; It is unnecefTary here to repeat the ob

jections, already fo frequently urged, againft the

unphilofophical and unfcriptural dodlrine of the

holy fpirit, and his fupernatural influences , but it

is particularly worthy of remark, with what propri

ety Mr. W. ufes the flrong expreflion of being made
&amp;lt;(

partakers of the divine nature *.&quot; How aflo-

nifhed would this gentleman be, if any of his read

ers could fo far miftake his meaning, as to fuppofe

that he intended to reprefent fincere chriflians as

fubftantially united with the Supreme Being, par

taking of the fame attributes, and entitled to the

fame honours ! Such is the error of thofe who be-

iieve in the deity of Jefus of Nazareth, to whom

no epithet equally exprefTive of true and proper di

vinity is applied in the whole New Teftament.

( am, Madam, &c.

*
2 Pa. i. 4.

LETTER
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LETTER XVII.

O.. ike ftate of religion in this country ,
and its import*

ance to us as a political community.

MADAM,

MR. Wilberforce in his next chapter, p. 364, pro-

fcfles &quot; to inquire into the date of chriflianity in

44 this country, and its importance to us as a politi-
&quot; cai

community.&quot; No one can be more fully per-

fuaded than I am, that practical chridianity is of the

higheft importance to fociety, as it comprehends the

mod perfect rule of life, and fuggefts the moil effi

cacious motives, both to private and public virtue;

in which view, every true and enlightened friend to

liis country, whether in a private or public capacity,

v/j)l contribute to the utmoft of his power, by every

judicious means, to promote it. But here again

Mr. \V. unfortunately confounds his own unfcrip-

tural fyftem with the doctrine of the New Tefta-

ment^ and by this fallacious ted he forms his judge

ment of the actual date of religion in this country ;

and, a-s might naturally be expected, his conclufions

are not more accurate than his dandard.

Mr. W. is incorrect when he aflerts, p. 364,
u the

* {

tendency of religion in general to promote the tem-
41

poral well-being of policical communities.
*

This

afiertion holds good only of true religion. Falfe icli-

II gioiis,
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gions, fuch as paganifm and popery, tend to dcbafe

the public intellect, and to deprave the public mo
rals. Such religions, indeed, fcrve as engines of

flate, far better than rational piety, and have there

fore, in every age, been cried up by interefted fiatef-

rnen and their hireling priefts ; but they can never

be approved by the judicious friends of virtue and

mankind.

Mr. W. having remarked, p. 369, that &quot;perfecu-

&quot; tion generally tends to quicken the vigour and ex-

** tend the prevalence of the opinions which (lie

&quot; would eradicate,&quot; argues the decline of
chriftianity

in this country, p. 370,
&quot; from her having long been

* k embodied in an eftablifhment which is intimately
**

blended, and is generally and juftly believed to

** have a common interefr, with our civil inftitu-

&quot;

tions, which is liberally endowed, and, not more
&quot; favoured in wealth than dignity, has been allowed

&quot; to exalt her mitred front in courts and parlia-

&quot;

ments.&quot;

To this reprefentation, as a ftatement of fa6rs, I

can by no means yield my aflent.

Pure chriftianity is fo far from meeting with pub
lic encouragement in this country, that it is at this

hour in a ftate bordering upon perfecution. And

they who have courage openly to profefs it, and to

bear their public (however unafluming) teftimony

againft prevailing corruptions, are regarded with

fufpicion, branded with opprobrious names, and un-

juftly
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juftiy expofcd to public odium, as enemies to reli

gion and to their country. One venerable man,

whofe name will ever be dear to the friends of truth

and fcience*, whofe purity of chara&er bids defiance

to calumny, and whofe fimplicity of manners indi

cates the corre6lnefs of his principles and the dignity

of his mind, has, fulely for his ardent zeal for truth,

and his fearlefs profeffion of genuine chriftianity,

been compelled to feck for refuge in the tranfatl antic

wildernefs, where, among the enlightened fages of

a rifing empire, he has found that fafety, tranquil

lity, and renown, which was denied to his declining

years by his deluded and ungrateful country.

Mr. W. s aflertion is neverthelefs true. &quot; Chrifti-

&quot;

anity has always thriven under perfecutions.&quot;

The number of rational chriilians, who, rejecting all

human additions to divine revelation, adhere faith

fully to the fimplicity of truth, was never fo great as

at prefciir. And it is flill a progreiTive caufc. May
it never be impeded in its courfe by the injudicious

fupport of civil authority ! For I acknowledge, that

my idea of a civil eftabliihment of the chriftian reli

gion is diametrically oppofite to that of Mr. W.
The fyftem which he calls chrittianity, may indeed

be &quot;embodied in an eftablifliment which is inti-

&amp;lt;c

mately blended, and hath a common intereft, with
&quot;

civil inftitutions.&quot; But the kingdom of Chrift &quot;is

16 not of this world,&quot; and his do6irine (hall reign

triumphant, when all human fyftems, with the au-

H 2 thorities
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tiiorities which fupport them, (hall vanim &quot; like the

bafelefs fabric of a vifion.&quot;

The immediate tendency of a civil eftablifiiment

of religion is to obftruct the pxogrefs of chriftian

principles, and of found morals. When a fyftem,

whether true or falfe, is once eftabliftied, and the

profeffion of it is paid for out of the public purfe,

all inquiry is at an end. Integrity, and the love of

truth, yield to indolence, pride, and bitter zeal

againft thofe who attack, not the doctrines of reli

gion, but thofe of the public creed. An eftabliflied

priefthood is, in its very nature, a perfecuting order.

There has been no exception to this rule. Heathen

and chriilian, jew and mahometan, papift and pro-

teftant, epifcopalian and prefbyterian, when in

power, have all breathed the fame fiery, intemperate

fpirit ,
a few enlightened individuals only excepted.

Men who are engaged to defend an eflablifhed fyftem

are, from that very circumflance, engaged to dif-

courage inquiry, and to oppofe truth, unlefs (which

is not often the cafe) truth fhould happen to be the

eftablifhed doctrine.

Mr. W. proceeds, p. 371, to exhibit an &quot;

hypo-
w thetical delineation&quot; of that ftate of religion which

might be expected to take place in a country cir-

cumftanced like our own, and concludes, p. 376,

with an appeal to fatls as juftifying his gloomy

apprehenfions.
&quot;

Every where,&quot; fays he,
&quot; we

(

may actually trace the effects of increafmg wealth

&quot;and
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n and luxury, in banifhing one by- one the habit
9&amp;gt;

11 and new modelling the phrafeology, of ftricier

&quot; times 5 and in diiFufing throughout- the middle

&quot; ranks thofe relaxed morals and diffipa ed manners-,

&quot; which were formerly confined to the higher clafles-

&quot; of
fociety.&quot;

&quot; 1 pity the man&quot; (to borrow our author s own

words upon another occafion)
&quot; who can travel from

(&amp;lt; Dan to Beer-Iheba, and cry, It is all barren ;

?

who, when he views the moral conduct of his fel

low-creatures, can difcern nothing but depravity o

nature, and progrefliort in vice.. It is indeed true,

that the mafs of mankind, in the prefent age, pay
too little attention to religion &amp;gt;

but at what period

were they more pious, and virtuous, than they now

are ? I doubt the juftice, as well as the wifdom, of

the eternal declamation, that the &quot;fcr.ner times
&quot; were better than thefe.&quot; In the prefent age there

is indeed an unufual tendency to infidelity j but it

may juftly be doubted, whether the moral confe-

quences of modern fcepticifm be more injurious,

than the old habit of implicit faith, and its ufual

accompaniments bigotry and perfecution. Genuine

chriftianity was, probably, never better underftood

in this country, nor more generally pradlifed, than

at prefent. Perfons who conceive that religion

confifts in antiquated phrafeology, in attachment to

unfcriptural doctrines and creeds, and to fabbatical

obfervatnns, or in the number and length of reli-

H 3 gious
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gious exercifes, will of courfe imagine that religion

is now much on the decline. But they who placfe

the eilence of
chriftianity in active benevolence, and

habitual feif-government, from a regard to God,

and under the expe&ation of a future life, may per

haps fee reafon to think that there is as much real

religion noiu., as formerly when there was more pa

rade of it. If love to God be in any degree dimi-

nifhed, it may in part be attributed to the unamiablc

reprefentations which the popular fyftem exhibits of

the Supreme Being. We cannct take pleafure in

meditating upon God, nor feel proper regard to

wards him, till we have learned to conceive of him

as perfectly wife, benevolent, and juft; and to re

gard him as our Father, and our Friend.

Amongft other inftances of national degeneracy,

Mr. W. n ntions, p. 377, &quot;giving up to vanity and
w

diflipation the portion of the week fet apart to the

&quot; fervice of religion 5&quot; and, likewife,
&amp;lt;c

availing our-

&quot; felves of the certainty of an interval from public
** bufmefs on a day of national humiliation, to fe-

** cure a meeting for convivial
purpofes.&quot;

That perfons who are prohibited by law from

following their ufual occupations on the Sunday,
and who have no tafle for the fervices of religion,

pafs that day in idlenefs and diflipation, highly pre

judicial to their morals, is a fai too obvious to be

denied, and which every fmcere friend to virtue and

religion muft deeply lament. And it is evidently

owing,
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owing, entirely, to the folly cf attempting to enforce

the fuppofed laws of God by civil fandtions. Men

may be compelled to be idle, bat they cannot be

compelled to be good. v
And the natural and necef-

fary confequence of idlenefs is vice. Without pre

tending to the gift of prophecy, I will venture to

predict, that as long as the prefent injudicious laws,

enforcing the fabbatical observation of the fir ft day

of the week, remain in the ftatute-book, the national

morals will be more corrupted on that day than

upon all the others taken together. Happily for thr

intereft of good morals, the legiflature wifely de

clined to adopt a propofition, introduced not long

(Ince by fome well-meaning but ill-advifed members

of the houfe of commons, for enforcing a ftill

ftricter obfervation of the Lord s day. But the

public morals will never be entirely freed from an

unfavourable bias from this quarter, till the apoftoli-

cal canon becomes the law of the land,
&quot; As one

&quot; man regards one day above another, and another

* e

regards every day alike, let every one be fully per-
&quot; fuaded in his own mind, and freely enjoy his

u own opinion*.&quot;

A religious diftin&ion of days having been ex-

prefsly abolimed by the chriftian law, no human au

thority hath any juft right to revive it \ much lefs

is any one at liberty to condemn another for devot-

* Rom. xiv. 5,

H 4 ing
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ing a day to innocent cheerfulnefs, which he choofes

to dedicate to rigorous aufterity. But this cenfo-

rious fpirit is the natural confequence of fuch vo

luntary fervices. The puerile notion, that occa-

fional abftinence from food is acceptable to God,

any farther than it may be conducive to health or

temperance ; or, that it is more agreeable /to the

Almighty that a man mould dine upon fifli rather

than upon flefii, is inconfiftent with the manly genius

of chriftianity, and even with common fenfe. A
national fa ft, therefore, is at bell an unauthorized

and an iftOgnificant infthution. But if fuch a ce

remony is ever appointed by a body of men, who,

notorioufly difregarding all appearances of religion

themfelves, make ufe of it as a mere engine of ftate,

to fubferve their own fmifter purpofes, it behoves

every one who is really concerned for the honour of

chriftianity, to treat fuch an inftitution with neglect,

as an affront to religion and decency*.

Mr. WVs zeal in the caufe of national deteriora

tion has led him, p. 378, to make the extraordinary

and unfounded aflertion, that,
&quot;

improving in almoft

* Mr. \V. takes fome pains, in the note p. 377, to exculpate

his friend Mr. Pitt from the heinous offence of giving a dinner

on the faft day. Our worthy author does not feem to be aware,

that the world is now too much enlightened to fuppofe that

ftatefmen are themfelves ferious in fuch cbfervances. The pub

lic are fully fenfible that fafts are intended for tfie fwinilh mul

titude, and not for cabinet miniflers.

every



A Review of Mr. Witherforces Treatife. 153

&quot;

every other branch of knowledge, we have become
&quot;

lefs and lefs acquainted with chriftianity.&quot; Now,

religion being a fubject fufficiently interefting to at

tract the attention of the moft intelligent and in-

quifitive minds, it does not appear in itfelf probable,

that religious knowledge would decline when every

other fcience was in a ftate of progreffive improve

ment. And the fact is the reverfe of this ;
of which

Mr, W. himfelf might have been convinced, had he

read with fufficient attention the works of Locke,

Taylor, Peirce, Lardner, Benfon, Jcbb, Wakefield,

Evanfon, Lindfey, Prieflley, and many others. He
would there have found, that, by the induftry and

ingenuity of men of learning and integrity, innume

rable difficulties have been cleared up, and many in

terpolations, omiffions, falfe readings, miftranfla-

tions, and erroneous interpretations, which have

laid a foundation for, or have been appealed to in

fupport of, various corrupt fyftems of doctrine,

have been in the moft fatisfadtory manner corrected,

or removed. The confequence of which is, that to

thofe who now devote a ferious and critical .atten

tion to the fcriptures, the chriftian doctrine appears

plain, fimple, rational, every way worthy of God,

ami eftablifhed upon a bafis of evidence, internal

and external, which no fophiilry can evade, nor

malignity fubvert. It would be inexcufable upon

this head, not to notice the great benefit which the

H 5 chriftiaa
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chriflian religion has derived, in the courfe of this

century, from the labours of learned foreigners, and

particularly of thofe indefatigable critics who have

applied their induilry and ingenuity to the forma

tion of a con/eft text of the New Teftament, by

the collation of a great number of valuable manu-

fcripts, ancient verfions, and quotations by the early

chriftian writers. Amongft thcfe, the lail but not

the leaft meritorious is Griefbach, whofe critical

edition of the New Teftament in Greek is an inva

luable treafure to the Biblical ftudent. Nor can I,

upon this occafion, refrain from offering the tribute

of refpel and gratitude due to a nobleman, the

fplendour of whofe rank and talents is only ex

ceeded by the eminence of his virtues, and his firm

but unaifuming attachment to pure and rational

chriftianity, for the liberal affiftance he has afforded

to the learned author, to enable him to furnim a

more con-eft edition of that truly eftimable work,

If Mr. &quot;W. had employed his time in ftudying the

fcriptures diligently and
critically, with fuch helps

as thefe, inflead of poring over creeds, articles, and

homilies, the works of honeft, pious, and ufeful

men, who in their day were &quot;

burning and fhining
&amp;lt;c

lights,&quot;
but who, juft emerging from the barba-

rifm of the dark age?, were deftitute of the many
advantages which we enjoy for attaining fcriptural

knowledge, he would not have hazarded the extra-

6 vagant
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vagant pofition, that,
&quot;

improving in almoft every
&quot; other branch of knowledge, we have become lefs

&quot; and lefs acquainted with chriftianity.&quot;

It is mentioned, p. 378, as a matter of ferious

regret, that a d fpofition prevails even among
&quot; or-

11 thodox chriftians themfelves, to forget the pecu-
&quot;

liar doctrines by which their religion is charac-

&quot;

terized, and to regard chriftianity as a mere fyflem
&amp;lt;{ of ethics;&quot; and the reafon adigned, p. 3l&amp;gt;

for

this declenfion is, that the abufe of thefc doctrines,

&quot;

by the Maries of the laft
century,&quot;

led the di

vines of the eftablifhed church into a practical (train

of preaching ;

t and their example having been fol-

Cl lowed during the prefent century, thefe peculiar

&quot; d-tlnnes have at length almoil altogether vanifhcd

&amp;lt;{ from the view.&quot;

Of this neglect a more probable reafon may per

haps be, that men of underftanding, beginning to

fufpect. the truth of the doctrines, and not thinking

it prudent, or even decent, to preach againft the te

nets of a church of which they were members, and

from which they derived fubfiftence, regarded it as

the beft and fafefl courfe, to be filent upon thefe

topics, and to confine themfelves wholly to practical

fubjects.

Mr. W. affirms, p. 379, that &quot;

chriftianity in its

&quot; beft days was fuch as it is delineated in his work/&quot;

And in proof of this afiertion, he appeals to the

writings of the reformers, and their fucceiibrsj and

H6 to
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to the articles, homilies, and liturgy of the church,

But notwithfbnding this parade of authorities, it is

a certain fat, that genuine chriftianity bears not

the {mailed refemblance to that fpurious fyftem

which is here offered to our view. T he times of

emerging from the corruptions of popery were in

deed &amp;lt;f

good days,&quot;
and the men who helped for

ward the neceffary work of reformation were, in

general, men of exemplary morals and unufual

energy of mind. But they were not infallible, It

was not to be expecSled that they fhould at once

fhake off ail the prejudices of their education. They
left much to be done by thofe who came after

them j who, enjoying the benefit of their light,

might fee much farther than they did. God be

praifed, ours are u better
days&quot;

than theirs, both

with refpecl: to light and liberty. We fee and hear

what &quot;thofe righteous men of old/ had they been

now living, and had their advances in knowledge

kept pace with their means of improvement,
&quot; would

&quot; have rejoiced to fee and hear, but were not per-

mined*.&quot;

That
* As a proteftant nonconformift, I thank Mr. W. for his

fpirited prcteft, p. 339, againft the Aft of Uniformity, and the

confcquent ejection of many of the brighteft ornaments of the

church, in &quot; fhameful violation of the royal word, as well as of
&quot; the clear principles of

joftice.&quot; This is the more liberal, as

Mr. W. appears himfelf to be a zealous member of the eftablifhed

church. Baxter well deferves the encomiums pafled upon his

talcnu
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That the compilers of the articles, homilies, and

liturgy, were believers in the u
peculiar doctrines.&quot;

fo often alluded to, cannot be denied ; and the au^-

thoritative impofition of fuch articles exhibits a

melancholy proof of the inconfiftency of the early-

reformers, in attempting to fet limits to the progrefs

of moral and intellectual improvement, and to

abridge in others that right of private judgment, the
1

plenary exercife of which they fo nobly and juilly

challenged for themfelves.

Mr. W. affirms, p. 38^, and perhaps truly, that

the doctrines he calls peculiar
&quot; were grievoufly

14 abufed by many of the fectaries, who, while they
&quot; talked copioufly of the free grace of Chrift, and
&quot; the operations of the Holy Spirit, were by their

&quot;

lives an open fcandal to the name of chriflian.&quot;

Yet Mr. W. does not think thefe doctrines the lefs

true, becaufe they were profeffed by men of immoral

characters. Let him not then be furprifed, if fericus

Unitarians do not think the worfe of their principles

becaufe they are maintained by fome who are not of

a ferious fpirit. And let him acknowledge the fal

lacy of judging of the truth of principles by the

characters of thofe who profefs them.

talents and his virtues. Mr. W. might have added to the lift

cf his works, abridged by the late Mr. Fawcett of Kiddermin

fler, his &quot; Converfe with God in Solitude.
1 An abridgment

of the &quot; Reformed Paftor&quot; was pubiiilied fome years ago by

Mr. Palmer of Hackney.

5 Confidering
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Confidering the fpirit of the prefent times, it

difcovers a confiderable degree of liberality to fpeak

in refpectful terms of the difienting writers*. I

cannot however entirely acquiefce in all the com

mendations bellowed upon them p. 381. Owen,

Howe and Flavel were great and popular men in

their day , but their works at prefent are of little

ufe. Dr. Evans s
&quot; Chriftian Temper&quot; is excellent

for the time in which it was written, and by a judi

cious reader may ilili be. perufed with advantage.

But it is in a great meafure fuperfeded by more re

cent publications, both of the eftablimed and the

diflenting clergy. Perhaps the bed practical treatife

in the Engliih language is Dr. Hartley s Obfervations

on the Rule of Life, at the clofe of his celebrated

Obfervations on Man. But even in Hartley there

are fome exceptionable paflages, which a candid ju

dicious reader will eafily difcover, and readily ex-

cufe.

*Jt would however have been more confident with genuine

liberality to have avoided the ufe of the obnoxious word &quot; fec-

tary.&quot;
If this word fignified nothing more than a di (Tenter

from an eftabiifhed church, the ufe of it would not be liable to

objection. But it is conftantly ufed as a term of reproach.

The church of Rome confiilently enough brands the proteil-

ants as feftaries, becaufe fhe claims to be the only true and in

fallible church. But for protelbnts, whofe common and funda

mental principle is the right of private judgment, to load each

other with opprobrious epithets for differences of opinion, is in

the higheft degree unreafonable and inconfiftent,

Dr.
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Dr. Doddridge s Rife and Progrefs of Religion in

the Soul, bis fermons on Regeneration, and thofe

on the Power and Grace of ChrHt, though they

contain feme valuable advice, are formed upon a

very erroneous and unfcriptural fyflem, and the

perufal of them tends to introduce a train of vifion-

ary fpeculations, and fantaflic emotions, which have

little connexion with rational piety. Dr. Dod-

dridge s attachment to the gloomy fyflem of calvin-

ifm, or to fomething that would pafs for it, and his

love of popularity, flrangely warped his judgment in

the interpretation of the fcriptures, and have ren

dered him in many inftances a very unfafe guide to

their true meaning*.

Mr. Orton s Life of Dr. Doddridge contains many
ufcful facts and obfervations; it exhibits the fubjecfc

Dr. &quot;Doddridge
r, Kxpcfr.or is in many rcTpcfts a valuable

v/ork; the notes are ufeful, and the Improvements are drawn

up with animation, and breathe a truly pious and benevolent

fpirit. But that his judgment was biaffed in an uncommon de

gree, in the interpretation of thofe paflages in which his ortho

doxy might be brought into queftion, is but too apparent to

every one who p^ys fufficicnt attention to this popular work.

One inllance, out of many, occurs Rom. iii. 25. where the ex-

preilion propitic&amp;lt;t!&amp;gt;jn
is introduced, though it is well known that

the word, fo nanilated, has no other fcnfe in the iacred writings

than that of a Mercy-feat. Thus it is that unlearned readers

are made to believe that the apoflles teach doctrines of which

they never entertained a thought ; and fuch fpurious tenets are

too often called &quot; fundamental truths,&quot; and the &quot;

peculiar doc-

** trines of the
gofpel,&quot;

of
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of the narrative as a man of a very active mind, and

a pious, benevolent heart : but it has too much the

appearance of an. attempt to delineate a character,

according to the author s idea of perfection, beyond

the ftandard of human excellen&e ; a fault common

to moft biographers.

It is held out, p. 386, as (t a melancholy prognoiiic
&quot; of the ftate to which we are progreflive, that many
&quot; of the moft eminent of the literati of modern
* times have been profefied unbelievers.&quot; The
truth is, that many reputed philofophers, and men

of learning in all ages, have been unbelievers ; one

caufe of which has been, a want of attention tathe

evidences of revelation j and another, the many cor

ruptions of revealed truth, which have been mifbken

for chriftian doctrines, to which men of fen fe and

reflection could not aflent. But there has always

been a numerous band of men, eminent far talents

and learning, who have appeared in defence of the

chriftian caufe , and .rational chriftianity is never in

want of a fufficient number of learned and judicious

advocates.

That an abfurd arid domineering religious edar

blifhment, the doctrines of which were held in con

tempt by every man of fenfe and reflection, mould

have produced a great number of unbelievers among
the thinking part of the French nation, is not fur-

prifmg. It is the necefTary confequence of fuch

eftablilhments. Nor is it difficult to difcover, why
Mr.AV,
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Mr. W. as a political partifan, may think fit to

join the fenfelefs clamour againft the French, as a

nation of atheifts. But upon what grounds, as a

chriftian, as a prdteftant, and as one who has af-

fumed the office of a public cenfor of the principles

and morals of his chriftian brethren, he can juftify

his reprefcntation of the abolition of popery in

France, p. 388,
&quot; as publicly withdrawing their alle-

&quot;

giance from the Majefty of Heaven,&quot; it becomes

that gentleman feriouily to confider. Every en

lightened chriftian muft furely rejoice in the diifolu*

tion of the abfurdeft fyftem which ever difgraced

the name of religion j and, placing full confidence in

the omnipotence of truth, can entertain no appre-

henfion, that genuine chriftianity will fufFer becaufe

it is not taken under the protection of the ftare. If

report fpeaks true, the churches in France are more

crowded now than everj and that the prefent go

vernors of France are not atheifts, is evident from

the fpeech of Reveilliere Lepeaux, the Prefident of

the Directory, upon the anniverfary of the founda

tion of the republic, on the 22d of September 179/5

which is a continued addrefs of thankfgiving to

God for having eftablifhed a republican government
in France*.

Mr. W.
* The advocates for the orthodoxy of the Britifh Cabinet wilt

hardly object, that the prayer of the French Directory is a hy

pocritical farce to delude the vulgar. Yet even this would

jucve that the French in general are not a nation of atheifts, as,

to,
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Mr. W, p. 391, in reply to the charge that

&quot; his fyftem is too ftrit, and that, if it were

* f

generally to prevail, the bufmefs of the world

u could not go on,&quot; obferves, amongft other things,

that u if chriftianity, fuch as we have reprefented it,

&amp;lt; were generally to prevail, the world, from being
4&amp;lt; fuch as it is, would become a fcene of general
&quot;

peace and profperity,and, abating the chances and

* calamities which flefh is inseparably heir to, would
* wear one unwearied face of complacency and

&quot;

joy.&quot;
It is indeed probable that, if even Mr.W. s

chriilianity were to prevail, the world would be

better and happier than it is ; but that it would
4t wear an unwearied face of complacency and joy/*

I can never credit, fo long as any correct ideas of

juftice and benevolence fhould remain in the human

mind. The ftern character of Mr. W. s God muft

ever be a fource of anxiety and terror, which the

oppofite character of a fecond divine perfon could

to ferve the purpofes of party, they have been fo afliduoufly and

falfely reprefented. Reveilliere Lepeaux is a member of the

Theophilanthropic Society a religious community lately intro

duced into France, whofe common principle is a belief in the

exigence, perfection, and providence of God, and in the doctrine

of a future life ;
and whofe rule of morals is, love to God, and

good will to men. This feft is in a very flouriihing ftatc
;

its

profeiTed principles comprehend the ciTence of the chriilian reli

gion. But, not admitting the refurre6tion of Chrift, the Theo-

philanthropifts deprive themfelves of the only folid ground on

which to build the hope of a future exigence.

never
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never completely relieve. But all the happy confe-

quences which Mr. W. ^fcribesto chriftianity, as he

represents it, would certainly follow, from the uni-

verfal prevalence of the religion of Jefus, as repre-

fanted in the New TeJIaincnt.

It is with equal truth and fpirit that chriftianity

is defcribed in the following pages, as of the higheft

advantage to political focieties, in recommending

virtuous induftry, in producing a benign effect upon

national character, in encouraging true patriotism,

and fupprefling a felfifn fpirit , and it is juftly ob-

ferved in the conclufion, p. 406,
&quot; that the chrifti-

&quot;

anity which can produce efFefls like thefe muft be

&amp;lt;c

real, not nominal, deep, not Superficial.&quot;

Mr. W. reprefents, p. 408, the &quot; revival of vital

cc
chriftianity,&quot; which, as he explains it, is the prac

tical belief of the articles, homilies, and liturgy of

the church, as the only effectual means of (length

ening the church eftablifhment ; for &quot;the anomaly
&quot; will not much longer be borne, of an eftablifli-

&quot;

ment, the actual principles of the bulk of whofe
* s members, and even teachers, are fo extremely dif-

&amp;lt;c ferent from thofe which it
profefles.&quot; This is

indeed an alarming reprefentation, from high au

thority, of the danger of the church. For, few

thinking perfons, betides the pious author of the

Practical View, expect the return of fuch an age of

darknefs, as to produce a general belief of all that is

contained in obfolete articles, homilies, and creeds.

I doubt
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I doubt whether even his own faith, large as it is,

extends quite fo far. But let Mr. W. be com

forted. The cafe may not be fo defperate as he

imagines. He may learn, perhaps, from the Right

Reverend Bench itfelf, and certainly from the ortho

dox chriflians of Birmingham, that there are other

ways of fuppdrting an eitabiifhment, befides a real

perfuafion of the truth of its dotrine; and I flrongly

fufpect, that the prelate of Rochefter would fmile at

the honed Simplicity of the member for Yorkdiire,

in fuppofing that a fincere faith in creeds and homi

lies is at all neceflary to the permanent profperity of

a national church.

The author goes on to obferve, p. 409 :
&quot; Th

&amp;lt;c kind of religion which we have recommended,
&quot; whatever opinion may be entertained concerning its

II
truth) and to fay nothing of the agency of divine

t

grace, mud at lead be conceded to be the only one

&amp;lt;l which is at all fuited to make imprefiion upon the

&quot; lower orders, by drongly iritereding the pafTions
&quot; of the human mind/ Who the perfons may be,

that are fo ready to make the extraordinary concef-

Jtons contained in the preceding paragraph, Mr. W.
bed knows. I do not indeed wonder that they who

believe with him, that all men by nature are &quot;tainted

&quot;radically,
and to the very core, with fin;&quot; that

even the elect would not have been faved, unlefs one

God had died to fatisfy the judice and appeafe the

wrath of another; and that none of the haplefs race

of



A Review of Mr. Wilberforces Treat
tfe. 165

of Adam can do any thing to extricate themfelves

from the wretched condition in which their Creator

placed them, till they are regenerated, and new cre

ated, by a third God, who is at the fame time one

with, and diftintt from, the other two; I do not,

I fay, wonder, that a perfon who believes all this, and

who fees the great effect which fuch ftupendous myf-
teries produce upon the ignorant multitude, {houkl

imagine that fuch a religion is the only one fuitedto

make impreflion upon the lower orders. But, that

any perfon admitting the divine authority of the

chriflian revelation, and regarding thefe doctrines as

irrational, unfcriptural, and antichriflian, fhould

make the conceflion here fuppofed, appears moft un

accountable and incredible. In the Acts of the

apoftles we read, that at one time &quot; three thoufand
&quot; were converted-,&quot; at another &quot;

five thoufand;
&quot;

that u multitudes believed in the Lord, both of men
&quot; and women

j&quot;
and that &quot;

myriads of jews in par-
&quot; ticular profeffed the chriflian faith.&quot; But cer

tainly a man would be much at a lofs to difcover

thcfe &quot;peculiar doctrines&quot; in the apoftolical dif-

courfes recorded in that hiftory*; and to afTert that

they were introduced by the apoflles in their preach

ing, although omitted by their hiftorian, would be a

mofl arbitrary and unwarrantable aflumption. The

genuine doctrines of the gofpel, which are indeed

V: See Dr. Toulmin s Letters on tie Pra&ical Efficacy of the

Unitarian Do&rie.

too
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too fimple and fublime to work powerfully and in-

ftantanecufly upon the grofb pa (lions of the unin

formed multitude, but which, when duly attended

to, will flrongly intereft the beft affe&ions both of

the learned and the unlearned, will moil afluredly

be found fufficiently efficacious, in the hand of Di

vine Providence, to accomplifti their proper effect

at the proper time, and they need no human addi

tions to render them more interefting to the human

paflions.
I am, Madam, &c.

BETTER XVIII.

Whether popularity be a criterion of Truth. The left

means of oppofing dtheifm and Immorality. Stability

of an EJlabliJbed Church.

MADAM,

OUR. author feerns to regret, p. 409, &quot;that the

&quot;

reign of prejudice, and even of honeft prepofTef-

w
fion, and of grateful veneration, by which,&quot; as he

obferves,
* f almoft any fyftem may be fupported, is

u no more.&quot; And indeed with reafon : for when

eflablifhed prejudice, and unreafonable prepofleffion,

however honeft, is removed, it is much to be appre

hended that his &quot;

peculiar doclrines&quot; will not long

maintain
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maintain their ground. Mr. W. however, is not

the true-born Englishman who values his prejudices
ct becaufe they arc

prejudices.&quot; He afiigns a reafon,

fuch as it is, why we fhould retain the fyflem of

principles which we have received from our ancef-

tors. &quot; The ancients,&quot; he afTures us, p. 409,
&quot; were

&quot; wifer than ourfelves.&quot; Hence he infers, that de

ference is due to their authority in religion. And,

admitting the premifes, the conclufion naturally fol

lows. Eut where are we to learn the fa6t ? Proba

bility is clearly on the other fide of the queiiion.

The moderns are endued with natural powers equal
to thofe of the ancients; they are placed in circum-

flances far more favourable to mental improvement,
and enjoy the benefit of the experience of their

predecefibrs &amp;gt;

it requires better evidence than mere

unfupported aflertion, to prove that under thefe cir-

cumflances the wifdom of the moderns is inferior

to that of the ancients. Indeed,, it is high time to

lay afide the trite and unmeaning cant of the &quot; wif-
&quot; dom of our anceftors.&quot; Their age was the in

fancy, ours approaches towards the maturity of the

world. It would be equally rational for the man of

ripened understanding to talk of the wifdom of his

childhood.

But if we will not bow to the wifdom of our an

ceftors, who &quot;

kept philofophy to themfelves, and
u left religion for the million, as alone adapted
&quot;

to their grofler natures/ p. 410, a triumphant

appeal
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appeal is made to fa&, in proof of the fuperior ex

cellence of this myftical fyftem.
&quot; Let the Socinian

&quot; and the moral teacher of chriflianity come forth,

&quot; and tell us what effects they have produced on the

&quot; lower orders. They themfelves will hardly deny
&quot; the inefficacy of their inftruftions.&quot; This is af-

fuming a very lofty tone of addrefs indeed : hut by

what right, does not clearly appear; and how far con-

fiftent with that humility which the author every

where affects, it hehoves him ferioufly to confider.

A writer who is juftly entitled to great deference

aiTures us, -that &quot; the day is coming which will

tf
prove every man s work,&quot; and exhorts us &quot; to

&quot;

judge nothing before the time.&quot; He alfo teaches,

that &quot;

it does not become the minifters of the

&quot;

gofpel to
glory.&quot;

Mr. W. well knowe, that

the moil enlightened and zealous minifters of re

ligion have often appeared
&quot; to labour in vain, and

&quot; to fpend their ftrength for
nought.&quot;

This might

have taught him not to judge of the truth of a doc

trine by the fuccefs of its advocates, even though the

men, whom he invidioufly calls the Socinian, and

the moral teacher of chriftianity, had been, in facl,

as unfuccefsful as he is pleafed to r.?prefent them.

I am no Socinian , for my creed is r.s remote from

that of Socinus, as it is from the &quot;

peculiar doc-

trines&quot; of Mr. W. But I profefs myfelf to be

an Unitarian chriilian, and &amp;lt;c a moral teacher of

&quot;

chriftianity j&quot;
and I can -affure the gentleman who

takes
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takes upon himfelf to call us to account, that I am
not at all inclined to admit the abfolute inefficacy of

our inftru&ions. It is an indubitable fact:, whether

Mr. W. is aware of it or not, that there are in this

country thoufands who are not aftiamed to avow

the Unitarian doctrine, and whofe lives are as ho

nourable to their profeflion as if they were adepts in

all the &quot;

peculiarities&quot; of his creed. And there is

reafon to believe that there are thoufands more,

both in the church and out of it, who think with us,

but who are deterred by fecular confiderations, and

the harfh fpirit of the times, from avowing their real

principles j

&quot;

loving the praife of men more than the
&quot;

praife of God*.&quot;

Yet ftill it is alleged, that our fuccefs is as no

thing, in comparifon with that of thofe who teach,

the iyilein of doctrines here recommended, and

which is faid to have &quot;

proved its correfpondence
&quot; with the character originally given of chriftianity,
w that it was calculated for the poor, by changing
a the whole condition of the mafs of fociety in many
&quot; of the moft populous diftricts in this and other

&quot;

countries.&quot; But whither does this argument
tend ? Are the Calvinifts nearer to the truth than

the Unitarians, becaufe they are more fuccefsful in

making profelytes ? But the Moravians have been

more fuccefsful than the Calvinifts; the Jefuits, than

*
John xii. 43.

I the
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the Moravians, and the Mahometans, than all. 1$

therefore the doctrine of Mahomet a revelation

from heaven ? The fuccefs of Jefus, who was alfo

a &quot; moral teacher of chriftianity&quot; during his per-

fonal mini ft ry, was very inconfiderable: while the

pharifees, who compared fea and land to make a

profelyte, had thoufands of devotees, efpecially

among the inferior orders, who u
daily thanked God

** that they were not as other men
are,&quot; and who

would hold no communion with Jefus and his difci-

ples, but regarded them with abhorrence and con

tempt, as violators of the fabbath, tranfgreflbrs of

the law, and friends of publicans and finners. Can

this facl be denied ? But, if admitted, what is the

conclufion to which the author s principles will

lead him from thefe premifes ?

Mr. W. p. 411, exprefies his apprehenfion that

(( the extinction of religion among us would be at-

* c tended with the lofs of our church eftablifhment-,&quot;

an event in his apprehenfion pregnant with the

&quot; moil fatal confequences :&quot; he hints, p. 412, that

it would u
greatly endanger our civil inftitutions

;&quot;

and that the want of an eftablimment &quot; would be in

* 6 the higheft degree injurious to the caufe of chrif-

&amp;lt;

tianity.&quot; Upon all thefe points I have the for

tune, good or bad, to differ from our well-inten

tioned author. I can indeed agree with him, that

the principles of the liturgy would rapidly decline

when &quot; the liturgy itfelf fhould no longer remain in

&quot;

ufe*&quot;
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**
ufe.&quot; But I am far from thinking that the tf ex-

&quot; tinction of
religion,&quot;

if fuch a cafe could be fup-

pofed, would necefTarily entail the ruin of the efta-

blifhment. Intereited prieds, and crafty ftatefmen,

will continue to fupport a religious eftablifhment

which anfwers their private and political purpofes,

at the fame time that they hold its doctrines in con

tempt. The idolatry of pagan Rome fubfifted in

fplendour long after the declaration of one of its

moft enlightened ftatefmen*,
&quot; that he wondered

* 4 how augur could meet augur without
laughing.&quot;

And the authority of papal Rome was never more

triumphant than when its fovereign pontifff, upon
the receipt of an immenfe treafure, unwarily ex

claimed,
&quot; How lucrative is this fable of Jei us

&quot; Chrift !

&quot; Nor have modern ftatefmen been defi

cient in imitating the &quot; wifdom of the ancients, in

&quot;

confining philofophy to themfelves, and in leaving
&quot;

religion for the grofler capacities of the million.&quot;

The perfecuting adminiftration, which, foon after.

the commencement of this century, difgraced the

clofing years of an unhappy devotee, were not fuf-

pecled of being very ftrongly attached to the doc

trines of that church, which, from interefted views,

they fupported by every mode of oppreffion fhort of

the faggot and the wheel.

There are, however, many who think that if the

&amp;lt;

*
Cicero, f Leo X.

I 2 church
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church eftablimment fhould be diflblved, our civil

conftitution, if adminiftered with wifdom and juf-

tice, would not be in the lead endangered. At any

rate, whatever becomes of human eftabliftiments,

civil or ecclefiaftical, the church of Chrift is founded

upon a rock, and will remain firm and unimpaired.

And though liturgies and creeds may fall into dif-

ufe, the do&rme of the fcriptures will continue as

long as thofe truly
&quot; ineftimable

&quot;

records of the

chrifHan religion {hall fubfift.

French principles feem to haunt Mr. W. s mind

nlmoft as much as they did that of Edmund Burke ;

and p. 419. he reprefents
&quot; the prevalence of evan-

&quot;

gelical chriftianity,&quot; by which he no doubt means

his own fyftem of &quot;

peculiar do&rines,&quot; as the beil

&quot; antidote for the malignity of their venom,&quot; and

the moft efficacious means of &quot;

reviving the fainting
c caufe of morals.&quot; But the only way to oppofe

atheifm and infidelity with fuccefs, is by difcarding

all abfurdity and myfticifm from religion ; by fhew-

ing that genuine chriftianity maintains nothing in-

eonfiftent with good fenfe ; that the doctrines it

teaches are fuch as approve themfelves to the moft

enlightened underftandings; that the practice it en

joins is eminently beneficial to individuals and to

fociety; and that the hopes which it infpires are in

the Irigheft degree cheering and confolatory, and

tend in the moft direft and powerful manner to

elevate the character and to purify the heart.

As



A Review of Mr. Wiibcrfortfi Treaties. 173

As a farther recommendation of this &quot;chriiUanity

&quot; of our better
days,&quot;

as Mr. W. ftyles it, he adds,

p. 420,
u that the teachers of thefe doctrines are

&quot;

perhaps without exception friendly to our eccle-

&quot; (radical and civil eftablifhments; and confequently
&quot; that their inn

1

ructions and influence tenddireclly,
&quot; as well as indiredtly, to the maintenance of the

&quot; caufe of order and good government.
*

If by this-

aiTertion be meant no more than that men paid by

the ftate, to teach the religion of the flate, are in

general the zealous fupporters of that government,
and of that religion, which fupports them, the af-

fertion is neither new nor marvellous. It has been

the practice of prieftsof this defcription, in all ages,

countries, and religions. But it is no proof, nor

even the flightefl prefumption, that the doctrine fo

fupported is true. But if Mr. &quot;W. wifhes to infinu-

ate, that the oppofers of his unfcriptural doctrines

are not as valuable and peaceable members of the

community as thofe who hold them, the infinuation

is unfounded and illiberal ; highly unbecoming his

character as a chriftian, however it may ferve his

purpofe as a political partifan.

Amongft other means of reviving his &amp;lt;( chrifti-

&quot;

anity of better
days,&quot;

Mr. W. p. 421. prefles an

attention to this fubjel on &quot; the dignitaries of the

&quot; facred order,&quot; and expreiTes his approbation of

fome c who have already founded the alarm, juftly

13 u
cenfuring
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&quot;

cenfuring the pr.a&ice of fu fiering chriftianity to
&quot;

degenerate to a mere fyftem of ethics, and re-
&quot;

commending more attention to the peculiar doc-
* c trines of our

religion.&quot;
Here I prefume that he

alludes to Bp, Horfley, who fuggefted this advice to

the clergy of the diocefe of St. David s. This vene

rable prelate has his &quot;

peculiar doctrines/ too, as

Well as Mr. W. which &quot; whoever does not receive
&quot; {hall without doubt perifh everlaftingly !&quot; And
it muft be highly edifying to an audience of Cam
brian peafants to hear &quot; how the Father produced
** the Son by contemplating his own perfections* ;&quot;

and being either unable, or unwilling, to produce

any more Sons in the fame way, he, together with

the Son, (for this is the doctrine of the Romifh

* &quot; The exigence of the Son flows necciTarily from the Di-

* vine intellect exerted in itfelf : from the Father s contempla-
&quot; tion of his own perfections. But as the Father ever was, his

*

pevfe6Uons have ever been, and his intellect has been ever

&quot; aftive. But perfeftions which have ever been, the ever alive
&amp;lt; intelleft muil ever have contemplated, and the contemplation

&quot; which hath ever been, muft ever have been accompanied with

*
its juft effect, the perfonal exigence of the Son.&quot; This ridi

culous jargon, the learned prelate fays,
* feems to be founded in

fcripture,&quot;
and it makes one of the &quot;

peculiar dodlrines
1

of

his gofpel. And a very peculiar do&rine indeed it is; fufncient

to overthrow every pretence to divine authority in any book

in which it is contained, and in any fyHem in which it is in

cluded. See Horfley s Trades, p. 50

church



St Review of Mr. Willerforcis Trealife* 175

church for which this truly catholic Prelate expreftes

a ftrong predilection*), produced the holy Ghoft,

xvho proceeded from them both, as the fchoolmer*

allure us, not by generation, but

* The Nicene fathers maintained that the Holy Ghoft pro-

cecdcd from the Father only : but the divines of the Romiih

communion afterwards difcovered that the Son was equally con*

cernetl with the Father, in the procqfion of the Holy Ghoft
j
and

notwithftanding the violent oppofition of the Greek church, they

have foifted his name into the Nicene Creed, where it maintains

its place with the fame confidence and juftice with which the

celebrated heavenly witnefTes keep their ftation, i John v. 7.

that is, in open defiance of all evidence and decency.

The partiality of this right reverend Prelate to the papal

church appears in his circular letter to the clergy of his Welch

diocefe j where fpeakirtg of the Romifh emigrant priefts, lie fays,
41 However they may differ from us in certain points of doctrine,

&quot;

difcipline, and external rites, they are neverthelefs our bre-

&quot;

thren, members of Chrift, children of God, heirs of the pro
* mifes ; more near and dear to us in truth than fome who, af-

41
fe&ing to be called our proteftant brethren, have no other title

41 to the name of proteftant than a jew or a pagan. And be-

caufe thcfe perfons
&quot;

profelfing to receive our Lord as a

44
teacher/ hefitate to admit the bifhop s &quot;

peculiar doctrines&quot; as

revealed truths, and arc generally advocates for civil and relU

gious liberty, this chriftian Prelate, in the true fpirit of an in-

quifuor, denounces them as &quot;

endeavouring to propagate in this

4 *

country thofe treaionable and atheiftical notions&quot; which he

fays
&quot; have done fo much mifchief in France.&quot; Thus, with fome

men, calumny fupplies the place of argument.

f See Doddridec s Theological Lectures, Prop. 130, 4.

1 4 Thi|
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This eminent Divine, who in confequence of his

officious zeal in the caufe of orthodoxy, and the

truly original discoveries he has made in the fcience

of theology, has been raifed from the humble &quot;couch

&quot; of archidiaconal preferment
&quot;

to &quot; exalt his mitred

&quot; front in courts and parliaments,&quot; appears to be

no mean proficient in the &quot; wifdom of the ancients,
* who confined philofophy to the fchools of the

&quot;

learned, while they kept up for the million a fyftem
&quot; of religion, fitch as it ivasy as alone adapted to their

&quot;

grofier natures.&quot; Amongft other curious articles,

he has difcovered, in the writings of Tertullian, an

eminent chriftian father of the fecond century, that

the &quot;

majority of believers,&quot; in his time, were mere
&quot; idiots*. Readers, not fo perfpicacious as the

Bifhop of Rochefter, have generally conceived the

fenfe of the paflage to be, that the majority of chrif-

tians, of that age, being plain unlettered men, zeal

ous for the divine Unity, warmly refitted the Trini

tarian doctrine, which forne philofophic chriilians

\vere then endeavouring to introducef. But Tertul-

*
Horfley s Tratfs, p. 17;.

t Dr. Clarke thus tranflates this celebrated pafTige in Ter

tullian. &quot; The utt/earnfet p t
:oj&amp;gt;lc,

\vh.ich are always the grtatcft
&quot;

part of believers, are frightened at the notion of the economy,
&quot;

(i. e. the Trinity); and pretending that we txnch two r three

* Gods, but that they t;rc the worlnippers of the one God, they

perpetually cry out, We hold raft ihe Monarchy. Dr. Clarke

on the Trinity, p. 217.

lian,
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lian, who wrote in Latin, here ufes a word of Greek

extraction ; and the learned prelate, being
&quot;

pretty
u much at home in the Greek

language,&quot;
aiTures us,

that the word can mean neither more nor lefs than

idiots. And no doubt, by parity of reafon, the ma

jority of believers are &quot;

idiots,&quot; to this day, in his

lordfhip s eftimation. And idiots indeed they rnufb

be, if they can implicitly admit all the jargon, and

abfurdity, which he and others have held forth as

&quot;

peculiar doctrines&quot; of divine revelation. Thanks

be to God, the age of &quot; darknefs is palling away,,

and the true light now ihinethV*

I am, Madam, &c.

LETTER XIX.

Olfervations on Mr. W s Practical Hints to varbvs

descriptions of perfons*

MADAM,

IN the feventh chapter, to which we now proceed,
&quot;

practical hints are fuggefted to various defcrip-
&quot; tions of

perfons,&quot;
and the fe&ion with which it

opens contains many valuable remarks which do

great credit to the piety and benevolence of the an-

f- i John, ii, 8,

1 5= thor7
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thor, but whlcli are a! To blended with fome obferva-

tions liable to juft animadverfion.

Mr. W. begins, in p. 423, with telling the &quot;bulk

&quot; of profefled chriftians, that the difference between
&quot; them and true believers is of the moft ferious and
u momentous account, and that their chriftianity is

** no
chriftianity.&quot; Now, if this charge means no

more than that nominal chriftians are not real chrif

tians, the obfervation is true, but too obvious to be

introduced with fo much parade. But if it be meant

that no chriftianity is genuine which does not in

clude what he calls
&quot; the peculiar dodrines,&quot; we

beg leave, for reafons already largely dated, to de

mur to his authority.

The duty of fclf-inquiry, which is flrongly urged

p. 424, is doubtlefs of fufficient importance to de-

ferve all our attention, and we are with great pro*

priety warned againft
u our natural pronenefs to

4i think too favourably of ourfelves.&quot; But there is

no occafion to have recourfe to the unfcriptural and

unphilofophical notion of the &quot;

corruption of hu-

&quot; man nature,&quot; to account fur the difpofitiori which

generally prevails
&quot; to over-rate our good qualities,

41 and to overlook or extenuate our defers.&quot; A lit

tle acquaintance with the theory of human nature

will fufficiently account for the exiftence of felfim-

nefs, without fuppofing it to be innate, or. derived by

inheritance from our fallen anceitor.

What
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What is advanced, p. 426, upon
&amp;lt;c the fources of

&amp;lt;f the erroneous ellimates we form of our religious
ct and moral character,&quot; and particularly concerning

the danger of mi flaking
&quot;

outgrowing, or merely
&quot;

changing, our vices for forfaking of all fin,&quot;
is in

general highly proper, and deferving of ferious at

tention, as are alfo the remarks, p. 432, upon the

fubjei of &quot; uncharitablenefs and true charity ,&quot;

and I agree entirely in the obfervation, that it is

&quot; no true charity to countenance men in their vices.&quot;

Mr. W. juftly remonitrates, p. 436, againfl ap

plying the epithets
u innocent and good-hearted&quot;

to thoughtlefs and diflipated young perfons of either

fex. But his arguments would have been equally

forcible, if he had not loaded them with the unfcrip-

tural doctrines of original fin*, and the fupernatural
&quot;

operations of divine
grace.&quot; If, however, any

perfons are &quot;

decent, fober, ufeful, refpe&able mem-
&quot; bers of the community, and amiable in the rela-

&quot; tions of domeftic
life,&quot; p. 408, it does not become

* Mr. W. exhorts fuch perfons
&quot; to remember that they

&quot; are fallen creatures, born in Jin&quot; The only paflage in the

Ne\v Teftament where this phrafe occurs, is John ix. 34. where

the phanfees charge the man who was born blind with being
&quot;

aiiogcther oorn in fins, in direct contradiction to our Lord s

O&quot; :i declaration, ver. 3, in reply to a qveftion up&amp;lt;m
the cafe,

propo
red by his difciples,

* Neither did this man fin, nor his

*

parents.&quot; It is plain, therefore, that a pharilaic tradition is

here inculcated by our author as an evangelical truth, and that

in oppofition to the authority of Chrift.

16 us
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us to pronounce, that they are not true chriftians.

As to the phrafes,
&quot; born

again,&quot;
&quot;

putting off the

&quot; old man,&quot; and the like, they refer wholly, as we

have often obferved, to the converfion of bigoted

jews, or of idolatrous heathen, to the faith of Chrift,

and are never ufed to defcribe any moral procefs in

the minds of thofe who have been educated in chrif-

tian principles. It mud however be conceded,, that

mere decency of behaviour without piety,, benevo

lence, and felf-government, is not fufEcient to con-

ftitute genuine chriftianity.

T he advice, p. 441, to thofe who wifli to become

true elmftians, contains much that is valuables but t

J am forry to fay, fliJl more that is injudicious, ex

ceptionable, and unfcriptural. Let fuch perfons

meditate, let them pray, let them examine themfelyes,

let them refolve, let them watch, let them ceafe to

do evil, and learn to do right ; let them dedicate all

their faculties and powers to the fervice of God.

All this is well. But, why muft they afcribe their

reformation to fupernatural
&quot;

workings of the divine

w
fpirit r&quot; What is the meaning of praying to God

** for Chrift s fake, and in reliance on his media-
&quot; tion ?&quot; and where is the warrant for fo doing ?

Where do the fcriptures teach them to &quot;labour to

become deeply imprefled with a fenfe of their own
&quot; radical blindnefs and corruption ?&quot; and that, above

all, they are &quot; to contemplate that ftupendous truth,
&quot; the incarnation and crucifixion of the fon of God ?

tt or
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&quot; or to eftimate the guilt of fin by the coftly fatif-

* fa&ion which was required to atone for it ?&quot; All

theie imaginary confiderations, which have no foun

dation in reafon, or in fcripture, tend to bewilder

the underftanding, to check the progrefs of rational

and manly piety and virtue, and to introduce a fyf-

tem of fantatlic feelings, which have no foundation

in the truth of fats, and which contribute nothing:

to virtuous praclice.

Very wife and proper, in my opinion, are the re

peated cautions fuggefted, p. 444, not to over- rate

tw human eftimation.&quot; But to a perfon who habitu

ally regards himfeif .as acling under the eye of

God, the additional motive, of an imaginary
&quot; aflem-

&quot;

blage of invifible fpe&ators,&quot; is totally unnecef-

fary. It is like bringing in human creeds to im

prove the gofpel doctrine ; human eftablifhments, to

fupport the church of Chrift ; and the fatisfa&ion

of a mediator, to appeafe the anger of an infinitelj

merciful God.

As Mr. W. never defines humility, it is difficult

to know in what fenfe he ufes the word. If it

means a juft view of a man s own imperfections, it

cannot appear to any perfon
&quot; a paradox, that in

&quot;

proportion as the chriftian grows in grace, he
&quot;

grows alfo in
humility,&quot; p. 446. For this is no

more than faying, that in proportion as men advance

in virtue, they advance in felf- knowledge, and be

come more fenfible of their frailties and imperfec

tions.
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tions. But I cannot help fufpeUng, that the humi

lity upon which fome perfons value themfelves, is

nothing more than a perfuafion that, in common

with the reft of mankind, they are u
by nature radi-

&quot;

cally tainted with
fin,&quot;

while at the fame time

they prefume, that themfelves, with a few others,

have been arbitrarily fe)eted from the general mafs,

to be regenerated and faved. But if this be their

humility, it is, I fear, too nearly akin to pride, and

naturally tends to generate a high conceit of them-

feSves in thofe who are, or who imagine themfelves

to be, the chofen favourites of heaven.

The bulk of nominal chriftians are faiil, p. 449,

to u know nothing of chriitianity but as a fyftem of
&amp;lt;f

reRraints,&quot; and their notion of chriftian practice

is (ligmatized,
* as fervile, bafe, and

mercenary.&quot;

But, as virtuous habits are to be attained, not by fu-

pernatural influence, but by a flow and gradual, and

fometimes a difficult and painful procefs, I cannot

think fo hardly of thofe who, from a fenfe of duty,

deny themfelves unlawful gratifications to which

they are inclined, though they fall fhort of thofe ex

alted chara&ers whofe eftablifhed habits of virtue

render them fuperior to temptation. In one I fee

the commencement, in the other the maturity, of a

virtuous courfe ; and the firll dawnings of reforma

tion are not to be defpifed becaufe they do not, at

oncer burft forth into the fplendour, or attain the

ftcadinefs, of the perfecl day.

I wonder not at the pains which Mr. W. takes,

V- 452,
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p. 452, to repel
* c an objection common,&quot; as he fays,

&quot; in the mouths of nominal chriftians, that his reli-

&amp;lt;c

gion wears a gloomy and forbidding afpeft.&quot; And
all that he fo eloquently urges in defence of his own

fyftem of chrifHanity, is certainly true of the genu

ine religion of the gofpel. Happinefs is the ulti

mate end of all the requifitions and the reftraints

of virtue, nor is any gratification prohibited, but

what is inconfiftent with a fuperior and more per

manent good. And I doubt rot that many well

meaning perfons, even upon Mr. W. s principles,

have enjoyed much confcious fatisfa&ion and de

light. &;/*, whatever may be faid to the contrary, it

is not pomble that fuch a fyftem (hould not be oc-

cafionally productive of many very painful fenfations

in a benevolent and reflecling mind, becaufe it re-

prefents the God and Father of the univerfe as a

Tyrant. And though the introduction of a fecond

God, whofe attribute is perfect benevolence, may
relieve the imagination, and, as appears in the work

before us, and in others of the fame (lamp, may

chiefly occupy the thoughts and affections of chrif

tians of this perfuafion, and may e^n fet a believer

at reft with refpect to his own pe-fonal fafety; yet

this fecond Being does not operate as fo complete a

negative upon the character of the firft, but that a

ferious and benevolent mind will, at times, be

greatly mocked to think of the mafs of mankind as

doomed to eternal mifery, becaufe of that natural

depravity
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depravity which they could not help, and which He
who made them, gave, and would not heal ; and the

contemplation of fuch a Being mud often fill the

mind with anxious mifgivings, and with fecret ter

rors. Thefe however are alleviated in fome degree,

by entertaining good hopes concerning their own

date, by thinking as little as poflible upon God, and

by dwelling continually, as it is known that per-

fons who hold thefe principles do, upon the excel

lencies and graces of that imaginary fecond perfon^

who faves them from the
&quot;fury

&quot;

of the firft.

This, in the language of Mr. W. p. 458, is placing

a &quot; firm confidence in the unceafmg care and kind-

w nefs of a gracious Saviour
j&quot; and, p. 459, relying

upon
&quot; the aflured mercy of the Redeemer.&quot; But

it is, in truth, as I have before obferved, a fpecies of-

chriftian idolatry, from which the chriflian law re

quires that we fiiould, with the utmoft caution, ab-

(lain.

I am,

Madam, Sec.

LETTER
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LETTER XX.

Mr. Wilberforces Advice to Believers and to

Sceptics.

MADAM,

.. Wilberforce has clafled in the fame feclion

his Advice to Sceptics and to Unitarians. I will

take the liberty to correct his diftribution ; and in

this letter I will take into confideration the advice he

addreffes &quot; to fome who profefs their full aflent to

&quot; the fundamental doctrines of the
gofpel,&quot; (that is,

whofe opinions coincide with his own,) and that

which he addrefles to &quot;

fceptics,&quot; or, in plain lan

guage, to thofe who believe too much, and to thofe

who believe too little.

His advice to believers is contained in his fecond

fedtion, p. 461; and he &quot;warns thefe men, firft,

&quot;

p. 464, to beware left they be nominal chriftians

** of another fort.&quot; It is not eafy to underftand this

diftinclion between different forts of nominal chrif

tians. I am unwilling to believe, what neverthelefs

the author s language feems to imply, that, in

Mr. W. s opinion, the firft and moft fundamental

error is a mifapprehenfion of chriftian doctrine, and

that the next and more venial one is a defect in

chriftian practice. His words are thefe, p. 461 :.

&quot; In a former chapter we largely infifted on what

may be termed the fundamental pradical error of&quot;

&quot;the



1 8 6 A Review of Mr. WtllcrforceV Treatije,

c&amp;lt; the bulk of profeffed chriftians in our days , their

&quot; either overlooking, or m:fconceivln^ the peculiar
r&amp;lt; method which the gofpel has provided for the
w renovation of our corrupted nature, and for the

tc attainment of every cnriflian grace.&quot; Here then

we find that cc

mifconctpthn of the gofpei method J&amp;gt;

is reprefentecl as the fundamental error of modern

nominal chrifUans.

He adds, that &quot;while we attend in thefrft place
&quot; to this, we mull: at the fame time guard again ft a

c

practical miftake of another kind. There are not a

&quot; few who fatisfy themfelves with whut may be

M termed general chriftianity , who feel general
&amp;lt;c

penitence and humiliation, but who neglect that

&quot;

vigilant and jealous care with which they fhould la-

*c hour to extirpate every particular corruption,&quot; &c.

I do not then mifreprefent our author, when I

ftate him as teaching that mifconception of chriftian

doctrine is the &quot; fundamental practical error&quot; of

the prefent day, and I have miftaken the whole

tenor of his book, if he does not mean to reprefent

this fundamental error as inconfiftent with the fal-

vation of thofe who hold it, It is indeed difficult to

believe, that, in this enlightened and inquifitive age,

a man of Mr. W. s rank, talents, and character can

doom to deftruHon all thofe wife and good men
who have doubted, or rejected, his ftrange unfcrip-

tural doclrines. If this be the religion the pleafures

of which he enjoys with fo high a relilh, I, for one,

do
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do not
&quot;envy

him his feelings.&quot;
As to the reftj

what he advances in this feclion, allowance being

made for his aflumed principles, is very juft. The

chriftian religion requires the abfolute renunciation

of every vice, and the practice of every virtue. It

is the indifpenfable duty of all to exercife jhe greateft

vigilance, and to fet a fpecial guard againft thofe

vices to which, in their refpeclive circumftancesj

they are peculiarly expofed.

Mr. W. now proceeds to &quot; addrefs fome brief

&quot; obfervations to
fceptics,&quot; p. 467; and what he

advances upon this head appears to me, in the main^

juft, and deferving of very ferious attention. It is

a fair queftion which Mr. W. propofes to unbe

lievers,
&quot;

whether, if chriftianity be not in their

&quot; eilimation true, there is not at leaft a prefump-
&quot; tion in its favour, fufficient to entitle it to a ferious

t
examination, from its having been embraced, upon

&quot; full inquiry, by Bacon and Milton, and Locke and
&amp;lt;4

Newton.&quot; And again, p. 468, &quot;Can the fceptic
&quot; in general fay with truth, that he has either pro-
&quot; fecuted an examination into the evidences of re-

&quot; velation at all, or at leaft with a ferioufnefs and
&quot;

diligence in any degree proportioned to the im-
&quot;

portance of the fubjedl ?&quot;

I will beg leave, by the way, to obferve, that

neither Locke nor Newton, who are here fo de-

fervedly celebrated for their rational and firm at

tachment to the chriftian religion, were believers in,

what
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what are ilyled throughout the Practical View,
&quot; the peculiar doclrines of the

gofpel.&quot;
There is

great reafon to believe that Sir Ifaac Newton was a

proper Unitarian*, as it is certain that his friend

Hopton Haynes alfo was. As to Mr. Locke, he

was the father of rational criticifm. It is he who,

by introducing the wife and happy method of mak

ing the fcriptures their own interpreters, has taught

us the true meaning of thofe figurative expreffions,

upon which the men who only derive their know

ledge of chriftianity from catechifms and creeds

build their crude and unfcriptural fyftems. Mr.

Locke was a man of extraordinary genius and ta

lents, great in the departments of metaphyfical,

moral, and political philofophy, but greatefl of all

in the interpretation of the fcriptures, to which he

devoted the latter part of his life. I will venture to

fay, that no perfon will ever underftand the epiflo-

lary parts of the New Teftamenr, who does not read

them in the method which Mr. Locke recommends

in the introduction to his own excellent commen

tary on the epiftles. But this requires a degree of

attention and mental exertion, which few are able,

* Mr. Haynes affured a friend,
&quot; that Sir Ifaac Newton did

not believe our Lord s pre-exiftcnce ; and that he much la-

ft mentcd Dr. Clarke s embracing Arianifm ; which opinion he

&quot; feared had been, and ftill would be, if maintained by learned

* men, a great obftruftion to the progrels of
chriftianity.&quot;

Haynes on the Attributes of God, preface, p. zi.

and



A Review of Mr, Willerforce*s Trentife. 189

and fewer ftill are willing, to apply. It is much

eafier to quote texts as apophthegms, in the fenfe

impofed upon them by creeds and homilies, than

to reflect, compare, and inveftigate for ourfelves.

Mr. W. profefles, and no doubt fincerely, to value

the fcriptures highly ; and I am perfuaded that, if

he would teftify his regard by ftudying them in Mr.

Locke s method, he might, even yet, be gradually in

troduced into their true fenfe and meaning. But with

him it would be a work of time, labour, and felf-

denial; for the cloud of prejudice which hangs over

his mind would with great difficulty be difpelled.

J do not mean to fay that all Mr. Locke s interpre

tations are juft; but he has fupplied us with the

true key to fcripture criticifm, which thofe who

fucceed him, afliiled by his previous labours, may
ufe to more advantage than he himfelf has done.

Of this we have a remarkable inflance in Dr. Tay
lor s judicious commentary on the epiftle to the

Romans, and the admirable Key which he has pre

fixed to it; in which he explains, and
&quot;amply pen-

firms, the principles of interpretation before ad

vanced by Mr. Locke. And the fucceflbrs of Dr.

Taylor, treading in the fame fteps, and taking ad

vantage of his improvements, may advance ftill

farther in the fame road. In comparifon with fuch

truly profound and inftru&ive works, how fuper-

ficial and trifling are fome popular expofitions, in

which, through the force of prejudice, ignorance of

*- the
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the juft principles of fcripture criticifm, or a defire

to pleafe the multitude, the text is every where

ftrained to the popular fenfe, and the apoflles are*

made to write as though they had been difciples of

the Weftminfter AfTembly of Divines !

Infidelity is reprefented, p. 468,
&quot; as the produc-

** tion of a carelefs and irreligious life, operating
**

together with prejudices and erroneous concep-
** tions concerning the nature of the leading doc-

** trines and fundamental tenets of
chriftianity.&quot;

And its progrefs is pretty accurately traced in &quot; the

* cafe of young men of condition, bred up among
44 nominal chriftians.&quot; Mr.W. p. 473, denies, &quot;that

&quot; the increafe of infidelity in our own days, is in

&quot;

confequence of the reafonings of the infidel wri-

M ters having been much ftudied, but from the pro-
*

grefs of luxury, and the decay of morals ; and fo

&quot; far as this increafe may be traced at all to the

&amp;lt;c works of fceptical writers, it has been produced
4&amp;lt; not by argument and difcufiion, but by farcafms,

*4 and points of wit, which have operated on weak

&quot;

minds.&quot; And he aflerts, with a confidence not

fufficiently founded on faft, that &quot; the literary op
&quot;

pofers of chriftianity, from Herbert to Hume,
&quot; have been feldom read.&quot; He adds,

&quot; Their very
&quot; names would be fcarcely found, if Leland had not

&amp;lt;(

preferved them from oblivion.&quot; I fufpeft that

the worthy author is in this inftance under a miftake,

and that the fubtle and plaufibJe objeclions of Bo-

7 lingbroke
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lingbroke and Hume are more read^ even at prefenr,

than the fenfible and folid, but dull and verboie,

replies of Leland.

I (hall conclude this letter with {biting, briefly,

what appear to me fome of the principal caufes of

modern infidelity, i. The firfl and chief is an un-

willingnefs to fubmit to the reftraints of religion,

and the dread of a future life, which leads men to

overlook evidence, and to magnify objections.

2. The palpable abfurdities of creeds generally pro-

fefied by chriftians, which men of fenfe having con

founded with the genuine doctrines of revelation,

they have reje&ed the whole at once, and without

inquiry. 3. Impatience, and unwillingnefs to per-

fevere in the laborious tafk of weighing arguments
and examining objections. 4. Falhion has biafied

the minds of fome young perfons of virtuous charac

ters, and competent knowledge, to rejecl: revelation,

in order to avoid the imputation of fingularity, and

to efcape the ridicule of thofe with whom they de-

fire to ailbciate. 5. Pride, that they might at an

eafy rate attain the character of philofophers, and

of fuperioriry to vulgar prejudice. 6. Dwelling

upon difficulties only, from which the mod rational

fyftem is not exempt, and by which the moil can

did, inquifitive, and virtuous minds are fometimes

entangled.

The mafs of mankind, who never think at all,

but who admit without hefitation &quot;

all that the

&quot; nurfe
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&quot; nurfe and that the prieft have
taught,&quot;

can never

become fceptics. Of courfe, the whole clafs of un

believers confitis of perfons who have thought, more

or lefs, upon the fubject ; and as perfons of fenfe

feldom difcard at once all the principles in which

they have been educated, it is not wonderful that

many who begin with the higheft orthodoxy pafs

through different ftages of their creed, dropping an

article or two in every ftep of their progrefs, till at

length, weary of their labour, and not knowing
where to fix, they reject it altogether. This, to a

fuperficial and timid obferver, appears to be an ob

jection to freedom of inquiry, for no pcrfon begin

ning to inquire can or ought to fay where he will

ilop. But the fincere friend to truth will not be

difcouraged : for without inquiry truth cannot be

afcertained ; and if the chriftian religion fhrinks

from clofe examination in this bold and inquifitive

age, it mud and it ought to fall. But of this ifiue

I have not the fmalleft apprehenfion. Genuine

chriftianity can well bear the fiery trial through

which it is now pafling , and while the drofs and

the rubbifli are tonfumed, the pure gold will re

main uninjured, and will come forth from the fur

nace with increafed luftre.

I am,
Madam, &c.

LETTER
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LETTER XXI.

Antmadverjtom upon Mr. Wilberforce*s account of the

Unitarians. Conclufion,

MADAM,

JL H E profpecl: of reft after the toil of a journey-

is not more pleafant to the weary traveller, than to

me, and probably to my readers, is the near approach

of the conclufion of my taflc. I requeft indulgence

therefore but for one epiftle more; and then, &quot;having

&quot;

completed rny drain, I will return to
obfcurity*.&quot;

Mr. W. proceeds, p. 476, to animadvert upon the

Unitarians ; and firft, he apologizes to his orthodox

reader, p. 475, for &quot;conceding the term to the clafs

&amp;lt;f of
perfons&quot;

who maintain the proper humanity of

Chrift. Mere words are never worth a difpute , and

if the wormippers of three, or of three hundred,equal,

infinite fpirits choofe to call themfelves Unitarians,

they have my free confent, provided they allow me
to ufe the word in what appears to me to be its pro

per fenfe, and to apply it to that defcription of per

fons to whom alone, in my judgment, it belongs,

A Unitarian, according to the idea which I annex to

the term) is one &amp;lt;wbo does not afcribe to a derived Being

any attributes, iuorksy or honours^ ivhich reafon and re-

*
Explcbo numernm, reddarque tenebris.

K vtfatten
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relation appropriate to God. He therefore is not a

Unitarian, in the proper fenfe of the word, who
either receives Jefus as truly God ; or who, in words

denying his divinity, regards him as the delegate of

the Father in the formation and adminiftration of

the world ; or, laftly, who offers any kind of reli

gious addreffes to him. Thejdo&rine of the Divine

Unity is indeed fo clearly revealed both iri the jewifh

and the chriftian fcriptures, that all chriftians pro-

fefs to believe it in fome fenfe, though the majority

hold principles totally repugnant to it.

Mr. W. in the plenitude of his chriftian chanty,

obferves, p. 474,
&quot; that the account which has been

&quot;

given of the fecret but grand fource of infidelity,

**
may perhaps juftly be extended, as being not fel-

* dom true in the cafe of thofe who deny the fun-

* damental doctrines of the
gofpel,&quot; in other words,

his own peculiar opinions. Now, the account given

of the fource of infidelity, p. 472, is this: &quot;It ap-
**

pears plainly that infidelity is generally the off-

c&amp;lt;

fpring of prejudice, and that its fuccefs is mainly
&quot; to be afcribed to the depravity of the moral cha-

&quot;

racier.&quot; Such, it feems, in Mr. W. s eftimation, is

the true account of the general fuccefs of that doc

trine, which was embraced by Newton, Lardner,

and Jebb, and by many others, of the moil fplendid

talents and unfpotted characters, who have devoted

their lime to the ftudy of the fcriptures, and who

are greatly his fuperiors in every branch of facred

literature.
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literature. &quot; This fuccefs is mainly to be afcribed

&quot; to the depravity of the moral character.&quot; Surely,

this gentleman will, upon reflection, for his own

credit, retract his harm and unjuft. cenfure, which

breathes a fpirit fo inconfiftent with that humility

and candour which he every where profeiTes. What

right can Mr. W. have to invade the province of the

Omnifcient Judge, and to arraign his fellow-fervants,

and fellow-chriftians, of &quot; moral
depravity,&quot; becaufe

they ftrictly adhere to, what they believe to be, the

genuine doctrine of their common Matter, and re-

folutely reject all opinions which in their judgment
are unauthorized, and untrue, by whatever epithets

they may be dignified, or by whomfoever they may
be embraced, defended, or impofed ?

In the fame fpirit of chanty, Umtarianifm is re-

prefented, p. 475,
&quot; as a fort of half-way houfe be-

* tween orthodoxy and infidelity. And truly,

whatever might be the intention of our zealous au

thor, I, for one, am far from being offended with

the quarters he has afligned us ; regarding them as

a proper medium between ineligible extremes. Nor

am I afhamed even to avow, that, of the two, I would

rather approach the confines of cold and cheerlefs

fcepticifm, than the burning zone of mercilefs or

thodoxy. For, upon the principles of infidelity, at

the very worft, all events take place at random, and

my chance is as good as that of another man. But

If Mr, W. sfyftem be true, the univerfe is under the

K 3 govern-
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government of OMNIPOTENT MALIGNITY ; than

which no confederation can be more painful and

alarming.

At this half-way houfe we are told that a perfon

travelling
&quot; from orthodoxy to infidelity fometimes

&quot; indeed finally flops ; but not unfrequently he only
&quot;

paufes there for a while, and then purfues his pro-
*

grefs.&quot; Now, having myfelf been a refident in it

for fome years, I may be fuppofed to know a little

more about it than Mr. W. And I can from exp-
rience aflure that gentleman, that it is a very fafe,

pleafant, and commodious dwelling, in which if he

would venture to take up his abode, he would not

be difpleafed either with his entertainment or his

company. To enjoy the fituation however to the

greateft advantage, he muft ceafe to look at objects

through the falfe medium of a fervid imagination,

jtnd mufl view them in the fober light of reafon and

truth. * c When he becomes a man, he mufl put
**
away childifh things.&quot;

He will indeed lofe fome

of his prefent vifionary raptures ; but the want of

thefe will be abundantly compensated by the en

largement and fimplicity of his views, by the in-

creafed flrength and comprehenfion of his mind, and

by the proper direction of his religious affections.

Our author is miilaken if he means to reprefent

the majority of thofe who enter this manfion as only

fojourners,
&quot;

paufmg for a while, and then purfuing
* iheir progrefs to

infidelity.&quot; Some, it muft be

confefled,
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confefled, of whom we once entertained better hopes,

have deferted our fociety. We formed, alas, an er

roneous judgment of their characters. u
They

&quot; went out from us becaufe they were not of us
;

if

&quot;

they had been of us, they would no doubt have

&amp;lt;l continued with us*.&quot; They either did not UR-

derftand their principles j or they were perplexed

with difficulties which perhaps patience and atten

tion might have folved : or they did not fufficiently

feel the practical energy of chriftian truth; or they

might poflibly be too much influenced by love of the

world, to advancement in which, the profeffion of

unpopular truth is no fmall obftruction. But it is

not our province to judge. They have a MaRer to

whom they are accountable ; and by his decifion they

muil abide. May that fentence be favourable ! In

the mean time, Mr. W. may be allured, that the

number who have left us are few in comparifon
with thofe who remain, or who are daily joining

themfeives to our.fociety. And though the believers

in certain &quot;

peculiar doctrines&quot; may think us extra

vagant in our expectations, I can afiure them that

we do not defpair of the advent of a glorious period,

in the revolution of ages, when the Unitarian Church

(hall comprehend in its ample inclofure the whole

chriflianized world.

Mr. VV. does the Unitarians the juftice to ac

knowledge, p. 475,
&quot; that their teachers by no means

*
i John xi, 19.

K 3
&quot;

profefs
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&quot;

profefs to abfolve their followers from the unbend-
&quot;

ing ftri&nefs of chriftian morality. They prefcribe
&quot; the predominant love of God, and an habitual

&quot;

fpirit of devotion.&quot; Left however they (hould be

exalted above meafure by this liberal conceffion, he

adds,
&quot; But it is an unqueflionable fac% a facl which

u
they themfelves almojl admit, that this clafs of re-

14

ligionifts,&quot;
as he is pleafed to flyle them,

&quot;

is not

&quot; in general diftinguifhed for fuperior purity of life ;

&quot; and ftilllefs for that frame of mind, which, by the

ft
injunction to be fpiritually, not carnally minded,

&quot; the word of God prefcribes to us, as one of the

** fureft tefts of our experiencing the vital power of

&quot;

chriftianity.&quot;

Such is the very candid judgment which Mr. W.
forms of the moral and religious character of the

Unitarians. How nearly refembling the temper of

the Pharifee in the parable :
&quot;

God, I thank thee,

&quot; that I am not as other men are, nor even as this

tc
publican.&quot;

How clofely bordering upon that fu-

percilious fpirit which our Lord reproves in the jews,

who concluded, becaufe &quot; the Son of Man came eat-

&quot;

ing and drinking,&quot;
and affecting no habits of au-

fterity or unneceflary fingularity, that he muft there

fore &quot; be the friend, and aflbciate, of publicans and

&quot; finners !&quot; But, be it known to Mr. W. and to all

who, like him, are difpofed to condemn their bre

thren unheard, that if the Unitarians were inclined

to boaft in the characters of thofe who have pro-

fefled
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fefTed their principles,
u
they have whereof to glory &amp;gt;&quot;

and that they could bring forward names of allowed

and tranfcendent excellence, to whofe diRinguiftied

merits their enemies themfelves have been compel

led to bear their unwiliing teftimony. And if they

took pleafure in expofing the faults of their more

orthodox brethren, they likewife have tales to un

fold, which would, reflect little credit either on the

parties or on their principles. But of fuch mutual

reproaches there would be no end, nor can any ad

vantage accrue from them to any caufe. And I

hope, that the only reply which chriftians who think

with me will ever vcuchfufe to charges of this kind,

is by the filent eloquence and powerful argument of

a virtuous and ufeful life.

In the fame fpirit of chanty, the author proceeds

to remark, p. 476, that &quot; in point of faft, Unitari-

&quot; anifm feems to be reforted to, not merely by thofe

&quot; who are difgufted with the
&quot;peculiar

doclrhies&quot; of

&quot;

chriitianity (that is, Mr. W.*s opinions), but by
&quot; thofe alfo who are feeking a refuge from the

ic ftridnefs of her pracStical precepts j and who more
&quot;

particularly would efcape from the obligation
&quot; which (lie impofes on her adherents, rather to in-

&quot; cur the dreaded charge of fingularity, than fall in

&amp;lt;c with the declining manners of a diinpated age.&quot;

Upon this aflertion I (hall only obferve, that for a

perfon to profefs the obnoxious principles of Unita-

rianifm in order to avoid the imputation of fingula-

K 4 rity,
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rity, is fomething like a man s cafting himfelf into

the fea to efcape drowning. It would be an act

of pure infanity*.

Mr. W. p. 476, attempts to account for the ad-

miflion of &quot;

Unitarianifm, M here it may be fup-
&quot;

pofed to proceed from the underftanding, rather

(t than from the heart,&quot; but wifely declines &quot; enter-

&quot;

ing into a
controverfy,&quot; upon which he decides fo

peremptorily, and of which he knows fo little. Since

however he has thought proper to affign principles

and motives to the Unitarians, fo widely different

from the real grounds of their faith and practice, I

will take the liberty in a few words to fet him right.

The Unitarians believe, upon grounds common to

all chriftians, that Jefus of Nazareth was a divinely

commiflioned teacher of truth and righteoufnefs -,

and that, having been publicly crucified by his ene

mies, he was raifed from the dead on the third day.

They regard it as an indifpenfible duty to believe

whatever he was commiflioned to teach. And par

ticularly, upon the evidence of his doctrine and re-

furrection, they expect a general refurrection of the

dead,
&quot; both of the juft and of the unjuft 5&quot;

and a

fubfequent ftate of retribution, in which all (hall be

treated in exact correfpondence with their moral

characters.

* Numerous and increafmg as the Unitarians certainly are,

their number is ftill very fmall in proportion to that of the advo

cates for the popular fyilem, and the obloquy to which they are

notorious.

That
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That Unitarians believe Jefus to have been a

man, for the fame reafons for which they believe

the proper humanity cf Peter and Paul, of Mofes

and Abraham. He appeared as a man, he called

himfelf a man, he was believed by all his compa
nions and contemporaries to be a man, he had all

the accidents of a man j he was born, he lived,, he

ate and drank, and flept ; he converfed, he rejoiced,

he wept, he fufFered, and he died as other men.

That he was nothing more than a man, pofTefled

of extraordinary powers and inverted with an extra

ordinary divine commiffion, and that he had no ex-

iftence previous to his birth, they believe, (imply

upon this ground, that there is no evidence to prove

the contrary. It is not incumbent upon them, nor

do they pretend, to produce proof, that a perfon who

appeared as a man was really fuch. If any maintain

that Jefus of Nazareth was fomething more than a

human being, whether an angelic, fuperangelic, or

divine perfon, it is their bufmefs to prove their af-

fertion.

Evidence, fuch as it is, has been produced; and it

confifts of certain texts of fcripture, chiefly taken

from the New Teflament, which are thought to

teach, or to imply, the doctrine*. Now, the Unita

rians

* A perfon who has not paid particular attention to the fub-

jel, would be furprifed to find how very few texts there are

which even Ceem dire&ly to affert the pre-exiftence of Chrift. If

any
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rians pledge themfelves to (hew that all thefe paflages

are either interpolated, corrupted, or mifunderftood,

This they do by critical inquiries, either into the

authenticity of the text, or into its proper meaning
in the connexion in which it (lands*. Unitarians

therefore are univerfaily friends to a careful, dili

gent, and critical ftudy of the fcriptures.

Here the argument reds. No fatisfa&ory evi

dence having been produced of the pre-exiitence

and deity of Jefus of Nazareth, the dolrine of

courfe falls to the ground ; and with it all thofe

anti-chriftian opinions which are blended with it, or

any one is defirous to learn the true do6trine of the New Tefta-

ment upon this fubjeft, let him collect the texts that are thought

dire&ly or indirectly to fupport it, and likewife thofe in which

the tittes, attributes, works, and honours of Deity are thought

to be afcribed to Chrift
; and, comparing the explanations given

of thefe texts by the writers for and againft the pre-exiftence

and deity of Chrift, a ferious and unprejudiced inquirer will

foon difcover on which fide the weight of argument lies. This

is the true way of afcertainins; the point in queftion. But it re

quires time, lanour, patience, and candour. It is a much fhorter

and eafier courfe, to fay at once of a dofrrine, &quot; that it is the

&quot;

offspring of prejudice, and that its fuccefs is mainly to be

&amp;lt;c afcribed to the depravity of the moral character.

* See the Commentary of Grotiu?, Dr. Lardner s letter on

the Logos, Mr. Lindfey s Apology for refigning the Vicarage of

Catterick, and the Sequel to that Apology; alfo, Hopton Haynes

on the Attributes of God. For the do&rine of the primitive

Church concerning the perfon of Chrift, fee Dr. Frieftley s

Hidory of Early Opinions.
flow
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flow from it. To maintain, that a more fplendid

and coftly fcheme of redemption would have been

more efficacious, and more worthy of God, is highly

indecent. It is arraigning infinite Wifdom at the

tribunal of human Folly. The fact is, that God has

actually
&quot; fent the man Chrift Jefus to fave us from

&quot; our iniquities :&quot; and we are fare that this method

of falvation is the bed, becaufe God hath chofen

it.

This fhort abftract of Unitarian principles will

enable us to judge of the value of an argument pro-

pofed in a work entitled Calvinifm and Socinianifm

Compared, upon which Mr. W. p. 476, pafles a

very high encomium ; and the amount of which is,

&quot; We Calvinifts being much better chriftians than

&quot;

you Socinians, our doctrine muft of courfe be

true.
*

To this &quot;

mafterly defence of the doctrines of

&quot;

chriftianity, and acute refutation of the oppofite
&quot;

errors,&quot; Mr. W. and his friends are highly wel

come. The Unitarians will not trefpafs upon the

holy ground. We have learned, that &quot; not he who
&quot; commendeth himfelf is approved, but whom the

&quot; Lord commendeth* :&quot; and, fatisfied with this, we

wait with cheerful confidence the decifion of that

day
&quot; which fliall try every man s work.&quot; In the

mean time we reft our caufe upon the fcriptures

critically examined, and judicioufly explained. This

*
s, Cor, x. iS.

way
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way of reafoning is branded, in the fame &quot;

mafterly

&quot;performance*,&quot; as &quot;

mangling and altering the

c&amp;lt; tranflation to our own minds :&quot; which brings to

my recollection the honefl quaker s exclamation,
u Q argument ! O argument ! the Lord rebuke thee.&quot;

From the ram cenfures of petulant ignorance, we

appeal to the deliberate judgment of men of enlight

ened minds and found learning ; who teftify their

regard to the fcriptures, not by empty profeffions,

nor by blind fubmifiion to vulgar interpretation?,

but by making them the fubjedt of candid, ferious*

and impartial inveftigation j and in fuch a court we

expect with confidence a favourable verdic~r.

I have now, Madam, finished the ftriclures, which

at your requeft I drew up, on &quot; Mr. W. s Practical

&quot; View of the prevailing religious Syftem of pro-
&quot; fefied Chriftians;&quot; and which, though originally-

intended for your private ufe, I have confented,

with your permiflion, and at the defire of fome can

did and judicious friends, to fubmit to the public

eye. My intention in writing has not been to de

preciate Mr. W. s character ; for I think well both

of his underftanding and of his heart ; and the

goodnefs of his intentions in the publication before

us cannot be too highly applauded. Leafl of all

has it been my wifh to difparage genuine and prac

tical chriftianity. My defign has been, to (hew that

the worthy writer is totally miftaken in the means by

* Calvinifm and Socinianifm Compared, p. ^t
)
^.

which
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which he would accomplish his benevolent purpofe of

making men wiferand better; and that the opinions

which he reprefents as the &quot;grand peculiarities&quot; of

chriftianity are erroneous in the extreme, and defti-

tute of all fupport from the fcriptures; that they

calumniate human nature, and derogate exceedingly

both from the moral charafter and from the abfo-

lute fupremacy of God-, that they magnify pofitive

rites to a degree which muft neceffarily diminifh the

attention to moral duties ; alfo, that they tend to

contract the mind, and to fill it with vifionary fpe-

culations, with gloomy apprehenfions, and too often

with malignant paffions, the reverfe of the liberal

and cheerful fpirit of genuine chriftianity. Upon
thefe fubje&s I hope that I have exprefied myfelf in

a manner becoming a candid and ferious advocate

for truth, without bitternefs or undue warmth. I

truft alfo, that what has been advanced cannot
eafily

be mifunderftoodi though I do not flatter myfelf that

it will not be mtfreprefented. How far I may have

fucceeded in my profefled defign, muft be left to

your fuperior difcernment, and to the judgment of

an impartial Public.

I have the honour to be, Madam,

Your moft obedient fervant,

THOMAS BELSHAM.
Hackneyt

Feb. 14, 1798.

Printed by J, 0vjiCh*rcery Ltue,
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