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PREFATORY REMARK®.

IN bringing this controversy before the public in the form
of' a pamphlct, we act in eomplianee with the repeated solicita-
tions of many friends, whese opinions we respeet, and whose 300d
wishes we would ever desire to coneiliate. In doing it, we hope
it is unnecessary to state, that we have no desire to keep alive,
or perpetuate those unchristian and uncharitable feelings which
heve more than kept pace with the eandid investigation of a sub-
teet, so deeply interesting to every rational and immortal mind.
It is hoped this ferment has now, in some degree, suhsided.

Every body knows, it is next to impossible, where there is'a
diversity of opinions, to {ix upon any plan that would be entirely
free from ohjections : and there is, perhaps, no subject about
which mankind differ more than that of religion. But whatever
we.ght might be given to subordinate considerations, public utili-
ty and religious improvement, we think,not only warrant, but de-
mend the publicity of every faet which tends to dissipate the
elouds of error and superstition and open the way for the peace-
ful march of the ¢ gentus of improvement,” towards a happy im-
mortality.

Let the impartial reader then re-peruse this controversy with
those feelings of love and charity which actoated the ¢ Inquirer”
and < Philo,” and it is charitably helieved that few are so far
blinded by prejudice, or swayed by passion as not to have their
understandings improved and their hearts made better.

THE PUBLISHERS.



CHRISTMAS CONTROVERSY.

el § Peecen

No. L.
THE INQUIRER.
HAVING recently heard the day called Cnrist-

MAs, represented as holy time, and the non-observance
of it branded as a species of profanity, 1 am induced
to propose the following questions relative to the sub.
ject, and to hope that some informed and candid wri-
ter svill furnish a reply.

1. Is the observance of Chrvistmas enjoined, either
expressly, or by implication, in Secripture ? If so, in
what chapter and verse ?

2. If uo such injunction is found in Seripture, 1s not
the setting apart of Christmas, as holy time, by any
portion of the Christian Church, 'an excrcise of legis-
lative authority—an authority generally admltted a-
mong Protestants, to belonyg to Christ alone ?

Siuoculd any one favor me with a reply, it will sim.-
plify his task to recolleet, that the inquiry does not res-
pect the propriety of Christians’ devouily commemor-
ating the day on which, as thev conteeive, their Savier
was born. 'The real questic  is this : Is the obser-
vance of Christmas a matter . divine appointment ?

Should the advocates o1 the divine authority of
Christmas, succeed in nroving their point, it may be
anticipated that those ‘who l‘ﬂ\b neglected to observe
it as such, will confess and retract th(‘u error. Should
they fail, perhaps their charge against their fellow-
Lhustlans, as profaning a divine stitut ion, will be
candidly reconsidered and withdrawn.

AN INQUIRER.

[Herald of Dees 29, 1815,
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NO. 11’.

REPLY TO «AN INQUIRER.”

THOSE who regard Christmas as lholy time, do
not shrink from an investigation of the grounds of their
faith : in full confidence, that the more they are exam-
ined, the more they will meet the approbation of the
serious and enlightened part of the community. The
¢ Inquirer,” who has called the attention of the pub-
lic to this subject, is a little captions, in consequence
¢i having somewhere heard it represented noti only as
holy time, but ¢ the nonobservance of it,”” as he says,
“branded, as a species of profanity.” Perhaps he la-
bors under some mistake. 'The {riends to the obsery-
ance of Christmas pass no sentence eof condemnation
on their dissenting brethren ; unless the expression of
their own convlctwn% of truth and propriety be malig-

nantly perverted to this effeet.’ They have the same
rizht of private judgment, and to express their opin-
ions, with others: and are not to be silenced, because
the expression of their peculiar sentiments may imply,
that some of their brethren may be in an errour. By
judging it to be holy time, they do not impute the guilt
of profanity to t .cse, who are prevented by ignorance,
prejudice or any othe" invincible chstacle from re-
garding it in the sme light. To such however they
would reply in the \anguage of St. Paul, ¢« He that re-
gardeth the day, regardetti it unto the Lord, and he
that regardeth not the day, to the Lord he doth not
regard it.”  And by p‘tmllcl sense, He that deemeth
it lmly, to him it is holy s < but Ize that csteemeth f
unclean, to him it is uncleun.”

Now if the Inquirer choose to rank himself among
the latter, he is at liberty so to dos but he will not be
envied either on account of his good sense, his temper,
or his piety.
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All time may be reputed holy, whieh is appropriat.
ed to religious exereises: and why are not individu-
als or porhw.s of the Chuoreh at hbm‘ty to appropriate
as macu, as they please, te this objeet? The right ap-
pears to me so dlain, that 1 should be loth to enter the
lists with an adversary, who should question it. 1
should feel obliged to funey mysell transported back
to the dark ages, and cailed upon to secttle the first
principles of ('hristian Tiberly. Bot L am still more
perplexed to see, how the exercise of snch a right in-
terferes with the auik ity of Christ.  Where has he
restricted his followe < on this head ? Has he not vath-
er required them te dedicate themselves. souls and
bodies and their whole time ¢ biin, as th. .r veasonable
service ¥ How then can tbe consecrating ¢ pa-ticular
days to him, be an interference with *° v :ority?
The morve I rvefieet, the more 7 am aster. . (3 at the
guerics oi this writer.

Besides, have not the legislatures of the several
states set apart days offastm &e. as holy time? Have
not Preshyterians, and other denominations of Chris-
tiaus, ap[m,.nwd periodieal fasts, to be observed as holy
time? And has {ie propriety of their conduet ever
been questioned? YWhy then have not the observers
of Christmas the same right? Kspecially when they
constitute the great hody of the Christian world ? and
are sanetioned in this respect by the usage of the re-
motest antiquity 7 1 cannot therefore but be surprised
at the docirine, advanced by the Inquirer, that ¢ the
setting apart of Christmas, as holy time by any por-
tion ni the Christian Chureh is an exercise of legisla-
tive authority—an authority generally adwitted among
protestants to belong to Christ alone.” The exercise
of such a mv1leo'e was once denied by the Pope as
an m[nmocmont of his authority s but'it has seldom
been refused by Protestants to each other. The pres.
ent is a singular instance in the 1¢th century; and 1
hope it will continue to stand alone.

If then I should fail of suceess in satisfying a per-
son of the Inquirer’s description, I may perbaps ben-
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efii a few olhers by laying hefore them the result of my
own inquiries ¢n this head.

1% is not known with certainty, when Christ.nas was
first chserved as a religious festival. It may be traced
back to the remotest ant; quity 5 tothe age near the A-
postles, of whick no satisfaclory records remain.  Af-
ter the New Testament, the earliest histories of the’
Church speak of the days of Christ’s nativity and pas-
sion, as being devoutly observed amon > all Christians.
Ghrysustom, who floarished about A. D. 390 asserts,
that ¢ the custom of keeping this day was religious
and of Gon ; and that 1t was antient, even from the
first times.” Other authoritics might be adduced were
it necessary—But it is not, because this distinguished
Author may be regarded, as expressing the general
sense of antiquity. |
~ But this man of chapter and verse wishes for some
warrant from holy writ—DLet lom tari then toLuke 2d
Chap. from the 6th to the 15th verse inclusive ; : where
he Wﬂl find a most interesting celebration of the birth
of Christ, not by men, but by Angels, who descended
from Heaven on this occasion; and apparcntly for the
purpose of exhibiting a suitable precedent for the fu-
ture goevernwent of the Christian world. "T'his, one
would think, would be sufficient to satisfy the most
sceptical and cavilling mind.

The custom is further sanctioned by the most res-
pectable human authority.  From Neal’s history of
the Puritans, a book highly ecommended by our Pres-
byterian and Congregational Clergy, it appears, that
Christmas had the preeminence as holy time, even over
the Christian Sabbath in the opinions of the Martyrs,
Reformers and most eminent divines in England, from
the beginning of the reformation down to the usurpa-
tion of Oliver Cromwell.—James I. the monarch, to
whese piety we are indebted for our exccllent version
of the holy seriptures, appears to have heen of the
same opinion—It was the prevailing opinion of his
Keclesiastical and Civil courts, that some laxity should
be allowed in regard to the observanee of the sabbath,
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lest it should otherwise be rczarded by the people
with the same reverence, as the great fasts and festi-
vals of the Church.

Besides these, which are abroad, we have anthori-
ties at home, of similar aspect. The Congress of the
U. &.ies and other Legislatures of the scveral States
usuan; adjourn their sessions over Christmas s thas
appearing to regard it as holy time, and chooqmg not
to profane it by sccular concerns. But what will be
deemed still more offensive by such persons as the In-
quirer, -, that the twelve days following Christmas are
called holiday ys—i. e. holy days, or holy time; and
have been so considered for a great length of time, and
throughout a large portion of i %o Ghmstlan world.

With such authority in its Javouar, backed by the
evident propriety of the duty itself, and the general
consent of Christians of all denominat:ons, its friends
will be justified in regarding Christmas as holy time.
At least, it is to be hoped, that the right of any portion
of the Christian church to observe it as such, with the
expianation now given, will not be questioned.—No
sight can be more gratifying to a devout and beneveo-
lent mind, than that of the great body of Chrlstlanq,
laying aside all distinctions and animosities, and unit-
ing in the exercises of this day: and it must be an a-
grecable spectacle to the Great Head of the Church to
behold his fcllowers thus employed.—For one, 1 am
happy in renowicing former prejudices against it, and
derive great pkasure from beholding increased respect
and attmtlon, paid {a it by Christians of all sects—
Should the Inquirer iowever unot be disposed to unite
in the prevailing sentiment, it is to be hoped, that at
least he will not continue in the ungrateful employ-
ment of damping the ardor of the oceasion, or of throw-
ing ohstacles in the way of n service, at once so ra-
tlonal becoming, profitable and delightful.

PHILO.

[Merald. Yan. 2, 1810.]




No. I11.
THE INQUIIER.

IF the questions proposed in a late Hevald, respee-
ting CHrisTMAS, were either trifling in their naturve, or
offensive in their form, they merit veprehension.  On
these points, let the reflecting and impartial deeide.

To the writer, they seemed important. Tuadeed,
what can be more interesting to human beings, than to
know what religious observances the God of heaven
has prescribed : and what portion of their time he has
consecrated to his own immediate service ?

It is an acknowledged Churistian duty, to be ready
to give an answer to those who ask the reasons of our
faith and hope. - If, in addition to this. ¢ those who
regard Christmas as holy time, do not shrink from an
investigation of the grounds of their faith,” what is
thiere to obstruct a free enquiry on the subject ?

My readers will likewise recollect the special occa-
sion of my questions. I had recently heard Christ-
mas represented as holy time, and secular employ-
ment,as a profanation of it ; and i felt myself, in com-
mon W1th thousands of my fellow Christians, involv.-
ed in a very serious charge.  Was it too much to ask
the authority for such a Lharn'e ?

In a word ; if Christmas is in reality a divine in-
stitution, it follows that a great majority of the Chris-
tians of our country have reason to retracc their steps
with tears, and return, with broken hearts, to a long
neglected duty.

These things being considered, 16 one can deny
that the subject is deeply interesting. Lt was under
this impression, that I peoned the inquiries to which
Philo has furnished a reply.

It would he truly delightful to see a religious topie
discussed with perfect coolness and candor, a2nd de-
cided upon its naked merits.  In such a disenssion,
it scarce needs be said, sarcasms, personal allusions,
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appeals to prejudice, would find no place, Trath
disclaims such auxiliarvies § nor do her friends often
condescend to employ them.

To the personal severities so liherally scattered
through the ecmmuanication of Philo, 1 shall make no
l'eplv They have given me little pain.  If they ave
merited and pcmnem I wish they may give as Tittle
to the writer. 'To his statements and reasonin: 7S, 1IN
diveet reply to my inquiries, I feel myself called to
pay some attcntion.

Liet it be recollected, that T have not questioned the
propriety of a devout celebmtlon of the Savies’s na-
iivity. I have simply inquired whether the ohsorv.
ance of Christmas is enjoined in Seripture: and
whether, if it is not, the setting apart of the dav as
holy, by any portion of the Christian Chu ‘eh, 1s not
an exercise of legis{ative authority ?

To the first of these questions, Philo replies, if I
understand him, in the affirmative § and for proof, he
refers us to the angelic celebratum of the birth of
Christ, recorded in the 2d chapter of Luke. ¢ The
angels,” he thinks, ¢ deseended from hieaven, on tiiis
occasion, appareatly for the purpese of exhibitinga
suitable precedent for the intare government of the
Christian world.””  Buat ean be bie sevious in this SG-
gestion ¢ Is theve here any proof. oi shadow of proof,
“of a divine institution, look ing forward to distant azes?
Is it not one thing, to celebraie a great and joveus e-
vent, at its first ocenrrence  and a very diifv.cnt thing,
to 4pp0m* or annouanee, dl] anniversary for its cele-
bration in all futu 2 time ? Wien were angels com-
missioncd to he our instructors and exemplars in re-
card to a standing Christian ordinance 7 Is it not
clear to 2 demonstration, that in order to forg a di-
vine institution,*binding the consciences, and guiding
the nraetice of Clristians. there must be cither an fm-
mediate injunction of the Delfy 3 or else the precept,
or example, of human beings acting under h.a Inspir-
ation and authority ¥ 1.t evidence of this kind he
produced, and it shell be »dmitied.  But it eanuu: he

prndueed. Nothing resembling it is to be found in all
(’)
~
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Scripture, as the advoeates for the sancetity of Christmae
have ﬂ'enemlly confessed,  'T'his argument, v hich ap-
pears to its author ¢ sufficient to mtmly the most .+ np-
tical and cavilling mind,” has not salisfied Episcopa-
lians themselves 3 most of whom have candidly admit-
ted that their great religions festival wants the decis.
ive stamp of Secripture authority.

I might add, that our Savior, in appointing an or-
dinance for the celebration of his death, took care that
its institation should be explicitly recorded by three
of the Kvangelists 5 and still more particularly by St.
Paul, in ihe first Epistle to the (orinthians. Thus
effectually did he secure to his foliowers in every age,
an ample and satisfying warrant for its observance.
If it was his will that his birth should be celebrated
with equal care, let the reason bLe given, why, from
the beginning to the end of the New Testament, not a
sultence, nor a syllable is to be found, relatne to the

subject.

1f the sanctity of Christmas cannot be supported by
the Scriptures, the question, one would think, is deci-
ded. Protestants acknowledge no other rule of faith
anid practice. But as Philo seems inclined to trace
its ohservance to a very early period of the Christian
Church, I must offer a few remarks on this peint.

Af ter admitting that ¢ it is not known with certain-
ty, when C ristmas was first observed as a religious
ieetiv'ﬁ‘ 7 hie states that ¢ 1t may be traced back fo the
remote © antiquity 5 to the age near the Apostles.”
In cowieaiaiion, he introduces Chrysostom, who flour-
ished 2ot A1) 390, as declaring, that ¢¢ the custom -
of keen v o this day was relno'mus, and of God ; and
that it “vas aneient 3 even from the first times.”” But
has Piilo forgotten that this ¢ distinguished writer”
has alfirmed in one of his homilies, delivered in the
Churea of Antioeh, that it was not ten years, since
Chrigtneas began to be celebrated, in iiat (*hm'ch, 0On
the 25th of l)acembpr 2 It is the opinicn of Dr. Cave,
a respectable Hpiscopal writer, thai i, the W estem
Cinwrches, Christmas was for a long time celebrated
in the month of January. Clemens Alexandrinus de-
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tail« several different opinions whieh prevailed in his
time, respoeting the day of Christ’s bivth s but it lh re-
| mmrkahlp that not one of them referved it to the 25th

" December.  fndeed, it is generally admltted by
o mhd aud inteiligent writers of all deseriptions, that
vie jrecite day of our Redeemer’s birth cannot now
be ascerizined. Krom this fact, two consequences
follow. Kirst, that to commemorate his nativity, in
the confidence that we have selected the proper-day,
is impossible. Secondly, that the celebration of Chris:
maas was not commenced so early as many have sup-
posed : otherwise, the day proper to be thus solemn-
ized, would never have become a subject of debate, or
doubt. But unen this important point, we have evi-
dence more dire:t and decisive.  The venevable Fa-
ther last mentioncd, Clemens Alexandrinus, who 1s
highly eclebrated byMosheim for his various learning,
and whe lived ncar the close of the second century,
expresses himself thus: ¢« We are commanded to
worship and honor him who we are persuaded. is the
Worp, and our Savier and Ruler, and through him,
the Father; not upon certain partieular or select days,
as some others do ; but constantly practising this all
our life, and in every proper way.”

On the whoie, it appears highly probable that the
observance of Christmas was introduced into the
Church, not in its eariiest and best age, but after 1t
had lost a portien of ilv «riginal ]*vmt y and glory.
What aspeet this considerition Lins vpon its autherity,
and what upon its observince, I leave others to judge.

Philo has endeavoured (o streng!’ >n the authority
of Christmas, by adducing the opinions of those whe
have assigned it a pre-eminence, in ~vizt of holiness,
over the Christian sabbatli. This 2/tempt will be re-
garded by most serious readers, with mingled aston-
ishment and grief. Can the writer bimself Lave con-
gidered the connexions and consequences of lis pro-
cedure ? .

Surely, a victory, could it be gained in sveh afield,
and by the employment of such auxiliaries, should
draw tears from the eyes of the conyueror. If ¢ Re.
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formers,” and ¢ eminent divines in Fngland,” have
acturlly entertained the opinions 1mputul to them,
what does it prove ? Nothing, except that they had
but half emerged from the m\dmsz;ht of Popery, and
needed mueh wjm mation still. Lf those men are gone
to lieaven, and grief eould enter the blest abodes, their
bearts must he wrung, to think of the unliappy nuse
madc of their ex.nnple on earth,

The argnment deawn from the practice adopted by
the Congress of the . States, and of the several
Siate Leumlatuws. in adjeurning thelr sessions over
anstm(u. proves undoubtedly.that those bhodies treat
the sentiments and wishes of hptscopahans with res
pect.  This is confessedly proper, however small or
great may be the proportion of Episcopalians compos-
iny them.  Bat with «ll due deference to our ecivil
Fathers, we do not consider them as Legislators of
the Church. NWor do we suspect them of wishing to
interfere improperly in its econcerns.  1s Philo reaily
serious, in introducing the merriment and vevelry of a
Christmas day.as Gp"nt at Washington, in proof of the
suncfity of Christmas ? Is he secious in proposing the
thoughtiess levity (to say no more) In which the
Christmas | holidays, as iley arve called, are paqqed
¢ throughout a large portion of the Un'xstlan world,”
as an (u*z;um(nt that Christn nas, with almost a fort-

night succeeding it, is holy time 2 "T'he writer who
brings forward arguments which none can look at,
without relaxed muscles, does indeed eflectually es-
cape refalation.  But on "a religious subject, such a
procedure is, at least, question able.

I'o my second (uestion, Philo has likewise written
a reply.  Here lie undertakes to prove that portions
of the Church, and even individuals, possess the unlim-
ited right of setting apart time as holy, at their own
discretion. ¢ All time.”” says he “may bhe roputed
holy, which is appropriated to religious exercises 3 and
why are not individuals or por tions of the Churuh at
liberty to appropriate as mach as they please to this
object 7—Where has Christ vestricted bhis followers
on this head ¢ Has he not rather required them to
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dedicate themselves, souls and hodies, and their whole
time to him, as tieir reasonable service ¥ How then
can the couseerating of partmular days to him, be an
interference with his authority 7’ This reasoning is
plausible. Yet I eannot but think that, on the review,
it will appear to the writer himself, uotterly unsound
an: ineenclusive jindeed, fraught with danger. Lt
makes the holiness of time (lvpend not on divine ap-
pointmesit, but hamen ; or rather, not on any appoint.-
ment whatever, but on its actual devotion to veligious
uscs. 1t allows mortals to make time holy : and so,
Dby parity of reasoning, to desecrate it. 1t°'goes to pros-
trate the distinetion bet\\ cen the sabbath and other
days ; and conntenances the opinion of those religious
disorganizers who deny that any part of the Sabbath
1s holy, except that w hich is actually spent in reli-
gilous exercises.  These tremendous conclusions, 1
do not charge Plilo with adopting 3 but I entreat him
to re-examine those principles from which they legiti-
mately and divectly result.

lealt ney and that alone 18 holy, which Gob, the
great Lovd of owrlives, and Proprietor of our time,
hus solemnly 57p rarated from a common to a sacred use.
Tliis, unless ¥ grossly mistake, is the Seripture defi-
nition of holy time. It will be to no purpose to ob-
jeet, that in this case, there may be different degrees
of holiness 3 and that therefore festivals or fasts of hu-
man appointment,though not invested with all ¢l > sanc-
tity of the Sabbath, may yet possess a partial and
inferior ‘holiness.  'T'he distinction is unknown to
Scripture.  Under the Christian dispensation, I af-
firin with confidence, there is no day holy, buat one ;
and that is the "‘aahbath. If the Bible invests any
other day with ‘:is character, let it be fairly shown.
Men may reason pic. <ihly of the fitness of consecrat-
ing other days. But to the law, and the testimony.
In all the hizh concerns of reho'mn, our opinions and
practice {wo'ht to be governed, zet by the reasonings
of men, but the dictates of Heave:

But Philo inquires : ¢ Have no ‘the Legislatures
of the several States sct apart days nf fdetm , &e. as




44

oly time ¥ Have not Presbylerians, and other de-
nominations of Christians, appointed periodical fasts,
to be observed as holy time ¥’ L answer without .-
serve. No; not at all. The bare suggestion of such
enquiries, by a writer of Philo’s accuteness, shews the
danger of departing from first principles, and the vast
fmportance of returning to them. Our periodical and
other fasts and thanksglvmﬂ's are indicated by the
providence of God. Public bodies, civil or ecclesias-
tical, and public Magistrates, are but the organs of
commumcatmn in the case. They select and recom-
mend the day ; and likewise recommend an abstinence
from sueh labor and recreation, as are inconsistent
with its solemnities. But all this neither implies that
any proper holiness belongs to the day ; nor imparts
it. Should any Magistrate, Legislature, Synod, As-
sembly, or Convention borrow the style of the fourth
commandment, and say to the people ¢ Remember
the day, and keep it holy,” this would be the lan-
guage, mot of piety, but of arrogance and gross su-
perstitition.

Many may think,perhaps, that the question respee-
ting the holiness of Christmas, is of little importance ;
and that the Ingquirer has manifested a needless and
improper zeal on the subject. 'The error, if an error,
is, it may be conceived, on the safe side. ~ Why then
may it not be left undisturbed ? 'To those who may a-
dopt this view of things, and to the candid and seri-
ous at large, I beg leave to suggest the following
thoughts, as clalmmg attention.

If Christmas is holy time, not to be profaned by sec-
ular employments ; must it not directly follow, that
the Bible is neither the only standard, nor a complete
standard, of our belief and practice ? Tn the opinion
of an eminent British Prelate, Bishop Hurd, (an opin-
jonin which he is nowise singular) the plinciplc, that
the Scripture is the sole rule of the Christwan fuith,
was onc of the two great principles on which the Re-
formation from Popery was founded. 'T’his principle
has ever been dear to the hearts of reflecting Protes-
tants. On this ground, it has been conceived that any
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poor man, with the Bible i his hand, and an honest,
humble heart, united with common sense, to read it,

might be sure of finding his way to heaven; and not
01113 so, but of understaudlnﬂ' all the ereat duties of the
present Nife. But on the supposnmmust made, the Bi-
ble would be insufficient. He must have access to the
canons of some human Church. And even then, should
he be ¢ prevented by ignorance, or prejudice, or some
other invineible obst'tcle ? from receiving a human or-
dinance as a conelusive rule of duty, he would be sub-
jected to the reproach of esteeming that ¢ unclean,”
which his more enlightened brethren esteemed “ holy.”

On the same supposition, the sole and exclusive
vight of Jesus Christ to make laws for his Chureh, is
vn'tually denied.—Consecrating time, 1 repeat 1t, 15
an exercise of legislative authority ;5 and it is not fit
that fallible and sinful mortals should be partners in
this momentous business, with the Church’s Heap.

Thas, likewise, a door is opened for endless su-
perstitions and abuses to enter. On this topic, we
need not go far for evidence. Phile himself has fur-
nished it.  According to his statements, zood and
great men, in their ardent attachment to Christmas,
have given it ¢ the pre-eminence, as holy time, over
the Christian Sabbath !”” He likewise lets us know
that ¢¢ it was the prevailing opinion of the ecclesiasti-
cal an:/l civil courts of James I. that some lawity
should be allowed in regard to the observance of the
sabbath ; lest it should otherwise be regarded by the
people with the same reverence as the great fasts
and festivals of the Church ”’—1I do not charge Philo
with adopting this sentiment. 1 sincerely hope he
disclaims it with the same abhorrence which I feel
myself.  But from my inmost heart I regret that he
has let it pass without the severest brand of his rep-
robatien.  What! Have venerable ministers and
magistrates, fathers in church and state, actually,
dreaded it as an evil, that the ordinances of God
shonld be as much revered as the ordinances of man ?
Who is not struck dumb with astonishment 7 Whe
does not tremble at the close eonnexion hetween super-
siition and impiety »
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But Kpiscopalians at large, I doubt not, have far
other sentiments. Nov clo I doabt that many pioas
persons of this deseription, really apprehending that
Christmas is a divine appointmeit, have devo Lly 0Y-
served it as such 5 and the Anu-Graciovs vrra who
has seen and accepted their sineerity, has mereifaily
pardoned their error.  f have no wish to ¢ damp the
ardor,” nor to interrupt the genuine delight off 7 heist-
mas celebration.  But the orlinances of God are sie.
red things. On them all is written, in eharacters of' five,
THOU sHaLT NOT ADD, NOR DiMINISU.,  Hvery Cheis-
tian is bound to gnard their integrity, and their prreity.
In cvery Christian, the first symploms of innovation
should excite serious alarm.

If what I have written shall send = singlo reader to
that neglected book, the Bisri, ta learn 20h « the Lord
his God.requires of him. and what e will accep . shall
regret nothinf" vhich 1 have incurved, either of labor,
or reproach. iLet us thon Kindly Sive and receive mu-
tual admonitions asainst those ervors which are ever ‘n-
cident to our fallen natuve. Let us agree where we
can 3 and where ‘ve cannot, l-;;-,t us differ in the sacred
spirit of that CuariTy whieh « beareils all things, be-
lieveth all things, hopet a}l things, endurveth all

things.” 1./\ 'QUIRE L.

[Hevald, Jin. 16, 1516.1

el $ @-enans

No. IV,
PHILO :n veply to the INQUIRER.

THE Inquirer has assumed a new character, and in
a learned and peremptory manner decides questions,
about which he lately seemed to be in doubt, and tobe
seeking information, His progress from pupﬂ to In-
<tructor has been rapid, and if Lis decisions should
consequently prove unsound, and at war not only with
the Kpiscopal Church, but wuh the well known nsa.-
wes of all T'hiarches, and with the seriptures, it will
only serve to show, how eastiy minds of clear and
uick disees 1ment in most respects may be perverted
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by prejudice, or by the too eager pursuit of favourite
objects, from discerning the most obvious truths.

It is much to be reo'retted that a new topic of con-
troversy should have Deen souO'ht at the present mo-
ment, when civil and religious “dissention appeared to
be subsu] tng. DBut this is both novel, and arrayed in
a garb of ,solemmtv, much beyond What the subject
seemed to demand ; while at the sanie {ime it is hand-
led in a manner, calculated to awe and terrify, perplex
and disturb those, who stard in most need of the con-
solations of pious instruction; and better deserve to be
edified and built up in the faith by the hand of meek-
ness and charity.

The insinuatic n, that Christmas ought to be regard-
ed, as one of those observances, which were introdue-
ed into the Chureh after the decay of its original puri-
ty and glory; and that the regarding of it, as a divine
appointment, may be pardoned, as an error, cannot bhe
read without regret. 'The Inquirer ought not to have
made these suggestions, without first demonstrating,
that it was not of Apostolical origin, by showing pre-
cisely the time when it was first introduced ; by
proving clearly, that it was not regarded by any por-
tion of the Christian Church in the first century 3
that it was not appointed by any authority, which
Episcopalians were bound to regard. |

Esteeming the observance of 1t as a dictate of com-
mon sense, as followed by no possible disadvantage,
but accompanied by great and important benefits 5 as
a Uelightful occasion of religious joy ; as having its
origin in the best feelings of the renewed heart, and as
established in the first and purest ages of the Church,
Christians now read with grief and astonishment, that
it wears the aspect of corruption ; and while suppos.-
ing, that by commemorating the blessings of His birth,
they were offering an acceptanle tribute of hemage io
the Great Head of the Chureh, Christians are now tuld
that, on certain conditions, He vouchsafes to yardon it,
as auerror! Must not such engzestions, if a’ ai' w;';ard
ed, tend to damp the ardor of this joyfel ai. o ces.y?

3 :
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But had truth been the only objeet of his remarks,
the Inquirer might, I think, have stated the testimony
of Chrysostom in a less ambwuous manner. Prior te
the time of this Father, the bllllrches were divided in
their opinions, about the true day of the Nativity ; some
commemorating it in December, and some in January.
But after careful investigation of the records at Rome,
all parties were convinced, that the 24th day of De-
cember was the true time. The Church at Antioch
then adopted this day, instead of the one, which they
had before observed, in conformity with the Romish
celebration 3 and this has prevailed from that day to
the present time. But the objection arising from uncer-
tainty in regard to the true time is altogether futile.
The union of the christian world in this day is a-
lone a sufficient consideration to perpetuate its observ-
. ance.

The testimony of Clemens Alexandrinus tends only
to prove, thal the Nativity was an interesting object of
inquiry in his day ; and if it prove any thing else, it
leaves the impression, that the first christians were not
particular in the observance of any holy day.

Were it expedient, I might arrange a long list of
Fathers in favor of the early observance of Christmas,
as holy time. Nearly all the lights of antiquity, cor-
roborate the truth, that the celebration of this day was
one of the primitive institutions of Christianity. The
Apostolical Canons and Constitutions, Orlo'en, Cypri-
an, Austm, Awmbrose, Justin Martyr and many others
contribute strong and unequivocal testimony to this ef-
fect. With this respectable testimony, backed by the
considerations before suggested, the propriety and law-
fulness of observing Christmas, must be clearly estah.-
lished.

But the principal excitement to this controversy ap-
pears to be a supposed churge of plof‘matmn of holy
time, made by some e, agamst those who do not ob-
serve Christinas. This odious and groundless insinu-
ation has been indirectly repelled. But this is not
deemed sufficient; and as an evident allusion is now
made to the sermon, which was preached on the last
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Christmas, and a public retraction is demanded, T
will state the sentiment verbally, as it was then ex-
pressed 5 and leave the public to judge, whether it
wili bear the odious construction, which has been put
upon it ; and then let them determine, who ought to
make a pubhe recantation.

Addressing, as the Preacher verily believed, an as-
sembly of Christian friends—friends to the observanee
of the festival, and those of different denominations,
yet uniting with one heart and voice on an occasion,
dear to all the friends of the Redeemer, he concluded
his discourse by an exhortation, in which were these
expressions.

¢ Surely then, ray brethren, the gospel deserves to be
“received with gratitude,and to be commemorated with
“ liveliest demonstrations of joy. Such should be the
 emotions of this day—a day consecrated and observ-
“ed, as religious festival, in every part of the chris-
¢ tlan world, as a day not to be profaned by secular
¢ concerns ; but to be devoted to acts of solemn wer-
¢ ship, to songs of joy and praise, to demonstrations
« of Christian ' e, freendship ancl harmony, and to
¢ deeds of benevolence and charity.”

This is the offensive passage. Here then is not
one word about holy time, or a divine institution ; and
not a single charge against any sect of Christians
but a simple declaration of the fact of the ancient and
prevailing observance of Christmas, and of the mean-
ner, in which it has heen observed by those, who have
celebrated it. Had the Inqi ‘rer then applied to the
proper source, instead of appe-ling to the public, he
would, I think, (unless he had a strong desire for con-
troversy,) have spared the puilic the pain of this need-
less disputation.

Who then ought now to recant, the ‘preacher his as.
sertion, or the Inqmrel his groundlees charge ? "Have
not Episcopalians some occasion for feeling indignant
at being thus unjustly dragged before the bar of the
public? But they have been assailed in the least vul.
nerable qnarter. "T'hey are happy in the Dbelief, that
they unite in opinion with a large wajority of their fel




low Clristians in the propriety of observing this festi-
val.

Here then I might dismiss the subject forever, in
full confidence of the good will of my fellow Christians
at large to the observance of Chyistmas.—But as the
Inquucr appears to be offended, at Episcopalians for
calling Christmas a holy day, I will bestow a little at-
tention on this head.

The term holy appears by common usage to have a
much greater latitude, than the Inquirer seems willing
to admit, It is frequently applied to men and things,
to objects animate and inanimate and to other days,
than the Jewish or Christian Sabbath.—The disvute
then is evidently about words and must be settl:! on
this ground; for no one has ever asserted, that (Jmm
nas 1s ho]y in precisely the same sense, or to the same
extent as the Sabbath. This point has been purpose-
ly avoided by Episcopalians. It is no part of the con-
troversy to draw any comparison between this and the
Sabbath ; as this might eventuate in a very unprofita-
ble and injurious contest ; and I hope the Inquirer
will not labor to involve this question in the present
debate.

'The term holy then is evidently applied in passages
too numerous to be quoted, to Priests and their vest-
ments, to the convocation of the children of Israel, to
the feast of tabernacles, of trumpets, and of the pass-
over, to the temple and ail its furniture and sacrifices.
Thus we read of holy garments, holy oil, holy field,
&e.—Can it then be an improper or offensive use of
the term, to apply it to a day expressly devoted to re.
ligious purposes?

Again, St. Paul, Rom. 14, expressly remonstrates
against the folly of makmb religion to cousist in
meats and drinks, and in the obsumnce or nou-
observance of holy days ; and asserts it to be
a watter of indifference, wha days are termed holy,
provided every man is. fully persumled in his own
mind, and gives no unnecessary disturbance to others,
who follow their own convietions of duty. See also

Jolos. 2, 16, where the observance of holy days, &e.




21

is ranked among the nonessentials of religion, and as
things which ought not to be sthLcta of litigntion among
Cliistians.

The propriety of denominating ihat time holy, which
is constantly appropriated to lt-ll;,mus or holy. aets,
seems too self evident to admit of doubt.—Time keeps
its uniform course 5 and as it respects individuals must
receive its actual impressions, as to sanctity, by the
manner in which it is improved.

I will now consider the legisl tive authority of the
Church to consecrate or set ap -t %oly time : which
also the Inquirer deems an offens .+ :0int.  This au-
thority 3 implied in the great comni:sion to preach
and RQaptize, and to consecrate the elements of the Eu.-
charist, which was imparted by Christ to the officers of
the Church. 1f they have not authority to set apart
times and seasons for these purposes, their commission
is a perfect nuliity : it is good for nothing. If the
constituted authorities of the Church are not allowed to
appoint times or scasons for the functions of their sa-
cred office ; or if the members of the Church are under
no obligations to obey them, there can he no govern-
ment, nor order in the Chulch and all rehglous In-
stitutions must cease.

Again—the greater authority always includes the
less, Christ has conveyed authority to the ministry
to consecrate the elements of bread and wine, so as
to render them striking and lively emblems of the body
and blood of Christ; and the instruments of imparting
comfort, hope, and growth in grace to the humble and
worthy communicant. What act can be more holy,
solemn, and dignified, than this? If then the ministers
of Christ’s Church have power to convert such oth-
erwise unworthy elements into such sublime objects,
as to be true memorials of Christ, representatives of
his body and blood § 1s it not probable, that the whole
authority of the Church combined is competent to con-
‘secrate and set apart a suitable portion of time to this
holy purpose ?

'This argument can be evaded only by denying the
authority of the Church to administer the holy sacra-
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ments on any day, beside the babbatb ; in which ease
he will be opposed by the universal usage of the

Shurches, and by the venerable Council, who ordained
the Missionaries in this place during the last season.

Who does not see, then, that the positions of the In-
quirer are at variance with the first principles of Church
government, and tend to disorganization and all kinds
of insubordination ?

I will now confront him by high authorities in the
Christian Church of various denominations.

The 39 articles of the Church of England are deem.
ed unexceptionable by most sects of Christians, as con-
taining nothing repugnant to the word of God.—The
20th expressly asserts, that ¢¢the Church hath power
to decree RiTES and ceremonies.” Its power to de-
cree Rites relates to its authority to set apart seasons

- for religious purposcs, to be regarded by its members,

as holy time.

The learned and pious Stackhouse also remarks,—
¢ Since the Church by Christ’s own institution is a
regular and well ordered society of men, either we must

- suppose, that its government is defectlve (which is a
‘sad imputation upon our Savior’s wisdom,) or allow,

ment; and is adopted by Bishop Smallridge, Potter, v

that it has a legislative power inherent in it.” ¢ Ei.
ther therefore we may lawfully do something, which
the scriptures do not expressly command ; or lt is not
lawful for us to worship God at any fixed time, and to
say our prayers together in any appointed place ! be-
cause the scriptures have no where determined the hour
of the day, when we should meet to worship (vod ;

nor the precise place, where we should pray unto him;

and therefore in things of this nature, the constant cus-
tom has ever been, for Churches in all ages to be de-
termined by the wisdem of their Governrors.”

This stands as a sort of axiom in Chureh govern-

Hooker, and most other writers on this subject.
But lest these authorities should be objected to, as

- Episcopal, I will adducgtothers of a different complex-

ion.—The Westminst.: Confession of faith says, chap.
30, seet. 1. ¢ The Lovd Jesus, as King and Head of

L 4
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this Church, hath therein appointed a government in the
hands of church officers, distinet from the civil magis-
trate.
2. To those officers the keys of the kingdom of Heaven
are commiltted ; by virtue whereof they have power re-
spectively to retain and remit sins; to shut that king-
dc i against the impenitent both by word and censures;
and to open it unto penitent sinners by the ministry of
the gospel, and by absolution from censmes, as occa-
sion shall require.”

Surely here is something like legisletive authouty
That government, which ha.s power to retain and remit
sins, and to open and shut the gates of the kingdom of
heaven, must be competent to setting apart, and conse-
crating any season to religious purposes, as holy time.
Now should such a gover nment in their legislative ca-
paeity set apart a day of fasting and prayer, it would
be incumbent on all, who acknowledge such a govern-
ment to obey ; or else they would be false to their own
cov' nant, and (as is said in another part of the same
Confession,) DiSOBEDIENT 10 GOD. \

Should a refractory member however refuse,I would
refer him to the 20th Chap. and 4th section of this
same Confession ; which declares, that ¢ because the
decrees, which God hatii ordained, and the liberty,
which Christ hath purchased are not intended by God
to destroy, but mutually to uphold and preserve one
another 3 they, who upon pretence of Christian liberty,
shall oppose uny lawful power, or the lawful exercise
of it, whether it be civil or ecclesiastical RESIST THE
ORDINANCE OF Gop.”

I think, I may now feel confident of no opposition
to the legislative authority of the Church, from. any,
who impose or receive the Westminster Oonfessmu of
faith. -

A few authorities in defence of the use of the term
holy, as applied to other days than the Lerd’s day,
shall conclude the argument.

'T'he 13th Canon of the Clharch of England declares,
¢ that all persons within it shall keep the Lord’s day
and other Holy days, according to God’s will and the
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or ders of the Chureh of England.” 'The French
Protestant Church keeps the festivals of the Nativity
&b as Holy days, shutting up their shops and abstain-
ing from secular concerns.  But not to multiply names,
| WIll conclude with'the opinions of the famous Calvin.
- He writes in a letter tp Haller—¢ he same decree,
that expelled me and Farel brought in the observation
of the same HoLy nays, that are observed by you in
the Helvetian Churches. Yet upon my return I ob-
served this moderation, that, the festival of Christ’s
Nativity should be observed in the same manner, as
with you.” He afterward in another letter expressed
his surprize, that the #lelvetic Church had passed a
decree, abolishing HoLy pays!!

‘“We have here, (says the learned Bingham,) Cal-
vin’s judgment upon this matter, as well as the practice
of the Church of Geneva. erry Church has power
to appoint or abrogate Holy days,* as she thinks most
expedient foredification ; and the rules and practice of
one Church ought not to prejudice or prescribe to any
other. But the custom of every Church is to he obser-
ved by its own members ; and they are pervicacious
and stubborn, who refuse obedience toit. 'The first
reformation at Geneva ailowed of ne Holy days but the
Lord’s day ; and while that decree lasted, Calvin and
the rest of the Ministers complied withit. Afterward
the use of Holy days was brought in A. D. 1537 in com-
pliance with the custom of the Helvetic Church. JAnd
then Calvin freely consented to observe them. This
decree continued till the year 1551, during all which
time they had sermons on Christ’s nativity, and solemn
prayers on the other HoLy days. Calvin in an Epistle
to Farel, written A. D. 1591 speaks of his own preach-
ing on Christmas day.”

More might be adduced from the same authorlty :
but this is suﬂiclent to my present purpose. I would

*'The Author here refers to other holy days “than the Lord’s
day; no Cliureh, that I am aequainted wnth, affecting uny author-
ity over this, other than regulating the time and manner of publie
worship. 1 readily admit, that the Lord’s day has more clearly
the divine sancllon, than any other holy day. —But there is no
command,saying, ¢ I'hou shalt not observe any other day, us holy.”
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ouly express a wish, thit more of this catholic spmt
which was exercised among christians, ¢ who had but
half emerged from the muhuo'ht of popery,” prevailed
in this enllwhteued period.

Buta far greater than Calvin, the blessed Saviour,
observed lmly days, and other religious institntions,
which were evident additions to the Mosalcal dasmn
sation.

If after all this tcstlmony any private individual is
disposed to eavil at Dplacopahans for denominating
days devoted to religious observances, Holy days, I
shall cousider it as savouring of a bigotry and supersti-
tion, deserving contempt, rather than serious refutation.

What then becomes of the stro ong position of
the - Inquirver, ¢ That time, and that only is holy,
which God the great Lord of our lives and Proprietor
of our time, has solemnly separated from & common to
a sacred use 2’ Should not chapter and verse have
been quoted in support of so solemn and important an
asseveration ? Or shoucld it not have been fortified by
some powerful argument ? Or at least shounld it not
have had some more substantial prop to lean upon than
«« If I mistake not 2 WIill not the private christian
condemn it, who is thus deprived of the privilege of
sanctifying time to the Lord ; and 1s debarred from
re rardmg as holy time the moments which are devot-
ed in his family, and in his closet, to close commun-
ion with a holy God? Will not these Clergymen
condemn it, who on oceasional weekly exercises, thank
God for the privilege of turning aside from secular con-
eerns to consecrate an hour to the worship of Jehovah
in his holy temple ? |

But if the Inquirer, influenced by a good and tender
eonscience, is determined to prosecute hlsundeltakmw |
and with his scourge to parily the whoie temple Ot

Shristendom from its fancied corruptions in this par-
tlcular, Jie has a great task to perform. The whole
season of Lent, in y commenroration of our Savior’s fast-
ing forty daysin the wilderness, bas for many centu-
vies been denominated fioly; and the term has been pe-
culiarly applied to Good Friday, and the holy week;

4




26

WAV AV o
which are said to have been observed by the Aposiles.
The Quakers also, a very namercus and respectable
body of christians, deem all time equally holy.

B3ut why all this zeal for curtaiiing the Church of
her public devotions ¥ Is there too much piety pre-
vailing in the world? Is any one uncasy at any in-
creasing zeal for religion among kpiscopalians ? Or
do people run too ¢ ree(hly after the exercises of Chvist-
mas day ? Or is there any danger, that the Sabbath
will be less respeeted, in consequence of extraordinary
devotions on other days? Most people wish to see
the end to be obtained by any contest, before they en-
ter heartily into the merits of the cause, or take part
with the parties concerned.  1f no valuable purpose
is to be answered, why this debate ? It is not one of
my choosing, and I shall be exceedingly pleased to
see its termination.

I will briefly touch on a few objectionable passa-
ges in the Inquirer’s remarks, and then dismiss the
subject, I hope forever.

He denies the example of the angels of Heaven to
be a suitable precedent for the Church. I thought
their example at least safe to be imitated : and that
the greatest danger arose from a too great proneness
in men to copy the example and imitate the conduct
of spirits from an opposite guarter.

The Inquirer says, ¢ that the ordinances of God are
sacred things. On them is written in characters of
fire—<¢ Thou shalt not add nor diminish.”” 'The bi-
ble is full of rich instruction, rational counsel, and
heavenly consolation : and 1 find but one instance,
where the disciples of Jesus wished to call down the
fire of Heaven to consume their opposers 3 for which
they received from him this. severe rebuke. Fe know
not what manner of Spirit ye are of.

I bave not found these ¢ letters of fire ;" at least
in the connexion, in which they here @t(md I can
only say, however, that if they burn all who deviate
from the Inquirer’s rule, ¢ who then can be saved 77’
For the bible informs us, that the first converts con-
linued duily with one accord in the temple, and break.
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ing bread from hoise to house—thus apparently re-
galdmo all time as holy 3 and churches generally of
the first and second centuries kept Saturday and Sun-
day both, as holy time-—Kither they added to the or-
dinances of God, and must be burnt by these ¢ Jet.
ters of fire 3"’ orelse we diminish, and therefore can-
not escape ; and the seet of Quakers must be utterly
excluded from the pale of christian charity.

The Inquirer says again ¢ Let it be recollected,
that I have not questioned the propriety of a devout
celebration of the Saviom’s nativity.” Why then
does he oppose it ¥ Wiy not join in the celebration ?
If the duty 1s proper to be discharged, is it not im-
proper to be neglected ? Do Christians want a safer
guide, than their own sober convictions of duty ;5 and
must they not feel some compunction of conscience,
when they omit a konown and self evident duty ?
Must they always wait for chapter and verse, when the
course of duty is plain, discernible by reason, and
evidently not opposed to the word of God? And
what must be thought of the piety of that Christian,
who discerns what he onght to do, and yet refuses to
perform it, until he receives a direct and explicit com-
mand from his father in Heaven ?

If days, set apart by the ecivil cathority, are not
holy time, and if there is no difference in this respeect
between them aund other days, in what light are they
to be regarded? What are the obligations of ectii-
zens to observe them ? If these are not bholy time, Is
there any obliga:ion to devote them to holy purposes ?
May they not with perfect propriety be regarded, as
profane time ? 'T'he Inquirer has promptly asserted,
that they are not holy ; but has not condescended to
tell us, what they are. He indeed appears a little
indefinite and embarrassed on this head. ¢ o the
law and testimony’® then ; and perhaps from tlus in-
exhaustible fountain, some light may be gathered on
this obscure point. ¢ Let every soul, says St. Paul,
be subject unto the higher powers.  For there is no
power, but of God ; the powers, that be, are ordained
of God. \Vhosoevw therefore resisteth the power,
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resisteth the orvivance or Gon.”’—Rom. 13, 1 and
2 verses.  Are we not here piainly directed to regard
the ordinance of civil and ecclesiastical authority, as
being at least mediately the oxpiNaxce or Gon? 1
verily believe, that were that ¢<¢ much neglecied bhook,
the siBLE,” examined with a little wmore attention,
there would be much less confusion and controversy,
and much more peace and harmony in the christian
wmld

The principles, which I have now defended have
generally prevmled in the church of Clrist for about
18 centuries 5 but the evils so feelingly and eloquent-
ly portrayed by the Inquirer have not yet been reali-
zed. Indeed the more these principles have prevail-
ed, the less have the evils, he describes, been felt.
Many a poor man, with the bible in his hand and an
l*ones* heart, has found the way to Church on the

Sabbaili, on Christmas, and on other holy days, and
‘to heaven at last, witheut any of that perplexity
which he apprehends. It ill becomes him then to
cantion us against superstition and innovations : and
least of all to admonish us to return to first principles.
Should we both start on such an expedition, 1 now
willingly leave it to the public to determine, which
of us would have the greatest distance to travel.

On the whole, I cannot but hope, that the Inquirer
will be content to let KEpiscopalians enjoy their opin.
ions without further molestation : while they, on the
other hand, being now fairly acquitied of all offence
agalnst their christian brethren, will be happy to re-
ciprocate with them the kind offices of love and char-

ity. PHILO.
[Herald of Jan, 16,1816 ) -

el 4 Giure—

No. V.
Remarks on PHILOs second Reply to the Inguirer.

WHETHER my remarks, already hefore the pub-
lic, deserve the. opprobrium attempted to be fastened
on them by Philo, is a question for the impartial to de-
cide.
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They will likewise judge, to what purpose are
his strong appeals to popular prejudice and passion,
and his lepeated attempts to expose an individual to
public odium and obloquy.

That individual has dared ask a question or two,
respecting the sanctity of Christmas. 1ic has wished
to know whether its observance is of divine appoint-
nent, or human.

g ) hese questions are serious, interesting, and practi-
cal. They come home to the bosoms of all Christians.
They were decently proposed.  'Why might they
not have received a dispassionate and candid reply ?

- Instead of this, the writer was reproached. A.-
mong other asperities, a charge was insinuated, that
he esteemed Christmas unclean § and thus his ¢ good
sense,”” his ¢ temper,” and his ¢« piety’”” were called
into question.
~ The public know that none of these severities were
reforted. Not a sgntence escaped me, in reply, crim-
inating the motives, the intentions, or the heart of Phi-
lo. When he stated principles which appeared to
me dangerous, I simply suggested the consequences
to which they led, and entreated him to reconsider
them. When, \Vlthout express disapprobatton, he
quoled opinions respecting the sabbath, wounding to
every Christian ear and heart, I still hoped that he
disclaimed them. I made free with his arguments ;
but his reputation I held sacred. I endeavoured to
turn back the public attention from persons to things.
I hoped, likewise that in this way, the spirit of Philo
might be softened. His second reply has convinced
me of my mistake.

I make these remarks with undissembled pain. But
self-defence, and the cause of truth require them. 1
appeal to the conscience of Philo, and ask : 1s the
mode he has adopted, that in which it becomes Christ.-
ians to treat one another ? Must the minds of men, in
order to discover truth, be first blinded by prejudice
and passion ¥ I put the question to every man of can-
dor and reflection : Is this the proper mode of conduct-
ing a religious debate ?
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‘Y hatever severities Philo might think proper fo in-
il e, he should, at least, have given correct repre-
w.f‘e:mtwns of m) [mell‘l"‘. Inste ul of makuw me sny,

oi COre; 1pt10n,” hn ehould lnve quuted my u‘ords,
whicix were matermlly diverse.  His charge against
me as ‘¢ apposing” a devout celebration of [ the Sa-
vior’s e tivity, is still more ungrounded. Nor have L
declared, as he sintes, that when Christians commem-
orate the birth of the great Head of the Church, he
vouchsafes to pardou it 43 AN error. The error ex.
pressly mentioned, was ihat of considering Christmas
as a divine appmntment Must a vemark designed to
soften and couciliate, be converted into an instrament
‘of exasperation ?

These mistales, for so I wish to consider them, have
aiready produced their pernicious effects, especially
on the minds of Kpiscopalians. Toward that body of
Christians, I have expressed no disrespect. 1 have
felt none. Nor do the opinions I have advanced con-
cerning Cliristmas, cssentially differ from the senti-
ments of some of the most respectable divines of their
own Chureh. |

Hoping that the ferment of the public miud is some-
what subsided, and asking nothing but a candid hear-.
ing, I shall now offer some remarks on the leading
points of Philo’s last communication ; remarks which
I eonsider as due to the cause of truth, and of pure
reiirion.

My first attention is paid, of course, to the Extract
from the Christmas Sermon.  This extraet will ena-
ble the public to judge whether the sentiments 1 have
ascribed to the advocates of the sanctity of Christmas,
were mis-stated. 'T'he day is styled ¢ a day conse-
crated and observed as a religious festival, in every
part of the Christian world, as a day not to be profan
ed by sceular concerns, bui to he devoted to aels of
solemun worship, &e.”* Here the preacher professed.
ly declares his own views, and the views of other ob-
servers of Christmas. Philo remarks that the passage
contains ¢ not one word about holy time.” But sure.
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ly, the Preacher, in declaring the day consecrated as
a religious festival, as  day not fo he profuned by sec-
ular concerns, hus pronounced it holy, and in the
highest degree.  Nothing that is not holy, is ca]mble:
of ] heing perunpd As to its heing a divine institu-
tion. 1 appsml lo the sense of Christians at large,
whether representing a day as ¢ religious,” and ¢ a
day not to be prof'.med by secular concerns,” is not e-
quivalent to representing it as divinely instituted.
Philo himself, in answer to my enquiry for a scriptu-
ral injunction to observe Christmas, has referred me
to the 2d chap. of Luke, as containing it.  Will he
deny that scriptural injunction, and divine institution
mean, in this case, essentially the same thing?

Kurther ; as, in the sentence above recited, attention
to ¢ secular concerns’ was represented as a “¢ profan-.
ation”” of Christmas ; and as it was known and notori-
ous, that such was the habitual practice of a great
part of the audience, it appeared to me that they were
involved in a serious charge. But on this point, Phi-
lo himself shall be the commentator.  After some re-
marks apparently more candid, he lets us know that
the friends to the observance of Christmas ¢ are not
to be silenced,hecause the expression of theiv peculiar |
sentiments may imply that some of their brethren are
in an error.”  He adds. ¢ By judging it to be holy
time, they do not irepute the guilt of profanity to those
who are prevented by ignorance, prqudwe,ur any oth-
.er invineibie obstacle, from regarding it in the same
light.””  Is not this a virtual declaration that all the
non-observers of Christmas, “excepting the ignorant,
the prejudiced, and those invincibly preventul from

regarding the day as holy, are in fact held guilty of
prufamtw ‘

Let this simple statement be cons*ldered and let
the public determine what reason Thilo has for de-
claring that Episcopaliaus have heen ¢ unjustly drag-
ged before the hat of the public 5’ and what reason
for his strong expressicns of l'osuntmmt and of tri-
umph, in the case.

What Le has advanced respecting the antiquity and
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sanctity of Ubristmas, and respecting the legislative
authority of the Shurch, is too important to he passed
in silence. T'o his h,admg remarks on these topies, I
shall pay a particular attention ; though with the ut-
most practicable brevity.

He confidently represents the celebration of Christ-
mas as ¢ one of the primitive institutions of Christian-
ity.” He states it as my duaty to ¢ demonstrate that
it was no! of apostolic origin, by showing precisely the
time when it was first instituted, and by proving clear-
ly that it was not vegarded by any portion of the
Chrigtian Church in the first century.” All this is
surprising. To prove a negative, especially to de-
honstrate it, is a task varely imposed. Butin the
present case, satisfactory e evidence is mnot wanting.
Has any writer of repuatation pretended, or suspectul
that the observance of Christmas was of Apostolic
origin ? Have any respectable historians traced it to
the first century ¥ Many bhelieve that it commenced
near the close of the second century, in the time of
the Emperor Commodas. A few Carvy it back about
forty yes ;5 further, to the reign of Anioninus Pius,
Beyond this, all is uncertainty, and vague conjecture.
But there is a question much more interesting than ei-
ther of those above stated. Is the institution ofChrist-
mas found in the Holy Oracles ¥ Here, Christians at
‘large have entertained but one opinion. And 1 re-
joice to find that on this point, Philo speaks much
more cautlously in his second Reply, than in the first?

As the propriety of denominating Chrisimas holy
time is still strenuously asserted, this. point must again
receive a short discussion. Here I remark with plea-
sure, that Philo has receded from the ground which .
he had seemed to take 5 and has explicitly admitted,
that Christmas is not holy ¢ precisely in the same
sense, and to the same extent, as the sabhath.”  Bul
he insists on the fitness of denominating that time ho-
ly, which is appropriated to religious exercises. And
he ridicules, though he does not refate, my deﬁmhon
of hsly ‘r:imb 3 th AL it ] is that wnich God, the Lord of our
fwves, and l’rom'z(/tor of our time, has solemnly y sepuar-
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ated from a common, to a sacred use. The subject is
too serious for rvidieule.  'The reasons of my defini-
tion arc found in the definition itself.  Let me ask 3
What constitates the holiness of the sabbath ? Is it its
actual devotion to religious duties ? Is itdhe general
consent of the Christian world ? Ts it long es ablished
usage ? Is it the ordinance of civil gov ernment ? Un.
questmnnbl) none of these. It is the authority of
Gop, expressed in the fourth command of the deca-
10gue, and solemnly separating it from a secular, to
a sacred use. None but our Creator and Sovereign
has a right to make such a separation.

Supposmw then, for a moment, that this, as sun‘ﬂ'est-
ed, is, ¢ a dispute about words,” and ¢ to'be setled
on'tﬂmt ground ;”” where, L ask, is the propriety of ap-
plying the same _term to a fiwman, and a divine, ordi-
nance ;—to a dasf separated by man, and a day claim-
ed, ¢ blessed and hallowed,” by theliving God ?

Bat let us pass from terms to things. Philo in-
quires : Why may not men consecrate as much time
as they please >—And why not, another may ask, as
little as they please ? And why uot, may a third say,
none at all 7 Where shall we find an effectual gnavd
against these evils? Nowhere, hat in the declared
will of the Sovercign ; in the detu'mnmtl(m of God,
explicitly manifested.  T'he principle that the lmh-,
ness of time arises from its actual devotioa to religions
duties, and not from divine appointment, goss “ulti-

mately to banish the worship of God, and with it, all
religion, and all morality, from the world.

I grant that there is a sense in which every Christ-
ian, and every human beiag, is bound to devote every
day and hour of life to God.  And highly delightfal
arve those hours in which Christians in their closets,
and Christian assemblies in the sanctuary, have com-
munion with their Father, and their Savior, thonzh
not on the Sabbath. "These may he called holy dutiss,
and holy 012}'02/771@111‘5 3ut the holiness of fime i+ o
different thing.  "This impiies & previous suligalion
imposed by God himseifl, to devote some particular

Y
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specificd period, rather than another, to his immedi.
ate service. 'I'ime thuos distinguished and separated,
is holy. 'To alienate it, is pmt‘unty

'[‘lus honor belongs to the Sabbath ;3 and under
the Christian dlspensatlon to the Sabbath alone. 1
have already stated this ; and Philo has been expli-
[citly invited to show, from the Seripture, that any day
1s holy now, beside ﬂlb Sabbath. - He has not done
it 3 and for the best of reasons, that it is impossible.
He has indeed cone back to the Jewish dispensation,
under which the temple and its appendages, the feasts,
the assemblies, and various objects beside, were de-
nominated holy. But every common Christian knews
that this holiness was merely ceremonial ; and that-
the term, as thus applied, pertalns o a ritual long
since abrogated.

Rufu'rmg to Romans ch, Philo remarks, that St.
Paul remounstrates against the folly of makmg religion
consist ¢ in the observance or non-observance of holy
times.””.  This comment, being unlimited, is liable to
be construed as having some reference to the christian
sabbath. I sincerely believe that the author had no
such intention ; and I have noted the passage, to
guard it against so dangerous a econstruction. Un-
doubtedly, much of religion consists in a pious obser-
vance of the sabbath.—If, in a succeeding passage,
quoted from the 2d of Colossians, the Apostle ¢ranks
the observance of holy days among the non-essentials
of religion,” permit me to ask Philo why the non-ob-
servers of Christmas must, as he has represented, feel
¢ compunction of conscience.”” And why, on this
ground, is the Inquirer’s piety subjected to a second
imputation ?

Philo ridicules the apprehension, that by treating
Christmas as holy, our reverence for the Sabbath
should be diminished.  But surely, the ¢ pious mon-
arch,” James I. and his ¢ civil and ecclesiastical
courts,” have taught us a different lesson. Every at-
tentive mind perceives a close affinity between placing
- our own appointments by the side of the divine, and
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depressing the ordinances of God to the level of our
own. Indeed, it is a prominent propensity of proud
and fallen man, to prefer his own inventions to the
truths and institutions of the Supreme Being.

I have asked for scriptural evideunce in support of
the holiness of Christ.aas 3 and have "asked in vain.
But human authority, it is suggested, is not wanting.
Little as is the comparative unpmtanw of human au-
thority in the case, I will not pass the subject wholly
unnoticed. Here Philo appeals to the Church of
England, and to the French Protestant Church. His
only remaining authority is Calvin ; concerning whose
conduct on the subject of ¢ holy days,” he gives a
detailed statement from Bingham, showing that the
Reformer, in compliance with the church of Geneva,
first declined their observance, and afterward consent.
ed to it. 1 may add, from his Life, that he complied
with the wishes of that church a third time. In the
year 1551, the church ¢ decreed that the commemora-
tion of the nativity of the Saviour should be referred
to the next Lord’s day, and that no day should be ob-
served as holy, excepting the Lord’s day;”’ ¢and
Calvin, though he judged the measure inewpedient at
the time, laboured to conduct himself in the most ac-
commodating manner, respecting the subject.” From
these facts, the unbiassed reader would naturally con-
clude that this great Reformer was neither decidedly
hostile, nor strongly attached, to the observance of
Christmas. 'The real fact however is, that it was
Calvin’s expressed desire, ¢¢ that inasmuch as Christ
our Judge has released us from stated festival days,
we may not ohey any mortal who shall go to oblige
us thereunto.” Luther’s feelings were the same. He
wished ¢ there were no other festival days among
christians, but only the Lord’s day.”

But Calvin, it is alleged, ¢ preached on Christmas
day.” I reply, so have othel ministers, who have not
viewed it as holy, nor of divine appointment. I might
instance in the pious and catholic P’resident Davies,
who, in a sermon preached on Christmas day, thus ex.
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presses himself on the subject now in question: + All
the ordinances which God has been pleased to ap-
point, and particularly that one day in seven, which
he has set apart for his own immediate service, and
the commemoration of the works of ereation and re-
demption, I would honestly endeavour to observe in
the most sacred manner.  But when ignorant, presum-
ing mortals take upon them to refine upon divine In-
stitutions, to make that a part of religion, which God
has left indifferent, and consecrate more days than he
has thought necessarys in short, when they would
miangle smnct'hing of (heir own with the pure religion
of tae Bible 5 then I must be excused from obedience,
and beg leave to content myself with the old, plain,
simple relnu‘um of the Bihle.”” -

On the buhjc t of human authority, I would observe
further, that Dr." Cotton Mather, in his ““ Diseipline,
of the Vew England Churehes,”” published in 1726,
declares it as their geuneral belief, ¢ that the Apost’les
have set the Churches free from the yoke of boundage
to holy days.”  Trom their practice, we must con-
clude that the prevalent opinion is the same at the
present time.  The Preshyterians, in connexion with
the ¢ General Assembly,” comprising near 1000
Congregations, declare in their Directory for worship,
that ¢ there is no day under the gospel, commanded
to he kept holy, exuept the Lord’s day.” 'I'lie same
1s the opinion of Presbyterians at large, and of the
generality of Christiaus,except Eplscopahans through-
out the United States. 'The same opinion prevalls
almost universally apong the Scotch ; a nation not
inferior, in religious and universal knowled ge, to any
upon earth

The assertion of Philo, that ¢“the blessed Savior
ohserved the holy dayq,and other religious institutions
which were evident additions to the Mosaical dispen-
sation,” 1s truly astonishing. What holy days, what
religious institutions, can the writer mean ? 'Where is
the passage in the l\ew Testament which gives coun-
tenance to this assertion ? Who does not kuow that
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our Savior bore his solemn and repeated testimony a-
gainst mingling the inventions and ordinances of men,
with the worship of God ? It is true, that in John 10,
22, 23, we are informed that, at the time of the feast,
of l)etlzcatvou, our Lor(] was at Jerusalem, and wallk-
ed in the temple, in Solomon’s porch. This feast
was confessedly of human appointment 3 and is sup-
posed to have been instituted by Judas Maccabeus, a-
bout a century and a half before Christ’s incarnation.
But that it was celebrated by our Savior, there is no
intimation, and scarce a shadow of probability. The
natural supposition is, that he embraced this opportu-
nity to address an assembled multitude ; just as his’
Apostles aiterward went ito the Synagogues on the
seventh day, not to keep the Jewish sabbath, but to
preach the gospel to those whom the occasion brought
together. .

hilo states the tact that ¢ the first converts con-
tinued daily with one accord in the temple,and break-
ing bread from house to house 3> and he infers that
they ¢ regarded all time as holy.” But this is taking
for granted the point to be proved. He likewise as-
serts that ¢ Churehes generally of the first and second
centuries kept Saturday and Sunday beth, as holy
time.” 1In this asserticn, however, he is nut support-
ed by Mosheim, who states that ¢ the seventh day of
the week was observed as a festival, not by Christians
in general, but by such churches only, as were prin-
cipally comnosed of Jewislt converts.”” Let it like-
wise be remembered that the seventh-day sabbath
had once received the sanction of divine authority.
No argument can therefore be drawn from it, reaching
the case of a festival which never possessed such a
sanetion.

Let the Christian reader now judge what success
has attended the attempt to secure to Christmas the
character of holy time.

To stamp it with this charazter, I had intimated,
implies in the Church, an exercise of le.g'zslatm au-
thority. Philo does not deny it ; but without reserve
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ses this authority. Most deeply do I lament these
repeated and alarming attempts to innovate upon
great seriptural principles 5 and 1 feel myself con-
strained to bear a solemn testimony against them.

With what semblance of propriety can 1t be said
that this power is involved in the commission to
preach, and baptize, and consecrate the sacramental
elements ? Those offices are generally performed on
the sabbath ; a day already hallowed by the Deity,
When, for special reasons, they are performed on oth-
er occasions, this neither implies, nor requires any
proper holiness in the {ime. * No such idea is suggest-
ed, or countenanced, in any part of seripture. QOur
churches generally are strangers to it. And Philo
greatly mistakes, if he imagines it entered the minds
of the ordaining Council to whom he refers.

The quotatior from Stackhouse falls far short of
proving the point in question.  Fixing the time and
place for the worship of God, belongs to the mere pru-
dentials and circumstances of religion ; and it is rais-
ing it into an unnatural importance, to term it legisla-
tion.  Beside; even these minor regulations are
without authority, unless they proceed on the ground
of some precept of Scripture, either particular or gen-
eral. 'To establish them therefore, less resembles the
making of new laws, than the interpretaticic of laws
already existing,.

As little support can Phiio derive from that passage
in the Westminsier Confession of faith, which declares
that ¢ the Lord Jesus, as King and Head of his church,
hiath therein appointed a government in the hand of
church officers, distinct from the civil magistrate.”
No Christian will deny that Christ himself is the Su-
preme Legislator of his church. And surely the
church is not such a monster as to have within itself
two distinet legislative authorities. The oflicers of
government whom Christ has appointed, are either ju-
dicial or executive. |
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¢ To these officers,” the Confession adds, ¢ the
keys of the kingdom of heaven are committed, by vir-
tue whereof theb have power respectively to retain and
remit sins 3 to shut that kingdom against the impen-
itent, both by word and censures : and to open it unto
penitent sinners by the ministry of the gospel, and hy
absolution from censures, as occasion shall require.”
¢ Surely,” says Philo, « here is something like legis-
lative authority.” But does he really suppose, that
by these seriptural expressions; clhiurch officers are in-
vested with power ts inake laws by which pardon and
punishmeui are dispens. !, and by which the gates of
heaven, or of the church, are npened and closed. If
so, he must place them far ahove the Apostles ; for
no such power was ever committed ts them. But the
epinion is too manifestly absurd, to require a serious
refutation. All ihe power here conveyed is either de-
clarative, judi cial, or executive; and the exercise even
of this power is then only valid, when it is conformed
to the unermw standard of the word.

1f Philo wishes to learn from the Confession, the
proper extent and limitations of chureh power, he will
find them in the 26th chapter. ¢ Gop aLoxe is Lord
of the conscience, and hath left it free from the doc-
trines and commandments of men, which are in any
thing contrary to hiis word, or beside it, in matiers of
faith or worship. So that to believe such doctrines,
or to obey such commandments, out of conscience, is
to betray true liberty of couscienee.”

It is no new thing to be informed that the Church
of England claims the ¢ power to decree rifes and
ceremontes.” DBut is this one of the excellencies, or
errors of that Church? Philo is no stranger to the
Canons. Of course, he knows in what manner this
legislative power has been exercised. Oune of these
canons inflicts the punishment of excommunication for
affirming that the rites and ceremonies of the Church
of England are superstitious : and another is equally
severz upon those whe own separate societies to he
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true churches. By a third, ministers are debarved the
liberty of keeping private fasts, or being present at
them, without license from the Bishep, under his hand
and seal This cancn does but ill consist with the
maum of Philo, that individuals may conscerate as
ch time as they please.

lt was for their refusal to submit to these, and other
human ordinances, that, by the JAect of Unifirmity, in
1662, iwo thousand ministevs, many of them hright or-
naments of the church, and lights of the world, were
banished from their pulpits, and consigned to obseu-
rity and want. And it was {o escape the pressure of
these and other impositions on the conscience, thit the
Fathers of New.Eangland nobly bade adiea to their
native land, and brouo'ht the pure worship of God into
the American wilderness. |

It glves me no pleasurv to lift the veil from the frail-
tics of a venerable Church. My object is to show
that the power of legislution in things sacred, is a tre-’
mendous thing. Itis as danmeroue in the haunds of
churches, as of individuals. It is a power which the
glorious Head of the church has never alienated, and
never will.

I will offer a few additional observations, and close
the subject.

In order to illustrate the guilt an d Mu”"’” oF inno-
- vating on divine mstltutmns, I had decldred “ The
ordinances of God are sacred things. On them all, is
writien in characters of fire, ln()U SHALT NOT ADD,
NOR DIMINISH.”  On these expressions, Philo des-
cants, thmugh two parawraphq, with an extreme of
levity, wounding to every pious mind. But I will not
trust my pen to characterize these remarks. 1 will
SImply request the writer to review them in a cool and
serious hour. If his reflections then shonld he com-
fortable, I would not attempt to disturb his comfort ;
nor if painful, te inerease his pain.

From my not having chosen to question the propri-

ety of ¢ devout cclebratwn of Chr Lstmaa, l’lulo takus
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occasion to ask, Why then does he not join in the celc.
bration? And after some intermediate remarks, he
adds, ¢ What must be thought of the piety of that
Chrlstlan, who discerns what he ought to do, and yet
refuses to perform it, until he receives a direct and
explicit command from his Father in Heaven ?”? Who
does not see, that by such a mode of treatment, the
non-observers of Christmas are placed in a cruel pre-
dicament indeed ? If they question the propriety of
celebrating the day, they are of course condemned as
ignorant, or prejudiced, or perhaps invincibly stupid.

If they are (]lS[)OSBd to be candid to their Kpiscopalian
brethren, who treat it as a holy ordinance, they thein-
selves must celebrate it, and in the same view, or sub-
mit to be charged with 1mp1ety

But the sentence just quoted from Philo, touches the
very vitals of the present debate. Most Christians be-
lieve that nothing can claim to be a veligious institu-
tion, which is not legibly instamped with the authority
of God. They tremble at the thought of. mingling
human appointments with divine. Nor dare they a-
dopt usages which seem to them to imply, that the Kmm
of Zion has alienated his authority to mortals, and that
the Bible is an imperfect rule of faith and practice.

I now submit the whole subject to the decision of
the serious and impartial.—And I humbly commend
to the blessing of the great Hean or tur CHurcH,
what I have wutten in defence of his truth, and the
purity of his worship.

INQUIRER.

(Herald of Jan. 23,1816.]

6
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No. VL
PHILO to the INQUIRER.

SEVERAL considerations combine to induce me
to take my leave of the Christnas controversy. The
question has not been materially affected by the last
commuiication of the Inquirer. The parties concern-
ed are generally known ; and the hostile aspect now
assumed renders it improbable, that the cause of reli-
gion will be benefitted by further debate. "Tlis cause
is paramount ; and preferring to suffer wrong, rather
than to do wrong, I should be more willing to sus-
tain the repu tation of defeat, than to expose so good a
cause to danger 3 or keep the public mind any longer
in its proscnt ferment.

There is no prospect of terminating the controversy,
unless one or other of the parties ahandon the sub-
,ect New topics are constantly started, which re-
quire distinct consideration ; and thus the debate
might be extended ad znﬁnzfum

To his offensive contradietions, I reply, that my

statements are grounded on the authority of Bingham,
Hammend, and others ; divines of the greatest celeh-
rity for learning, talents and piety.

On quitting t hb controversy I would observe, that
Christinas has in no part of it been placed on a level
with the Sabbath, in point of moral cbligation ; and
that no charges whatever have been made against any
who decline its observance. It may be regarded as a
free-will ofiering made by the holy ehureh to its di-
vine Head : and cannot be the less arceptable in con-
sequence of being made, not by constraint, but 2il-
bingly. (od loveth a cheerful giver.

But it is still believed, that time expressly devoted
to (zop cannot be projune time ; and ought not to be
abused by secular concerns. 'The attcmpt to serve
God and Mammon together must alwaw prove abor-
tive, Time devoted to the w orship of a lioly God
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must be characterized by the manner, in which it is
employed ; and the more hoiily it is regarded, the
more acceptabie we trust, it must be to Him, to whom
it is dedicate.

Christians have not usually beer taughtto pay
their adorations to any inherent holiness in the day
itself, 'To form an image in the mind to this effect,
and to worship or reverence this i image, instead of the.
Lord of the Sabbath, is a step not far removed from

\ superstition and idolatry.
\, The custom is general and not improper, to regard
s sacred or holy, whatever belongs lmmedlately to
religion. The priesthood and the temple, the wor-
shi and the sacraments are denominated holy. Christ-
ians themselves are called Saints or holy. Now if
this be deemed ceremonial holiness, and in this sense
admitted as proper to be applied to Christmas, we
shall not be disposed to quarrel with our ceremonious
brethren on this account. We deem the determina-
tion of thl% point not esscatial to salvation. We haye
a more sure source of hope and dependence, than
what would arise from the adJustment of so nice a
question—the merits of a REDEEMER.

PHILO.

[Herald, Jan, 26, 1816,





