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(“Continucd from ;5'0/_ I p.373.)

| T partial establishment of the Episcopal
church, as it had an unfavourable influence on most
of the other churches in the province, so it also
uffected the prosperity of the Dutch church. In
every religious community there are individuals,
who, being but slightly attached to their own
body, are gcncrall) ready to connect themselves
with any denomination of Christians in which
they are likely to enjoy more of the countenance
of government, and in the support of which they
will be subjected to less expense. These pow-
crful principles operated in the case under con-
sideration; so that from 1693, the year in which
this establishment took place, we may date the
commencement of those defections from the Dutch
church, and those transitions to the KEpiscopal
btandard which, though not very numerous nor
important, yet contmued to be considerable, un.
til the close of our revolutionary war.
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A THE CHRISTIAN’s MAGAZINE.

From 1693 to 1737, little occurred in the Dutch
church in America worthy of being recorded.
Good order was, for the most part, maintained, and
peace and prosperity enjoyed. The doctrines of
grace were faithfully preached, and the ordinances
of the gospel purely administered. The ministers,
with a few unhappy exceptions, were learned, inde-
fatigable, and exemplary ; and the people orderly,
and generally attached to that connexion with the
mother church in Holland, which had been so long
preserved without interruption or opposition.

In the year 1737, there was a meeting of minis-
ters held in New-York, consisting of the Rev. G.
Dubois, of the city of New-York; the Rev. G.
Haeghoort, of Second-tiver ; the Rev. B. Freeman,
of Long-Island; the Rev. C. Van Santvoort, of
Staten-Island ; and the Rev. A. Curtenius, of Hack-
ensack. At this meeting, the plan of a Cetus, or
assembly of ministers and elders, subordinate to the
Classis of Amsterdam, was first proposed, matured,
and dispatched to the different churches for their
concurrence. On the 27th April, 1738, the day ap-
pointed by the above named gentlemen, a second
meeting took place also in the city of New-York,
at which the following ministers and elders were

. present, viz. The Rev. Mr. Dubois, with two el-
ders, Anthony Rutgers, and Abraham Lefferts ; the
Rev. Mr. Freeman, with two elders, Pieter Nevius,
and Dirk Brinkerhoef; the Rev. Mr. Van Sant-
voort, with one elder, Goosen Adriance; the Rev.
Mr. Haeghoort ; with one elder, F. Van Dyck ; the
Rev. Mr. Curtenius, with one elder, Zabriske ;
the Rev. T. J. Frelinghuysen*, of Raritan, with

* The Rev. Theodorus J. Frelinghuysen, was a great blessing
to the Dutch church in America. He came over from Holland
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History qf the Dutch Church. 5

one elder, H. Fisher; the Rev. R. Erickson, of
Nauwesink, with one elder, J. Zutveen ; the Rev.
J. Bohm, of Philadelphia, with one elder, Sny-
der ; and the Rev. Mr. Schuyler, of Schoharie, with
an elder, Spies. At this meeting such re-
ports were received from the churches to which the
plan of a Cetus had been sent, as induced the gen-.
tlemen present to ratify and adopt it. The plan,
thus adopted, was immediately sent over to the
Classis of Amsterdam, for the approbation of that
body. Whether this plan was at first disagreeable
* to the Synod, or whether other circumstances oc-
casioned the delay, i1s not known; but it does not
appear that the approbation of the Classis reached
this country until the latter end of the year 1746, or
the beginning of 1747: for it was not until the
month of May, in the latter year, that a meeting
was called in the city of New-York, to receive the
letter from the Classis, declaring their concurrence.
This letter was received by the hands of the Rev.
Mr." Van Sinderin, who, it is believed, first came
to America at this time, and whose name first ap-
pears in the list of ministers of the Dutch church
in America, at this meeting.

As this meeting was a small one, only six minis-
ters being present, viz. Messrs. Dubois, Ritzema, .
Erickson, Curtenius, Frelinghuysen, and Van Sin-
derin, little more was donc than to appoint the
second Tuesday of the following September, for
the meeting of the first Catus, to be held in the city
of New-York, under this ncw plan.

ih the year 1720, and settled on the Raritan. Ie was an able,
cvangclical, and eminently successful preacher. He left five
sons, all ministers ; and two daughters, marrict! to ministers.
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6 THE CHRISTIAN's MAGAZINE.

On that day, agreeably to appointment, the rc-
presentatives of the churches met in Caetus, in the
city of New-York. At this meeting therc appeéar-
ed the Rev. Messrs. Erickson, Haeghoort, Ritzema,
Meinema, Van Sinderin, Dubois, and Curtenius,
with their elders. The Rev. Messrs, Van Santvoort,
and’ Schu yler were prevented from attending, but
sent forward, in the name of themsclves and_ their
churches, their approbation cof the plan.  The Rev.
Messrs. Boel, of WNew-York, Mancivs, of Kingston,
and Freyenmocet, of Livi mm,ton s Manor, and’ the
Rev. Mr. Martselins, were dcchLdIy ppostd to it.
The Rev. Mr. Frelinghuysen could not prevail on
his church to accede to the plan, though 1t received
his personal approbation.

This was the first judicatory, (if it can be so call-
ed,) higher thun a Consistory, that was cstablished
in the Dutch church in Amecrica. The ob;ects
and the powers of this judicatory were merely those

" of advice and fraternal intercourse. It could not
ordain ministers, nor judicially decide in ecclesiasti-
cal disputes, without the consent of the Classis of
Amsterdam. Its unfitness and utter inefficacy to
promote the interests of the Church, were soon felt
and acknowledged ; and a desire for the establish-
ment of an independent Classis in America, with full
powers, became prevalent among the more think.
ing and serious part of the ministers. * But to such
an independent cstablishment there was a decided
opposition, fomented and strengthened by the mo-
ther church. A variety of circumstances, however,
contributed to urge it on, and to produce that crisis
whicl: took place a few years afterwards.

Towards the middle of the cighteenth century, the
Eoglish language began gradually to gain ground
among the Dutch churches, and to attract the atten.
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Mistory of the Dutch Church. 7

tion of their friends. Colleges had also been insti-
tuted in some of the neighbouring colonies; and
churches of ather denpminations had adopted means
for instructing their youth, and were in the habit of
examining and ordaining their own ministers. The
Dutch churches found serious evils to arise from
their being denied the exercise of these powers.
The expense of sending to Hoiland for all their mi-
nisters was heavy and inconvenient; a long time fre-
quently elapscd sometimes several years, after a
call was forwarded, before the vacancy could be ac-
tually supplied. Congregations were subjected to
great unccrtainty, and not scldom to vexatious dis-
dppomtmcnts Their taste and wiches could not be
consulted in the choice of ministers; and, in some
cases, persons were sent over who prov cd extreme-
ly disagreeable. 'Men who had been members of a
nauo,nd.l church, CSIdbllthd and supported by the
state, in Europe, had views and habits very differ-
ent from the citizens of America; and, instcad of
harmonizing with the people, and guining their con-
fidence, often 1mprudently opposed them, and ren-
dered their miaistry odious and unsuccessful. Al
these ¢ircumstances, added to the humihating prin.
ciple of being obliged to send abroad for their mi-
nisters, which implied a denial to the churches in
this country of the rig/it of ordaining for themselves,
or an imputation that none of the natives were wor-
thy of the sacred office, began to make a deep im-
pression on the public mind, and to be regarded by
many as no longer tolerable. With these considera-
tions a circumstance was connected which gave
strength to the agvocates of a change, and served tq
expedite their measures.

A number of ministers had been at different times
ordaincd in Amecrica, by virtue of a previous appli-
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8 THE CHRISTIAN’s MAGAZINE.

cation to thc Classis of Amsterdam, and a special li-
cense obtained from the Classis for that purpose.
For although the exercise of an independent right
to ordain was denied to the American judicatory ;
yet the particular circumstances of some congrega-
tions, and the powerful recommendations in favour
of certain candidates, procured a license in particu-
lar cases, to ordain-on this side of the Atlantic. This
indulgence had an unfavourable operation on the
influence and prerogative of the Classis, and proved
a main spring of the revolution which not long after-
wards occurred.—The men who were ordained
here, never felt that attachment to Holland which
actuated the other ministers; and were deeply im-
pressed with all the grievances and arguments which
urged the necessity of an independent jurisdiction. —
They, therefore, with scarcely any exception, took
the side of those who were friendly to such an inde-
pendent establishment.—They felt and spoke with
warmth on the subject.—They charged the mother
church with inconsistency, and even tyranny, for
refusing to grant permanent privileges which were
claimed upon principles admitted by herself, and
deemed essential to her own government.—These
- ministers were joined by their own congregations,
and by a number of others which were vacant, and
hoped to be supplied with Pastors without sending
over the Atlantic. Thus situated, they readily
formed a party, to which some of the European
ministers acceded; and openly commenced a sys-
tem of measures for withdrawing from that subor-
dination to the Classis of Amsterdam, and the Sy-
nod of North-Holland, to which they had so long
submitted.

In 1754, in consequence of a recommendation of
the Cetus of the preceding year, it was proposed to
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History of the Dutch Chureh. 9

amend the plan of the Cetus, by changing it into a
regular Classis. A plan for this purpose was ac-
cordingly drafted, unanimously adopted, and trans-
mitted to the several churches for their approba-
tion. This measure proved the commencement of
a scene of animosity, division, and violence, which
continued for a number of years, and which some-
times threatened the very existence of the Dutch
church in America.

Some of theose ministers who were most zealous.
in their opposition to the plan of an independent
judicatory in this country, now began to meet and
to organize their party. They first met in the year
1755, when the persons present were, the Rev.
Messrs. Haeghoort, Curtenius, Ritzema, De Ronde,
and Van Der Linde. These were afterwards _]omed
by the Rev. Messrs. Schuyler, Van Sinderin, Ru-
bel, Freyenmoet, Kock, Kern, and Rysdyck. They
called their meeting Conﬁrrent:e ; and this name,
thenceforward, distinguished their party, in oppo-
‘sition to the thus, which continued to be the style
of those who wished to establish judicatories with
full powers in America. The ministers who form.
ed the Conferentie, at this first meeting, addressed
a letter to the Classis of Amsterdam, complaining of
the attempts that were making to cast off their au-
thority, and to erect a body in this country with
co-ordinate powers. They sent a similar letter in
1756; a third in 1760 ; and a fourth in 1761.

When the Cetus and Conferentie parties were
formed, they were in numbers nearly balanced.
The weight of learning was acknowledged to be on
the side of the latter : but practical preaching, zeal,
and industry, particularly distinguished the former.
The popular opinion was also more generally in
their favour, and their numbers and influence gra-

dually increased. |
Vor. II.—No. L. B
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10 THE CHRISTIAN’s MAGAZINE.

The two parties were no sooner distinctly organ-
ized, than animosity between them appeared, which,
in a little while, became violent. The peace of the
churches was destroyed. Not only neighbouring
ministers and congregations were at variance ; but,
in many places, the same congregation was divided;
and in those instances in which the numbers, or
the influential characters on different sides, were
nearly equal, the consequences became very deplo-
rable. Houses of worship were locked by one part
of the congregation against the other. Tumults on
the Lord’s day, at the doors of the churches, were
frequent. Quarrels respecting the services, and the
contending claims of different ministers and people,
often took place. Preachers were sometimes as-
saultéd ‘ip the pulpits, and public worship either
disturbed or terminated by violence. In these at-
tacks the Conferentie party were considered as thé
most vehement and outrageous. But on both sides,
a furious and intemperate zeal prompted many to
excesses, which were a disgrace to the christian
name, and threatened to bring into contempt that
cause which both professed to be desirous of sup-
porting. : \

Among the numerous violent mcasures which
marked this unhappy controversy, one, which in its
operation was most systematic, and in its conse-
quences most serious, may be considered as worthy
of notice.—The church at Kingston, ( Esopus ) had
sent a call to Holland, and obtained the Rev. Dr.
Hermannus Meyer for their minister. He was a
gentleman of great erudition, of a mild and humble
temper, polite and unaffected in his manners, and
eminently pious. Upon his arrival at Kingston in
1762, he was received with that respect and affec-
tien which were duc to his character, and the rela-

Google




History of the Dutch Church. 11

tion which he sustained to the church. His preach-
ing, however, was soon found to excite enmity and
opposition. He was too evangelical, practical, and
pointed, to suit the taste of many of his principal
hearers. He searched the conscience so closely, and
applied the doctrines of the gospel so powerfully to
the heart, that while they professed to revere the
man, they openly declared that it was impossible for
them patiently to sit under his ministry Unable, how-
ever, to find any plausible matter of accusation

inst him, his enemies waited until an occasion
was offered, by a matrimonial connexion which
Dr. Meyer formed with a leading family belonging
to the Ceetus party, and an intimate friendship,
which soon succeeded, with other families and dis-
- tinguished characters of the same party. These
circumstances were seized upon as a sufficient
ground of open opposition, and neighbouring minis.
ters were invited to attend, and decide in the dis-
pute, which had now become public and interest-
ing. Upon this invitation the Rev. Messrs. Rys-
dyck, of Poughkeepsie and Fishkill, Freyenmoet, of
Livingston’s Manor, and Kock, of West Camp, all
of the Conferentie party, attended at Kingston, and
after a summary hearing of the accusation, without
any competent authority, proceeded to suspend Dr.
Meyer from his ministry in that place, and discharge
the congregation from their relation to him. An
act so rash, irregular, and illegal, would, at any
other time, have been resented, and treated with
the contempt which it deserved ; but, under the in-
fluence of party spirit, it met with support, and its
conscquences were very serious and affecting.  Dr.
Meyer was actually shut out from his ministry at
Kingston from that day *; and a people who might

* Dr. Meyer was afterwards called to the church at Pompton
in New-Jersey, where he continuned to labour with much dili.
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12 THE CHRISTIAN’s MAGAZINE.

long have profited by his ministrations, were total-
ly deprived of them, to the great grief of the more
'serious part of the society.
The moderate and prudent members of both
parties, were greatly grieved to find matters carried
, to such extremes. They perceived the mischief
which this violence was daily producing, and fore-
saw the ruin to their church which was impending;
but wete at a loss for an adequate remedy. To al-
lay the bitterness of prejudices which had been che-
rished for many years, and had become deeply in-
veterate; to hial a breach which was now so
wide, and was daily growing wider and more un-
manageable, required a combination of concurring
causes which were not easily produced, nor brought
into action. Each party tenaciously held its own
principles, and' refused to yield or compromise. No
umpire could be found who was competent to de-
. cide, or who could expect obedience to his deci-
sion. The separation appeared to be without reme-
.dy ; hope was expiring, and many valuable mem-
bers, who abhorred discord, and could no longer
sustain the evils which it produced, now left the
church, and joined other denominations.
In addmon to the difficulties above stated, an-

gence, faithfulness, and success, until his death. His great hu-
mility prevented him from being as generally known as he de-
served ; but those who were acquainted with his worth, esteem-
ed him as ¢”e of the best of men. He was appointed some
years afterwards, by the general Synod of the Dutch church, a

professor of the Oriental languages, and a Lector, or assistant to
the professor of Theology; and as such, he rendered very im-
portant services in preparing candidates for the ministry. He
died in 1791, without ever being able to effect a reconciliation
with the church at Kingston, but greatly beloved and respectod

« inall the other Dutch churches.
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History of the Dutch Church. 13

other arose. In some of the principal Dutch
churches, particularly in the city of New-York and
+its neighbourhood, the English language began
about this time to be so gencrally spoken, and the
Dutch in so great a degree to decline, that many of .
the young people were scarcely able to understand
the public service, and strongly solicited the intro-
duction of English preaching. This solicitation
was long resisted. An undue attachment to the
Dutch language prevailed over every argument, and
it was not until a number of dissatisfied persons had
withdrawn themselves on this account, and united
with other churches, that the consistory of the
church in New-York consented to call a minister to
officiate in the English language*.’

Not long afterwards another step was taken,
which seemed to forbid all hope of union between
the contending parties. The Cetus, finding it ne-
cessary to make provision for that ecclesiastical in-
dependence which they were resolved to maintain,
formed the plan of erecting a college in the city of
New-Brunswick, in New-Jersey, for the express
purpose of preparing young men for the gospel mi-

® The first minister of the Dutch church in America, who was
expressly called to officiate in the English language, was the Rev.
Dr. Laidlic. He was a native of Scotland, and had been four
years a minister of the Dutch church of Flushing, in Zealand,
when hc received a call from New-York. He arrived in Ame-
rica in the year 1764, and his ministry proved eminently useful
in this country. He was a man of a vigorous mind, and of sin-
gular piety; a sound divine; an evangelical, commanding, and
powerful preacher, and indefutigably faithful in his pastoral la-
bours. His ministry was much blessed, and attended with a sig-
nal revival of religion. He died at Red-Hook, in the yesr 1778,
during his exile from the city, occasioned by the Revolutionary
War.
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14 THE GHRISTIAN’s MAGAZINE.

nistry. They accordingly obtained a charter from
the governor of New-Jersey, in the year 1770, in-
corporating a literary institution under the name of
Queen’s College. By this decisive step, all further
overtures from the Catus party to renew their for-
mer connexion with Holland, or to unite with those
churches in America which maintained a subordi-
nation to the Classis of Amsterdam, seemed to be
entirely precluded, and the continuance of the sepa-
ration rendered inevitable.

Under these circumstances, it began to be feared,
by reflecting men, that the very existence of the
Dutch church, to say nothing of her prosperity,
was seriously in danger. They became apprehen-
sive that she would soon sink into insignificance, be
absorbed by surrounding denominations, and cease
to be a distinct church in America.

[T» be continued.]
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Extract from Foster’s Essays. 15

FOSTER’s ESSAYS.

We wish to make our readers acquainted with a
writer, who, at an early period of life, has dis-
played talents of a high order, and has conse-
crated them to the service of truth. Uncommon
brilliancy of imagination, power of thinking, and
nobility of spirit, reign through two volumes of
very original essays which he has given to the
public. We must not be understood to approve
all the opinions which he has expressed, nor, with-
out exception, his manner of expressing them.
Time will prune his style, without impairing its
strength ; and simplify it, without lessening its
dignity. Such ardour in the pursuit of know-
ledge ; such a faculty of close observation, and
such independence in following his convictions,
as he evidently possesses, can scarcely fail to cor-
rect mistakes which appear to have originated in
the fervour of honourable zeal. In the mean
while, we flatter ourselves that the reader of cul-
tivated taste and piety will add his judgment to
our own, that it is a soul of no ordinary make
which has stamped its image on the following
pages.

From FosTer’s Essay * on a Man’s writing Me-

- moirs of himself.”

LETTER VI

In recounting so many influences that operate on
man, it is grievous to observe that the incomparably
noblest of all, religion, is counteracted with a fatal
success by a perpetual conspiracy of almost all the
rest, aided by the intrinsic predisposition of our na--
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16 THE CHRISTIAN’s MAGAZINE.

ture, which yields itself with such consenting facili-
ty to every impression tending to estrange 1t still
further rom God.

It is a cause for wonder and sorrow, to see mil-
lions of rational creatures growing into their perma-
nent habits, under the conforming efficacy of every
thing " which they ought to resist, and receiving no
part of those habits from impressions of the Su-
preme Object. They are content that a narrow
scene of a diminutive world, with its atoms and
evils, should usurp and deprave and finish their
education for immortality, while the Infinite Spirit
is here, whose transforming companionship would
exalt them into his sons, and, in defiance of a thou-
sand malignant forces attempting’ to stamp on them
an opposite image, lead them into eternity in his
likeness. Oh! why is it so possible that this great.
est inhabitant of every place where men are living,
should be the last whose society they seek, or of
whose being constantly near them they feel the im-
portance? Why is it possible to be surrounded with
the intelligent Reality which exists wherever we
* are, with attributes that are infnite, and not feel res-
pecting all other things which ‘may be attempting to
press on our minds and affect their character, as if
they retained with difficulty their shadows of exis-
tence, and were continually on the point of vanish-
ing into nothing? Why is this stupendous Intelli-
gence so retired and silent, while present, over all
the scenes of the earth, and in all the paths and
abodes of men? Why does he keep his glory invi-
sible behind the shades and visions of the material
world 2 Why does not this-latent glory sometimes
becam forth with such a manifestation as could ne-
ver be forgotten, nor ever be remembered without
an -emotion of religious fear? And why, in con-
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Extract from Foster’s Essays. 17

tempt of all that he Aas displayed to excite either
fear or love, is it still possible for a rational crea-
ture so to live, that it must finally come to an inter-
view with him in a character completed by the full
assemblage of those acquisitions which have sepa-
rately been disapproved by him through every
stage of the accumulation? Why is it possible for
feeble creatures to maintain their little dependent
beings fortified .and invincible in sin, amidst the
presence of divine purity? Why does not the
thought of such a Being strike through the mind
with such intense antipathy to evil as to blast with
death every active principle that -is beginning to
pervert it, and render gradual additions of depravity,
growing into the solidity of habit, as impossible as
for perishable materials to be raised into structures
amidst the fires of the last day ? How is it possible
to forget the solicitude which should accompany the
consciousness that such a being is continually dart-
ing upon us the beams of observant thought, (if we
may apply such a term to omniscience,) that we
are exposed to the piercing mspectwn compared to
which the concentrated attention of all the beings in
the universe besides, would be but as the powerless
gaze of an infant? ‘Why is faith, that faculty of
spiritual apprehension, so absent, or so.incompara-
bly more slow and reluctant to receive a just per-
ception of the grandest of its objects, than the
senses are adapted to receive the impressions of
theirs ?  While there is a spirit pervading the uni-
verse with an infinite energy of being, why have
the few particles of dust which enclose our spirits
the power to intercept all sensible communication
with it, and to place them as in a vacuity where the
sacred Essence had been precluded or extinguished ?

The reverential submission, with which vou

Vor. II.—No, 1. C
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18 THE CHRISTIAN’s MAGAZINE.

ought to contemplate the mystery of omnipotent be-
nevolence, forbearing to exert the agency which
could assume an instantaneous ascendency in every
mind over the causes of depravation and ruin, will
not avert your compassion from the unhappy per-
sons who are practically ¢ without God in the
world.” And if, by some vast enlargement of
thought, you could comprehend the whole measure
and depth of disaster contained in this exclusion,
(an exclusion under which, to the view of a serious
mind, the resources and magnificence of the crea-
tion would sink into a mass of dust and ashes, and
all the causes of joy and hope into disgust and des-
pair,) you would feel a distressing emotion at each
recital of a life in which religion had no share ; and
you would be tempted to wish that somie spjrit from
the other world, possessed of eloquence tlat might
threaten to alarm the slumbers of the dead, would
throw himself in the way of this one mortal, and
this one more, to protest, in sentences of lightning
and thunder, against the infatuation that can at once
acknowledge there is a God, and be' content to
forego every connexion with him, but that of dan-
ger. You would wish they should rather be assail-
ed by the ¢ terror of the Lord,” than retain the sa-
tisfaction of carelessness till the day of his mercy
be past.

But you will not need such cnlargement of com-
prehension, in order to compassionate the situation
of persons who, with reason sound to think, and
hearts not strangers to feeling, have advanced far
into life, perhaps near to its close, without hav-
ing felt the influence of religion. If there is such
a Bcing as we mean by the term God, the ordi-
nary intelligence of a serious mind will be quite
enough to sce that it must be a melancholy thing to
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Extract from Foster’s Essays. 19

pass through life, and quit it, just as if there were
not.  And sometimes it will appear as strange as it
1s melancholy ; especially to a person who has been
pious from his youth. He would be inclined to
say, to a person who has nearly finished an irreli
gious life, What would have been justly thought of
you, if you could have been the greatest part of
your time in the society of the wisest and best man
on earth, (were it possible to have ascertained that
individual ,) and have acquired no degree of confor-
mity ; much more, if you could all the while have
acquired progressively the meanness, prejudices,
follies, and vices, of the lowest society with which
you might have been exposed at intervals to min-
gle ? You might have been asked how ¢kis was pos-
sible. But then through what defect or infatuation
of mind have you been able, during so many years
spent in the presence of a Gop, to continue even to
this hour as cl¢ar of all marks and traces of any di-
vine influences having opcrated on you, as if the
Deity were but a poetical fiction, or an idol in'some
temple of Asia? Obviously, as the immediate
cause, through want of thought concerning him.

And why did you not think of him ? Did a most
solemn thought of him never once penetrate your
soul, while admitting the proposition that there is
such a Being ? If it never did, what is reason,
what is mind, what is man ? If it did once, how
could its effects stop there? How could a deep
thought, on so singular and momentous a subject,
fail to impose on the mind a permanent necessity of
frequently recalling it ; as some awful or magnifi-
eent spectacle will haunt you with a long recur-
rence of its image, even if the spectacle itself vere
seen no more,

Why did you not think of him ? How could
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20 THE CHRISTIAN’s MAGAZINE.

you estimate so meanly your mind with all its ea-

acities, as to feel no regret that an endless series
of trifles should seize, and occupy as their right, all
your thoughts, and deny them both the liberty and
the ambition-of going on to the greatest Object?
How, while called to "the contemplations which
absorb the spirits of heaven, could you be so pa-
tient of the task of counting the flies of a summer’s
day ?

)\Vhy did you not think of him ? You knew your-
sclf to be in the hands of some Being from whose
power you could not be withdrawn; was it not an
cqual defect of curiosity and prudence, to indulge a
careless confidence that sought no acquaintance with
his nature and his dispositions, nor ever anxiously
inquired what conduct should be observed toward
him, and what expectations might be entertained
from him ? You would have been alarmed to have
felt yourself in the power of a mysterious stranger,
of your own feeble species; but let the stranger be
omnipotent, and you cared no more.

Why did you not think of him? One would
deem that the thought of him must, to a serious
mind, come second to almost every thought. The
thought of virtue would suggest the thought of
both a law-giver and a rewarder; the thought of
crime, of an avenger; the thought of sorrow, of a
consoler ; the thought of an inscrutable mystery, of
an intelligence that understands it ; the thought of
that ever-moving activity which prevails in the sys-
tem of the universe, of a supreme agent; the
thought of the human family, of a great father; the
thought of all being, of a creator; the thought of
life, of a preserver; and the thought of death, of a
solemn and uncontrollable disposer. By what dex-
terity, therefore, of irreligious caution, did you avoid
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precisely every track where the idea of him would
have met you, or elude that idea if it came? And
what must sound reason pronounce of a mind
which, in the train of millions of thoughts, has wan-
dered to all things under the sun, to all the perma-
nent objects or vanishing appearances in the crea-
tion, but never fixed its thought on the Supreme
Reality ; never approached, like Moses, ¢ to see
this great sight ?”

If it were a thing which we might be allowed to
imagine, that the Divine Being were to manifest
himself in some striking manner to the senses, as
by some resplendent appearance at the midnight
hour, or by re-kindling on an elevated mountain the
long-extinguished fires of Sinai, and uttering voices
from those fires; would he not comptl from you an
attentidn which you now refuse ? Yes, you will
say, he would then seize the mind with irresistible
force, and religion would become its most absolute
sentiment ; but he only presents himself to faith.
Well, and is it a worthy reason for disregarding
him, that you only belicve him to be present and
infinitely glorious ? Is it the ofhce of faith to veil or
annihilate its object? Cannot you reflect that the
grandest representation ef a spiritual and divine Be-
ing to the senses would bear not only no proportion
to his glory, but no relation to his nature, and could
be adapted only to an inferior dispensation of re-
ligion, and to a people who, with the exception of
a most extremely small number of men, had been
totally untaught to carry their thoughts beyond the
objects of sense ? Are you not aware that such a
representation would considerably tend to restrict
you in your contemplation to a defincd image, and
therefore a most inadequate and subordinate idea of
the divine Being ? While the idea admitted by
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faith, though less immediately striking, is capable
of an illimitable expansion, by the addition of all
that progressive thought can accumulate, under the °
continual certainty that all is still infinitely short of
the reality.

On the whole, you would say, I regard you as an
object of %'reat compassion : unless there can be no
felicity in friendship with the Almighty; unless there
be no glory in being assimilated to his excellence ;
unless there be no eternal rewards for his devoted
servants ; unless there be no danger in meeting him,
at length, after a life estranged equally from his love
and his fear. I deplore, at every period and crisis
in the review of your life, that religion was not
there. If religion had been there, your youthful
animation would neither have been dissipated in the
frivolity which, in the morning of the short day of
life, fairly and formally sets aside all serious busi-
ness for that day, nor would have sprung forward -
into the emulation of vice, or the bravery of pro-
faneness. If religion had been there, that one des-
picable companion, and that other malignant one,
would not have seduced you into their society, or
would not have retained you to participate their de-
gradation. And if religiop had accompanied the
subsequent progress of your life, it would have ele-
vated you to rank, at this hour, with those saints
who will soon be added to ¢¢ the spirits of the just.”
Instead of which, what are you now, and what arc
your expectations from that world, where piety
alone can hope to find such a sequel of life, as will
inspire exultation in the retrospect of this introduc-
tory period, in which the mind began to converse
with the God of eternity ?

On the other hand, it would be interesting to re-

. cord, or to hear, the histery of a character which has
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received its form, and reached its maturity, under
the strongest operations of religion. We do not
know that there is a more beneficent.or a more di-
rect mode of the divine agency in any part of the
creation than that which ¢ apprehends > a man, as
apostolic language expresses it, amidst the unthink-
ing crowd, and leads him into serious reflection, in-
to elevated devotion, into progressive virtue, and
finally into a nobler life after death. When he has
long been commanded by this influence, he will be
happy to look back to its first operations, whether
they were mingled in early life almost insensibl

with his feelings, or came on him with mighty force
at some particular time, and in connexion with some
assignable and memorable circumstance, which was
apparently the instrumental cause. He will trace
all the progress of this his better life, with grateful
acknowledgment, to the sacred power which has
advanced him to a decisiveness of religious habit
that seems to stamp eternity on his character. In
the great majority of things, habit is a greater plague
than ever afllicted Egypt; in religious character, it
is a grand felicity. The devout man exults in the
indications of his being fixed and irretriévable. He
feels this confirmed habit as the grasp of the hand
of God, which will never let him go. From
this advanced state he looks with firmness and
joy on futurity, and says, I carry the eternal mark
upon me that I belong to God; I am free of the
universe ; and I am ready to go to any world to
which he shall please to transmit me, certain that
every where, in height or depth, he will acknow-
ledge me for ever.
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CHURCH OF GOD.

No. VO

Infant-members.

IN our first volume we gave a general view of the.
Church of God, as one great visible society which
he has taken into peculiar relations to himself.
We traced its origin, as an organized whole, up to
the Abrahamic covenant, of which we explained the
nature, and proved the perpetuity. We also in-
vestigated the uses of its initiating rite, viz. cir-
cumcision ; which, we assigned reasons to show,
has been exchanged, under the evangelical dispen-
sation, for the ordinance of baptism : and we touch-
ed, in general terms, upon the conclusion which
our premises justify, respecting the ecclesiastical
condition and privileges of infants born of believing
parents. Having avowed our persuasion, that they
are, 1n virtue of their birth, members of the church
of God, and entitled, during their infancy, to bap-
tism in his name, we shall, in this number, state
our conclusion more fully, and shall strengthen it
with some auxiliary considerations.

The reader, on looking back to No. III. of these
papers, in Vol. I. p. 283, will find the following
paragraph.
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« If, as has been already demonstrated, the co-
* venant with Abraham and his seed was a cove-
¢ nant with the visible church—if this covenant
“ has never been abrogated—if its relations and
“ privileges, with an exception in favour of adults
“¢ who desired to come in on the profession of their
¢ faith, were to be propagated in the line of natural
“ generation, THEN, it follows, that the infant seed
«¢ of persons who are under this covenant, are them-
< selves parties to it; are themselves members of
¢¢ the church; and whatever privileges that infant-
«¢ seed had at any given period in the history of the
“« church, it must retain so long as the covenant is
“ in force. But the covenant is in force at this mo-
“ ment ; therefore, at this moment, the covenant

pnvxleges of the infant-seed are in force. Visible
** membership is one of those privileges; therefore
¢ the infant seed of church-members are also mem-
s« bers of the church.”

This, then, is the ground on which we take our
stand in pleading the cause of the children whom
God has given us. We account them members of
his church, not because tradition has called them
so ; not because the practice of the church has
treated them as such; but because he constituted
them such by his own commandment and covenant
which he has never revoked until this day.

To insist, therefore, that we shall produce, from
the New Testament, a precept directly instituting
the church- membershnp of infants, is to make a des
mand with which we are under no obligation to
comply. Such a precept was not necessary. The
relation we are inquiring into had been instituted
long before ; it had subsisted without one moment’s
interruption for more than nineteen centuries. Du-
ring this great lapse of ages it had enlisted on its

Vor. II.—No. L. D
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side, in addition to its divine original, the most
irrefragable prejudices of antiquity, the most con-
firmed national habit, and the fastidious jealousy of
prerogative. In this state of its prevalence was the
evangelical dispensation announced. If the same
relation of infants to the church was to continue
under the New Testament form, nothing is more
easy than to assign the reason why it was not insti-
tuted anew. The principle was undisputed; it
was acted upon as a principle which the change of
dispensation did not touch ; and consequently, a
new institution was superfluous. The silence of the
New Testament on this head, is altogether in fa-
vour of those who maintain that the union of pa-
rents with the church of God, includes their chil-
dren also. But on the supposition that this principle
was to operate no longer; that the common interest
of children with their parents in God’s covenant.
was to cease ; the silence of the New Testament is
one of the most inexplicable things which ever tor-
tured the ingenuity of man. If there is any point
of external privilege which ought to have been set-
tled with the most definite precision, one would
imagine that this is the point. But we are taught
to believe, that a constitution which is engrafted up-
on a principle that penetrates the essence of human
society ; which coincides with the genius of every
other divine constitution respecting man; which is
incorporated with his animal, his intellectual, and
his moral character; which is interwoven with eve-
ry ligament and fibre of his heart, shall be torn
away ; and yet the statute-book of the kingdom in
which this severity originates, shall contain no war-
rant for executing it, nor a syllable to sooth the
anguish which it has inflicted! Is it thus that God
deals with his people? Does this look like his
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wonted condescension to their infirmities? Does it
bear the character of that loving-kindness and ten-
der mercy which belong to him who ¢ knows their
frame, and remembers that they are dust ?”

When the economy of Moses was to be super-
seded by that of Jesus Christ, he prepared the way
in the most.gradual and gentle manner ; he showed
them from their own scriptures, that he' had done
.only what he had intended and predicted from the
beginning ; he set before their eyes a comparative
view of the two dispensations, to satisfy them that
they had lost nothing, but had gained much by the
exchange. When they were ¢ dull of hearing,” he
bore with their slowness; when they were extreme-
ly unwilling to part with Moses, he stooped to their
infirmities; and persevered in his lenity, till the de-
structron of their city, their sacrifices, their temple,
their nation, left their further demurring without
the shadow of an excuse. But when he touched
them in the point of most exquisite sensibility—
when he passed a sword through their souls by
cutting off their children, unable to distinguish
between good and evil, from all the interest which
they once had in his church, the heavy man-
date is preceded by no warning, is accompanied
with no comfort ; is followed by nothing to replace -
the privation; is not even supported by a single
reason! The thing is done in the most summary
manner, and the order is not so much as entered in-
to the rule of faith! The believing mother hears
that the ¢ son of her womb ”’- is shut out from the
covenant of her God, but hears not why ! Is this
the ordinance of him who, ¢ as a father pitieth his
;:)hildren, so pities them that fear him ?”” It cannot

e! ‘
Conceding, then, to the opposers of our children’s
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claim as members of the Christian church, all that -
they ask with regard to the silence of the New Tes.
tament, that very concession works their ruin. If
their views are correct, it could not have been thus
silent. Qut of their own mouths we draw their
conviction; and cast them in the judgment by the
very evidence which they offer in their vindication.
+ The case is now reversed. Instead of our pro-
ducing from the New Testament such a warrant
for the privileges of our infant seed, as they require,
we turn the tables upon them ; and insist, that they
shall produce scriptural proof of God’s having an-
nulled the constitution under which we assert our
right. 'Till they do this, our cause is invincible.
He once granted to his church the right for which
we contend ; and nothing but his own act can take
itaway.” We want to see the act of abrogation ;’
we must see it in the New Testament ; for there it
1s. if it is at all. Point it out, and we have done.
Till then we shall rejoice in the consolation of call-
ing upen God as our God, and the God of our
seed.
2. We have before remarked, that the exclusion
of infants from the church of God, contradicts all
the analogies of his external dispensations towards
men,

A correct reasoner will require the highest evi.-
dence of which the case is susceptible, before he
admits a doctrine involving such a consequence.
General principles are the great landmarks of truth.
They furnish tests by which to try the soundness
of those endless propositions which are generated
by the ceaseless activity of the human mind. One
of them, well understood and judiciously applied, is
a better preservative from errour, than a million of -

* Christian®s Magazine, Vol. . p. 282—284.
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those small argumients by which multitudes regu-
late their opinion and their conduct.

If, indeed, it is the will of God that children shall
not be esteemed during their infancy, as members
of the New Testament church; and if he bas pro- -
mulged his will in this- matter by any explicit
statute, or by any act which necessarily infers such
an appointment, there is an end to all our difficul-
tics ‘and disquisitions. ¢ Thus saith Jehovah,”
discharges, at once, every human inquiry. But
seeing that, in every public constitution, he always
identified parents with their children; and that in
every other department of his government this prine
ciple is conspicuous at the present hour, an argu-
ment of the most imperious sort thence arises in-fa-
vour of.our children’s birthright as members of his,
church. For as his constitutions of nature and of
grace agree with the most wonderful harmony ; and
as this agreement is the foundation of all those refer-
ences to the former, by which the scriptures explain
and illustrate the latter, it is ¢ passing strange,”
that he should introduce, into the heart of his church,
a law which is at complete variance with the whole
system of his creation and providence! that he
should go out ‘of his way to make an exception,
not for, but egainst, his own people: refusing to
them, as members of his church, the benefit of an
ordinance which in other socicties erected by his
authority, he freely allows to mankind at large ;
and refusing it at the expense of resuming, without
an equivalent, the grant which he formerly convey:
ed to them!

The case is still stronger when we reflect that the
children of believing parents participate in all the.
disasters of the external church. If she be cor-
rupted, the corruption infects them ; if she be per-
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secuted, the persecution smites them; if her mer-
cies be sinned away, the punishment of the sin
Kghts on them. Could they suffer more upon
the supposition of their being really members ?
It seemp, then, that they are to share in all her
aflictions, without sharing in her privileges : that
when evil overtakes her, they are to be treated as
citizens; but when her immaunities are dispensed,
88 aliens, So that the Lord our God suspends a
leading principle of his physical and moral order,
for the sake of barring the sced of his people from
privilege; and permits it to take its full course
fer the infliction of calamity ! This is more than
meredible !

3. If the children of believing parents are not
members of the church, before making a profession
of their own faith, it follows, that from the day of
their birth to the day of their conversion, they stand
in mo nearer relation to her than Pagans or Jews.
A right to instruct, to warn, to entreat them, she
certainly has ; and she has the same right with re-
gard to the Jew or the Pagan; but no authority
over any of them. Her jurisdiction being necessa-
rily confined to her own subjects; having no power
to ¢ judge them that are without;” and the chil-
dren of her members being ¢¢ without,”” she can
take no cognizance of them which she might not
take of infant or adult heathen who are within her
reach. As it is their own act upon which they are
admitted into her number, so it is that same act by
which she acquires any right of directing them.
Their parents she can enjoin to * bring them up
in the nurture and admonition of the Lord,” be-
cause God has rendered it a branch of parental duty ;
and she ought to enforce the observance of his law
by all those spiritual means which he has confided
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to her zeal. But if parents be umapablcofﬁdﬁlL
ing their .obligations; if they .should happen

be separated from their families; to fail thr
negligence, or be cut off by death: or if the chil-
dren prove refractory to parental admonition; ia -
none of these cases can the church of God inter.
pose any further than to perform an act of voluntary
benevolence. Authority is out of the question,
For what authority can she have over those who
never sought her fellowship; to whom she has des
nied bher privileges; and whom she disowns ag
members? The same principle upon which she
attempts to control the children of her members,
would justify her in attempting to legislate for
others who are without her pale, extending her dis-
cipline to Jews, Turks, Pagans ; nay, to the whole
world lying in wickedness. Ifshe may not do this,
the reason, and the only reason, js that they are not
her members; which reason is equally valid in the
case of children who are not her members. The
alternative is plain; either the church of God must
give up her care over youth who have not made
aprofcsslon of their faith; or in order to exercise
it must commit an act of usurpation,

But how can a Christian be reconciled to elther
part of the alternative ? How can he persuade himself .
that children born of the people of God, consecrat-
ed to his fear, and declared by his inspired apostie
to be ¢ holy,”” are no more members of his church,
than the savage who wanders upon the banks of the
Missouri? How can he persuade himself, that
among the solemn trusts of the Christian church,
that mest important one of superintending the
youth, has been omitted ? That she has received
no charge, possesses no power, and is under no re-
sponsibility, on this subject, further than to stimu-
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laté¢ the individual efforts of parents, masters, or
teachers ? If she has received any ather command-
ment; if, in her socia/ character, she is bound to
provide for ¢ training up a child in the way in
which he should go,” then the children to be so
trained, must be treated as her members; and are
members in fact, for God never vested her with au-
thority over any who are not.

To set this point in another light. God, in the
ordinary course of his providence, does actually

ther his ¢ true worshippers ”’ from the families of
his people; and, for the most part, in the days of
their youth. He does it most conspicuously in
those churches which subject them, when young, to
the most exemplary inspection. He has, on the
other hand, frowned upon churches as they became
remiss in this particular; his good Spirit has de-
parted from them ; and there are not a few which,

at this hour, may trace their declension and the ra-
pid approach of their desolation, to the neglect of
their youth. But to deny that children are members
of the church, is to deny both her duty and her right
to exercise any public authority over them; and
to deny 1t in opposition both to the blessing and the
curse of God ; is to smite the Redeemer’s kingdom
in the heart of one of its most precious interests,
the youth; and to do it much deeper and more ef-
fectual injury, than it is likely to suffer from the as-
saults of open enemies.

These consequences appear to us inevitable. Far
from us be the thought of imputing them to those
who reject-the church-membership of infants ; or
of asserting that they do in fact occur as regularly
as we might expect. For, on the one hand, God does
not permit Errour to mature all the deadly fruits
which she is capable of bearing : and, on the other,
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the nature of human society is not to be subverted
by theory. Let men profess what they please ; let
them renounce, and if they think fit, ridicule, our
doctrine ; it is nevertheless true, that they cannot
get along in the religious any more than in the civil
community, without more or less considering chil-
dren as members. And it is their acting upon the
very principle which they represent as unscriptural
and absurd, that saves their churches from speedy
destruction.

4. From the date of the covenant with Abraham,
to the cessation of the Mosaic law, infants were un-
doubtedly members of God’s church. The scal of
his covenant was in their flesh; and it was deem-
ed by every Hebrew a prerogative of inestimable
worth. ¢ Uncircumcised,”” was the most bitter
and disdainful reproach which his mouth could ut-
ter. He would sooner lay his sons in the grave,
than permit them to go without the token of their
being Abraham’s seed. On these facts we found
three inquiries. The first relating to the privilege
which God conferred upon his people ; the second
to the effect which the recalling of it produced on
them ; and the third to theu‘ state of feeling under
the loss.

First. < The sign of circumcision, a seal of the
righteousness of faith,’” applied, by divine direction,
to infant-members of the church, was a high privi-
lege.

gThls cannot, with even a show of reason, be dis-
puted. That God should subject them to a pain.
ful rite which was of no use—that the indelible
certification of his being their God as he had been
the God of their fathers, should be coupled with no
benefit—that he should draw them into covenant.
relations which were good for nothing, no man is

Vor. II.—No. L E

Google



34 THE CHRISTIAN's MAGAZINE.

sottish enough to pretend. Their condition, there-
fore, as members of his church, and the sacrament-
al sign of it, was a real and an important privilege.

What has become of it ?

If infants are no longer members of his church, it
is takén away, and what has replaced it ? Nothing.
Nothing! then God has put the children of his peo-
ple under the new dispensation, further from him
than they were under the old. He has inverted his
method of providence toward his church, which
has uniformly been to bless her with progressive
light and favour. The communication of his
grace and truth always increasing, never diminish-
ing. Each succeeding dispensation comprehend-
ing the whole mass of benefits which belonged to
the preceding, and adding others of its own. But
in this solitary instance the course of his covenant
is changed! And whereas he had formerly separat-
ed his people from the heathen that knew him not ;
had drawn around them a line of covenant-good-
ness; had put their little ones within the holy circle;
and had instructed them to cherish the distinction
as, in his sight, of great price—yet now, when he is
to enlarge their inheritance, and enrich.their joys; to
fulfil the promise of those good things which « eye
had not seen, nor ear heard, neither had entered in-
to the heart of man,” he begins with telling them
that though he will still be their God, he will no
longer be the God of their seed ; that he has cast
their babes out of his church, over the line of his
covenant, in among the ¢ dogs.” And all this, after
he had sworn that he would ¢ not break his cove-
nant, nor alter the thing that had gone out of his
mouth :”’ and having done it, commissions his apos-
tle to declare, that «¢ his gifts and his calling are
without repentance;” i. e. that a grant which he
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has once made to his church, he never annuls!
Believe it who can*. '

Let us, however, allow that we have misconstru-
ed the divine covenant ; and that infants born after
the settlement of the new economy, had no such
claim as had the infant posterity of Abraham. How
did the new arrangement affect the children of those
who were the first members of the Christian
church 2 For example, those who were added to
her on the day of Pentecost ? This is our

Second Inquiry.

The rule of God’s proceeding against those who
should rejéct the Messiah, was laid down by Mo-
ses ; and 1s thus quoted and explained by the apostle
Peter: ‘¢ Moses truly said unto the Fathers, a pro-
phet shall the Lord yeur God raise up unto you, of
your brethren, like unto me ; him shall ye heat in
all thingy whatseever he shall say unto you. And it
shall come to pass, that EVERY SOUL WHICH WILL
NOT HEAR THAT PROPHET, SHALL BE DESTROY-
ED FROM AMONGC THE PEOPLE. Act. iii. 22, 23.

* Rom. xi. 29.¢That the unchangeableness of God’s gifts and
aalling refers to his church, we conclude from the whole scope
of the apostle’s reasoning in the context; part of which proves
the recovery of Israel to the mercies of their fathers; and
proves it from the consideration, that it is God’s gracious design
to reinstate them in their privileges; that this design is to be
accomplished in virtue of the ¢ gifts and calling” to their fathers
Abraham, Isaac, angl Jacob. And as they cannot be reinstated
but by embracing Christianity, these unchangeable ¢ gifts and
calling,” must be continued in the New Testament church. In-
fant-membership was, incontrovertibly, one of the gifts: there-
fore, if the children of his people are not members of his church,
God 4as broken his covenant: '
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The sin of which the Jews were warned by their
great law-giver, was their not obeying the voice of
his greater successour ; that is, the sin of rejecting
the Messiah. The punishment denounced against

~ this sin, was ¢ destruction from among the PEOPLE.”
Who were the people ? And what was the destruc-
tion ?

(1.) Who were the people ?

-Not the nation of the Jews. For, having com-
mitted the crime, they themselves fell under the
penalty. Thecir nation was to be destroyed ; where-
as, according to the prediction of Moses, it was not
the people that were to perish ; but the disobedient

- who were to be destroyed from among the people ;
which implies the continuance of that people in the
divine protection. It is a people, therefore, which
wa$ to survive the rejection of the Jews, and be
placed in such circumstances of favour, as to render
-destruction from among them a great and terrible
judgment. | ' :

Not the people whom God ¢ hath chosen in
Christ before the foundation of the world, that they
should be holy.” For God never cast away his
people whom he foreknew*. They who committed
the crime before us, never belonged to this people,
.and so could not be destroyed from among them ;
and they whom God had thus chosen did not com-
mit the crime. ¢ As many as were ordained to eter-
nal life, BELIEVED.”

Who then are ¢ the people” from among whom
the sinners were to be destroyed ? 1f not the Jewish
people, if not the elected people of God, it can be
no other than that PEOPLE whom he owns as his,

% Rom. xi. 2. Acts xm 45.
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and who are called by the collective name of his
CHURCH¥*,

(2.) What was the *¢ destruction ?”

Not temporal death: for God never ordained
this punishment for the sin of unbelief on his son..

Not an exclusion from the communion of the
Jewish nation ; for unbelief in Christ was to them
a recommendation instead of a disparagement; and
to be severed from them entirely, was at least as
likely to prove a blessing as a curse.

In what, then, did the destruction consist 2 Un-
doubtedly, in having their name and place exter.
minated from among the people of God; in being
cast out of his church, and exposed to that perdi.
tion which shall be the fate of all whom he dis.-
owns. This must be the interpretation of the
threatening, because no other will comport with ei-
ther sense or fact.

Let us now see how this bears upon the pomt
before us.

* This passage furnishes an irrefragable proof of the unity
and perpetuity of the Visible Church. '

For, 1. These rebels were a fart of the pcople from among
whom they were to be destroyed : which people we have proved,
could be no other than the people or church of God.

2. The people or church from which they were to be destroy-
ed, was to remain a people, and the peculiar object of the divine
regard. This is true of no people but that which composes his
church. The Christian church is therefore the very same church
from which the Jews were cast out.

3. The term “ people” cannot designate the church other-
wise than as a great WHOLE. The more we “ search the
scriptures,” the more does a “ cloud of witnesses * thicken round
us to testify that « the Church of God is ONE.”
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The unbelieving Jews were cut off, for their un-
belief, from the church of God ; and, surely, it will
not be accounted the least part of the vengeance,
that their children shared their fate.

But the case of believing Jews was exactly the
reverse. If they who would not hear the divine
prophet were to be destroyed from among the peo-
ple; it certainly follows, that they who would and
did hear him, should not be destroyed ; but should
retain their place and privileges. And if, in the
execution of the curse upon the disobedient, their
children also were cut off; then, God’s own act
establishing the principle of judgment, the children
of those who were not disobedient, participated in
their blessing; 1. e. instead of being destroyed from
among the people, were numbered with them ; or,
which is the same, were, by his own authority,
reckoncd members of his church.

These infants, then, being in the church of God -
already, the question is, by what authority were
they cast out ? It would be an .unheard of thing if
the faith of their parents in the ¢ consolation of Is-
rael,” should expel them. A singular way, indeed,
of converting a Jew, to tell him that the very fact of
his being a believer in Christ would excommuni-
cate his children! The issue is short. Either the
children of believing Jews were members of the
church under her Christian form, or not. If not,
then, in so far as their children were concerned,
God inflicted upon the faith of parents, that very
curse which he had threatened upon their unbel. ef.
If otherwise, then at the very beginning of the new
dispensation, infants were members of his church.
We give our opponents their option.

We have yet to answer a

Third Inquiry, concerning the excision of infants
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from the New Testament church: or, if you prefer
it, their non-admission to her privileges.

How must such a measure have operated upon
the feelings of a believing Jew ?

Tenacious, in a high degree, of their peculiari-
ties—regarding their relation to Abraham as
momentous to their individual happiness; and as
the most prominent feature of their national glory
—knowing, too, that their children were comprised
with themselves in the covenant of God, it 1s not
possible that the Hebrews could have submitted,
without reluctance, to a constitution which was to
strip them of their favourite privilege ;7 to dissever
their tenderest ties; to blot the names of their
little ones out of the register of God’s people; and
treat them afterwards, from generation to gene-
ration, as the little ones of the heathen man and
the publican! On every other prerogative, real
or imaginary, their suspicion was awake, their
zeal inflammable, their passions intractable. But
toward this, their grand prerogative, they evinced
a tameness which required them to forget, at
once, that they were men and that they were Jews,
Search the records of the New Testament from
one end to the other, and you will not find the
trace of a remonstrance, an objection, or a difficul-
ty on.this subject, from thé¢ mouth of either a be-
lieving or an unbelieving Israelite! The former
never parted with a tittle of even the Mosaic law,
till the will of God was so clearly demonstrated as
to remove every doubt: the laiter lay constantly
in wait for matter of accusation against the Chris-
tians. Nothing could have prompted him to loud-
er clamour, to fierter resistance, or to heavier
charges, than an attempt to overturn a fundamental
principle of the covenant with Abraham : nothing
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could have more startled and distressed the meek
and modest disciple. Yet that attempt is made;
that fundamental principle of the covenant with
Abraham, is overturned; and not a friend com-
plains, nor a foe resents‘ What miracle of en-
chantment has so instantaneously relieved the con-
science of the one, and calmeéd the wrath.of the
other? Where is that wayward vanity, that cap-
tious criticisn., that combustible temperament, that
insidious, implacable, restless enmity, which by
night and by day, in country and in town, haunted
the steps of the apostles, and treasured up actions,
words, looks, for the hour of convenient vengeance ?
All gope ; dissipated in a moment! The proud
and persecuting Pharisee rages at the name of Je-
sus Christ; fights for his traditions and his phy-
lacteries ; and utters not a syllable of dissent from
a stcp which completely annihilates the covenant
with Abraham ! that very covenant from which he
professes to' derive his whole importance!! We
can believe a great deal, but not quite so much as
this.

Should it be alleged, that the Jews did proba-
bly oppose the exclusion of their infants from the
New Testament church, although the sacred wri-
ters have omitted to mention it: we reply,

That although many things have happened which
were never recorded; and, therefore, that the mere
silence of an historian, 1s not, in 1tself, conclusive
against their existence; yet no man may assume,
as proof, the existence of a fact which is unsupport-

- ed by either history or tradition. On this ground,
the plea which we have stopped to notice is perfect-
ly nugatory.

In the present case, however, the probabilities
lock all the other way. We mean, that if the Jews
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had made the opposition, which, on the supposition
we are combatting, it is inconceivable they should
not have made, it would have been so interwoven
with the origin, constitution, progress, and transac-
tions of the primitive church, as to have rendered
an omission of it almost impossible.

The question about circumcision and the obliga-
tion on the Gentile converts to keep the law of Mo-
ses, shook the churches to their centre; and was
not put at rest but by a formal decision of the apos-
tles and elders. Now as circumcision was the scal
of the Abrahamic covenant, which explicitly con-
stituted infants members of the church, 1s it to be
imagined that so hot a controversy should have
been kindled about the ensealing rite, and none at
all about the privilege sealed? or that a record
should have been carefully preserved of the dis.-
putes and decision concerning the sign ; and no re-
cord at all kept of the discussions concerning the
thing signified, which imparted to the former all
their interest and value ?

It is, therefore, utterly incredible that the resistance
of Jews to the Christian arrangement for shutting
out their children from the church of God, shouid

“have passed unnoticed. But no notice of any such
resistance is in the New Testament.  The conclu-
sion is, that no such resistance was ever offered :
and the conclusion from this again is, that no cause
for it existed ; that is, that the infants of professing
parents were considered as holding, uhder the new
economy, the same place and relation which they
held under the old.

Our conclusion acquires much force from the
natare of the controversy respecting circumcision.
The Judaizing teachers made the observance of this
rite, a term, not only of communion, but of salva.

VOLO II.—NOD Ia F
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tion. Except ye be circumcised, said they, and keep
the law of Moses, ye cannot be saved. Had their
doctrine prevailed, circumcision in the Christian
church must have been regulated by the Mosaic
law. But this law prescribed the circumcision of
infants. Now, under what pretext could they
urge a compliance with this ordinance, according
to the law of Moses, upon the Gentile converts, un-
less it were an undisputed point that the children of
these converts were members of the Christian
church? An exception was at hand. ¢ Whatever
 may be the duty of adults, there is no reason to
¢« circumcise infants ; because, by the new order
“ of things, they do not belong to the Christian
¢ community, and have no concern with its sealing
* ordinances.” Yet no such exception was ever
taken.

This one fact, under all its circumstances and
connexions*, is equivalent to a doctrinal declaration
of the apostles and elders at Jerusalem, that the
change of dispensation has not affected the rights of
infants born of believing parents ; and that they are
under the Christian, as really as they were under
the Mosaic, economy, members of the church of
God; and as fully entitled .to its initiating ordi-

" hance.
5. The language of God’s word, respecting
children, is in perfe¢t accordance with the princi-
le of their being members of his church; but is
irreconcileable with the contrary supposition.

Enumerating some of the benefits of the new
economy, he says, by the prophet Isaiah, that his
people ¢ shall not labour in vain, nor bring forth for
¢ trouble ; for they are the seed of the blessed of
« the Lord, and their offspring with themt.” The

# Compare Aciz xxi. 21, + In. Ixv. 25.
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Redeemer, in thie ‘days of his flesh, was much dis-
pleased with an attempt of his disciples to keep
back infants from approaching him, and said,
¢ Suffer the little children to come unto me, and
“ forbid them' not, for. of such is the kingdom of
“ God*.” An expression which, we well know,
signifies the New Testament church., ¢ The pro-
mise,” said Peter, after the descent of the Holy
Spirit at Pentecost, * The promise is to you, and:
‘¢ tQ-your childrent.”’” ,

These, and similar expressions, with which the’
word of God abounds, correspond much better to.
that system which associates children with their pa-
rents in his church, than with that which ré¢jects them
as no part of it. And we must have very strong
reasons to justify our embracing a system which re-
quires a language contrary to the genius of the lan::
guage which the Holy Spirit himself has selected.:

6. Unless we greatly mistake, the apostle Paul
has twice decided the 'question before us in'the
most unequivocal manner; and decided it in our
favour. S

One of his decisions is in the followmg words :
“ The unbelieving husband is sanctified- by the
“ wife ; and the unbelieving wife is sanctified by
¢ the husband ; else were your children uNncLEAN,
“ but now are they noryi.”

In what sense does a believing, sanctify an unbe.
heving, parent, so that their children are holy ?
Wherein does this holiness consist? Some have
been so galled by this assertion of the apostlc, that
they have tried to fritter it downinto a grave de-
claration of the legitimacy of children born of pa.
rents thus situated. As if faith in Clirist were ne-

Mark x. 14, + JAcis il 39. t 1 Cor. vii. 14,
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cessary to the validity of espousals! As if all the
marriages of the heathen were mere concubinage ;
and all their children the fruit of illicit amours !

The apostle certainly does not mean that one pa-
rent communicates to another, or that either of
them communicates to their children, that internal
conformity to the divine purity, which is commonly
called ¢ holiness ” or sanctification. This is con-
trary to reason, to scripture, and to daily experi-
ence. . Yet he says that a believing parent renders
holy the unbelieving one; and that, in conse-
quence, their children are holy. What does he
mean ? |

¢« Holy,” asa term of established use and signifi--
cation, was well understood by the Corinthian
Christians. It expresses the state of a person or
thing specially separated to the service of God; and:
in which, by reason of that separation, he acquires
a peculiar property. For this interpretation .- we
have his own authority—when prohibiting various
pollutions, he thus addresses the people of Israel ;
Ye shall be norLy unto me: for I the Lord am
holy ; and HAVE SEVERED you.from other people,
that ye should be minE. Lev. xx.26. This ¢ se-
vering” was effected by his covenant with them:.
They were ¢ holy,”” because they belonged to his
church, which he had erected to put his name and
his glory there.

¢ Unclean,” as contrasted with ¢¢ holy,” expresses
the state of a person not separated to the service of
God: in whom he has no peculiar interest, and who
is, therefore, ¢ common;” i. e. unappropriated to
God. All who are conversant with the scriptural
phraseology know this representation to be true.

What, then, does the apostle say ? He says that
if the unbelieving, were not sanctified by the be-
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lieving, parent, their children would be ¢ unclean;”
would be ¢ common;’’ would havc no peculiar rela-
tion to God, nor any place in his church. But
since the behevmg, does sanctify the unbelieving,
parent, their children are the reverse of ¢ un-
clean :”’ they are ¢ holy;” they are born under pe-
culiar relations to God; they are appropriated to
him ; they are members of his church ; and as such
they undoubtedly have a right to the token of theu'
membership—to baptism.

Considering the nature of the scriptural style ;
and that ¢ holy,” and ¢ unclean,” or * common,”
are the precise terms for such as were, and as
were not, respectively, within the external covenant
of God, we are unable to conceive how the apostle
could more formally and unequivocally have de-
clared the church-membership of infants born of a
believing parent.  The first of these terms was, in
his mouth, exactly what ¢ a member of thie church”?
s in ours; and could not be otherwise understood
by the primitive Christians.

The only plausible difficulty which lies against
our view, is, that ¢ According to the same reason-
ing, an unbeliever, continuing in unbelicf, becomes a
member of the church in consequence of mamagc ,
with a believer. For the apostle does not-more
sitively affirm that the children are ¢ holy,” than
he affirms that the unbelieving husband is sanctifi-
ed by the wife, and the unbelieving wife sanctified,
or ¢ made holy,” by the husband. Therefore, if
the holiness imparted by a parent to his children,
makes them members of the church, the holiness
imparted by one parent to the other, makes him or
her, a member of the church. This will not be
maintained. For it would be absurd to imagine,
that an infidel adult, living in open hosuhty to the
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church of God, should be reckoned among' its
members mcrely in virtue of union to a believ-
ing husband or wife. Well then, if the ¢ sanctifi-
cation,” which an unbelieving wife derives from
her believing husband, does not make Aer a member
of the church, the « holiness ** which children de-
rive from a believing parent, cannot make them
members of the church.”

The objection is shrewd : but, like many other
shrewd things, more calculated to embarrass an in-
quirer, than to assist him. Our answer is short.

First, It makes the apostle talk nonsense. The
amount of it when stripped of its speciousness and
tried by the standard of common sense, being neither
more nor less than this, that all his discourse about
the sanctification of husband and wife, and the ho-
liness of their children, means—just nothing at all.
‘For if it be not an internal holiness, which we do
not afirm ; nor an external relative holiness, which
the objection denies ; then a person is said by the
apostle to be holy, whose holiness is neither within
him nor without him ; neither in soul, nor spirit,
nor body, nor state, nor condition, nor any thing
else: which, in our apprehension, is as genuirk
nonsense as can well be uitered. If those who dif-
fer from us feel themselves wronged, we beg them
to show in what the holiness mentioned by the apostle
consists.

Secondly. The objection takes for granted, that
the sanctification of the husband by his wife, or of
the wife by her husband, is precisely of the same
extent, and produces on its subject the same effect,
as the holiness which children inherit from a believ-
ing parent. 'This is certainly erroneous.

(1.) The covenant of God never founded the
privilege of membership in his church upon the
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mere. fact of intermarriage with his people : bat it
did expressly found that privilege upon the fact of
being born of them.

(2.) By a positive precept, adults were not to be
admitted into the church without a profession of
their faith, This is a special statute, limiting, in
the case of adults, the general doctrine of mem-
bership. Consequently, the doctrine of Paul must
be explained by the restriction of that statute.
<« Sanctify”’ her unbelieving husband the believin
wife does; and so does the believing husband his
unbelieving wife; i. e. to a certain length; but
not so far as to render the partner thus sanctified, a
member of the church—The former cannot be
doubted, for the apostle peremptorily asserts it—
The latter cannot be admitted; for it would contra-
vene the statute already quoted. The membership
of infants does not contravene it. And, therefore;
although the holiness which the apostle ascribes to
infants involves zheir membership; it does not
follow that the sanctifying influence over an unbe-
lieving husband or wife, which he ascribes to the
believing wife or husband, involves the church-
membership of the party thus sanctified.

(3.) The very words of the text lead to the same
conclusion. They teach us, in the plainest man-
ner, that this sanctification regards the unbelieving
parent not Jor his own sake, but as a medium affect-

ing the transmission of covenant-privilege to thc
ehuldren of a believer.

A simple, and we think, satisfactory account of
the matter, 1s this:

Among the early conversions to Christianity, it
often happened, that the gospel was believed by a
woman, and rejected by her husband ; or believed
by a man, and rejected by his wife. One of the
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invariable effects of Christianity being a tender con-
cern in parents for the welfare of their offspring ; a
question was naturally suggested by such a dispa-
rity of religious condition, as to the light in which
the children were to be viewed. Considering the
one parent, they were to be accounted ‘¢ holy ;”
but considering the other, they were to be accqunt-
ed ¢ unclean.”” Did the character of the former
place them within the church of God ; or the cha-
racter of the latter without it? or did they belong
partly to the church and partly to the world, but
wholly to neither? The difficulty was a real one;
and calculated to excite much distress in the minds
of parents who, like the primitive Christians, did not
treat the relation of their little ones t6 the church
of God, as a slight and uninteresting affair. :
~ Paul obviates it by telling his Corinthian friends,
that in this case where the argument for the chil-
dren appears to be perfectly balanced by the argu-
ment against them, God has graciously inclined the
scale in favour of his people : so that for the pur-
pose of conveying to their igfants the privilege of be-
ing within his covenant and church, the unbelicving
husband is sanctified by the wife, and the unbeliev-
ing wife by the husband. If it were not so, it
must be the reverse; because it is impossible that a
child should be born in two contrary moral states :
then, the believing husband being rendered ¢ un-
clean >’ by his wife; and the believing wife ¢ un.
clean’ by her husband, their children would also
be ¢ unclean;” i.e. would be born, not in a state
of separation o God; but in a state of separation
Jfrom him4 like those who are without the bond of
his covenant, and, not being appropriated to him,
are * common’’ or ¢ unclean.” But now, saith
the apostle, God- has determined that the parental
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influene¢ shall go the other way, That instead of
the interest which g child has in his ¢ovenant, by
virtue of the faith of one parent, being made vojd
by the infidelity of the other ; the very fact of being
married to a believer, shall so far cantrol the effect
of unbelief—shall sp far consecrate the infidel party,
as that the children of such a margiage shall be ac-
counted of the covenanted seed; shall be wem-
bers of the church—MNow, saith Paul, tkey are
HOLY.

The passage which we have explained, establish
es the church-membership of infants in anather
form. For it assumes the principle that when both
parents are reputed believers, their children belong
to the church of God as @ matter of courss. The
whale difficulty proposed by the Corinthians tg
Paul grows out of this principle. Had he taught,
or they understoad, that ne children, be their pa-
rents believers or unbelievers, are to be accounted
members of the church, the difficulty could not
have existed. For if the faith of bath parents could
not confer upon a child the privilege of member-
ship, the faith of only one of them certainly could
not. The point was decided. It would have been
mere impertinence to teaze the apostle with queries
which carried their awn answer along with them.
But on the supposition that when both parents werg
members, their children, also, were members; the
difbculty is very natural and serious. ¢ [ see,”
would a Corinthian convert exclaim, * I see the
“ children of my Christian neighbours, owned
* as members of the church of God; and I seg
¢ the children of others, who are unbchcvers, re-
“ rejected with themselves. I believe in Christ
‘“ myself; but my husband, ‘my wife, believes not.

Vor. II.—No. I. G-
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“ What is to become of my children? Are they
“ to be admitted with myself? or are they to be
¢ cast off with my partner ?”’

‘ Let not your heart be troubled,” replies the
apostle: ¢ God reckons them to the believing, not to
“ the unbelieving, parent. It is enough that they
‘ are yours. '~ The infidelity of your partner shall
¢ pever frustrate- their interest in the covenant of
“ your God. They are ¢ holy " because you are
{3 SO.”

This decision put the subject at rest. And it lets
us know that one of the reasons, if not the chief
‘reason of the doubt, whether a married person
should continue, after conversion, in the conjugal
society of an infidel partner, arose from a fear lest
such continuance should exclude the children from
the church of God. Otherwise it is hard to com-
prehend why the apostle should dissuade them from
separating, by such an argument as he has employ-
ed in the text. And it is utterly inconceivable how
such a doubt could have entered their minds, had
not the membership of infants, born of believing pa-
rents, been undisputed, and esteemed a high privi-
lege ; so high a privilege, as that the apprehension of
losing it made conscientious parents at a stand whe-
ther they ought not rather to break the ties of wed-
lock, by withdrawing from an unbelieving husband
or wife. Thus, the origin of this difficulty on the one
hand, and the solution of it, on the other, concur in
establishing our doctrine, that, by the appointment
of God himself, the infants of believing parents are
BORN members of his church.

We shall close this number, already too long,
though but an outline, with another decision on the
same gencral question, from the pen of the same

apostle.
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Treating of the future restoration of the Jews,
he says, They also, if they bide not still in unb lief,
shall be crAFFED in; for Godis able to graff them
in AcaIN. For if thou wert cut out of the oftve
tree which is wild by nature ; and wert graffed, con-
trary to nature, into @ good oltve tree; how much
more shal these, which be. the natural! branches,
be graffed into their owN oL1vE TREE. Rom. xi.
23, 24.

That the olive tree signifies, and car signify no-
thing else than the visible church with the privileges
dispensed in it, we abundantly proved in our second
number*. The Jews never did belong, nationally,
to any but the external church; and from no other
could they be cut off. But, saith Paul, these Jews,
4¢ the natural branches,”’ have been ¢¢ broken off,”
and thou the Gentile, ¢ graffed in.”’ Graffed into
what ? The same tree from which the others were
cut away. Then, not only is there a visible church ;
but it is the very same from which the Jews have
been excommunicated. Or else the apostle has
asserted a falsehood. For if the New Testament
church be not the same, in substance, with the
church to which the Jews belonged, it is not true
that the Gentiles have been *¢ graffed into the olive
tree,” from which the Jews have been broken off’;
but a new tree has been planted: a flat and for-
mal contradiction to the word of God! which says,
that the old tree stands, and that other branches
are graffed in. Well, thcn, the Gentiles occupy in
the church the place which the Jews did before their
expulsion. The new branch with its buds is trans.
. ferred to the good olive tree, and grows in its fat-
ness. Whatever privileges, therefore, the Jews

* had formerly, as members of the church of God, all
* Chiistian’s Magazme, Vol. 1. p. 151—158.
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thesc, at least, their Gentile successours eénjoy. But
the membership of their infants was ‘one of these
privileges ; a principal -one. Therefore, the chil-
dren of Gentile believers are members of the Chris-
tiah church.

Thrn, now, the argument. The Jews are tobe

restored. These, the ¢ natural branches,” shall be
¢ graffed in again”-—shall be ¢ graffed into their
own olive tree.”” AGAIN! Into their OWN olive'
trec! Then their own tree is preserved. But
'mark, the 'Gentile branches are not to be cut off.
So then, the Jews and Gentiles will belong to ore
church ; will be branches of the same olive tree.
But they are to be graffed into their own tree, says
Paul. The consequence returns irresistibly upon us.
The church of God under both-dispensations s onv
‘and the same. Or else the apostle has told another
falsehood. For if it be not the sime, as the Jews
are to come into the -Christian church, they will not
be graffed into their own olive ‘tree, ‘but inteo :an-
other. .
But the Jews, before their excision, were, with .
their children, members -of ‘the church. If, then,
they be reinstated ; or as the apostle expresses it,
-graffed in again, their children also must be mem-
‘bers of the church, or else God will break his pro-
‘mise, and the Holy Spirit of truth, deceive their
‘hope. The restored Jews, however, can derive
“their privileges only through the medium of the
"New Testament church. The membership of their
‘infants is one of the privileges to be so derived;
“thercfore, the infants of believing parents are mem-
-bers of the New Testament church—Which was to
‘be demonstrated.
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The ensuing « brief appendix,” is sub’oined to a
discourse just published ¢ on the nature, the pro-
per subjects, and the benefits of baptism, by the
Rev. Samuel Stanhope Smith, D. D. President
of the college of New-Jersey.”” As it presents,
in a-concise, dispassionate, and popular manger,
the general argument relative to the mode of bap-
tism, we add 1t, as a suitable ¢ appendix " to the
preceding disquisition.

-
- R . ]

A BRIEF APPENDIX,
On ‘the mode of administering Baptism.

et

IF the mode of administering baptism had been
csecntial to the validity of the ordinance, we should
bave justly expected to see it prescribed with as
such particularity as any of the levitical ceremonies.

On the other hand, there is no definite prescriptioa
on this subject, fdrthcr than, that water is to be
apphied as a symbol ef that regeneration and puri-
fication of our nature, which all men need, and
'which a sincere faith in the gospel is intended and
fitted to produse. Any application, therefore, of this
xleansing element, which is a natyral emblem of
spiritual purity, especially if it be justified by the
‘usage of the church and the impert of the terms em-
ployed by the sacred writers, is its proper and legi-
timate form. In the warmer climates, where daily
bathing is the customary mode of cleansing the per-
son, immersion may be used with the highest pro-
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priety : in other regions, where it is commonly ef-
fected by washing only a particular part of the body,
a partial application of water may be made with
equal reason. An action of our blessed Saviour, re-
corded in the thirteenth chapter of the gospel of
John, is full of instruction on this subject. It was
usual with the Jews before eating, to wash their
feet ; a practice which had become necessary, both
from the fashion of their dress, and their manner of
reclining on couches at their meals. Christ, in or-
der to give his disciples a lesson, at once of humili-
ty and of puiity, condescended himself to wash their
fect.  When Peter understood the meaning of this
rite, that it was a symbol of his purlﬁcatlon, and ac-
- ceptance with his Lord, he exclaimed, in the fervour
of his zeal, Lord! not my feet only, but also my
hands and my head. But, as what the Saviour was
doing was only a symbolical action, cleansing that
part of the body which it was customary to wash at
that time, was sufficient to answer the intention;
therefore he replies to Peter, Ae that is washed need-
eth not save to wash his feet, but is clean cvery whit.
Having made these preliminary remarks, I ob-
serve, that the term baptism in the sacred writings
is applied, indiffcrently, to signify either partial or
entire washings ; cither sprinkling or immersion.
It is unnecessary to recite all the passages in which
this i1s demonstrated. To one or two only I shall
refer.  When Jesus went to eat with a cegtain pha-
risce, the pharisee wondered that he had not first
washed* ; referring to the Jewish custom of wash-
ing their hands before meat. But in the original it
is, ¢“ he wondered that he had not first baptised.”
““ Many other things there be,” says the evangelist
Mark 1, ¢ which they have received to hold, as the

* Luke xi. 38. t Mak vii. 4.
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washing, [in the original, the baptism,] of cups, of
pots, of brazen vessels, and of tables.” As the sa-
cred writer, probably, refers to the instruments of
the temple service, or to those domestic utensils
which were religiously purified according to the
same forms, the whole levitical ritual proves that
these purifications were effected by various sprink-
lings, or aspersions*. As the term baptism, and
all those derived from the samc root, are employed
to signify sprinkling and partial washing no less
than immersion, so it is well known that the primi-
tive church used indifferently, and according to pre-
sent convenience, the one or the other of these forms
in administering the baptismal rite, particularly in
the case of clinici, and those of great delicacy of
constitution, or of health. And, in forming our
judgment of the validity of the mode by aspersion,
it deserves to be particularly remarked, that sprink-
ling is, throughout the sacred writings, used as one
of the most common and significant emblems of pu-
rity, of cleansing, of repentance, of every thing that
is implied in the waters of baptism.. Not to speak
of the innumerable aspersions used for this purpose
under the Levitical law, the blood of the atonement
is expressly called the blood of sprinklingt. Isaiah,
in announcing the office and the grace of the future
Messiah declares, ke shall sprinkle many nationst.
The prophet Ezekiel in proclaiming the sanctifying
influence of the gospel, does it by this figure : Then
will I sprinkle clean water upon you, and you shall
be cleany. And, when the apostle would express,
in the strongest terms, that purity of mind which,
in our approaches to God, we ought to bring with

* Sece Levit. xiv, ch. Num. viii. and xix. ch. Heb. ix. 19, 21.
+ Heb. xii. 24 + Is, i 15. § Fz xxxvi. 2§
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us to the throne of grace, he says; Le¢ us comio te
him, having our hearts sprinkled from an evil con-
science®.

But I forbear to multiply proofs. These are suf-:
ficicnt to demonstrate that either mode, by immer-
sion, or by sprinkling, will answer the whale in-
tention of the ‘ordinance as an emblem of that puri-
ty of iife which becomes a discipl¢ ot the Lorgd Je-
sus Christ.

The evidence on which the exclusive advocates
for immersion, as essential to the rxghtful adminis-
tration of this ordinance, theﬂy rely, is an expres-
sion uscd by the ‘postle in his epistle to the Ro-
mans, and in that to the Colossianst, buried weth him

baptism. W hether this allusion be made or nat,
tg the practice of immersion borrowed from the cus-
tom of bathing in that warm climate, it establishes
no exclusive and indispensable mode of baptism. It
is an expression highly figurative; and no argu-
ment can be safely rested on a figure of speech. It -
affords, at best, but a collateral and indirect support
to other arguments, by its supposed reference to an
existing custom. But admitting that reference to
be real, in the present case ; and the inference esta-
blishing the existence of the custom to be ever so
justly drawn, still it could not impose immersion on
the church as the indispensable and exclusive form
of baptism. For, if the custom were to form a rule
which could not be departed from, that custom
should be entirely and completely followed. Buyt]
presume baptism with the person-entirely naked,
which was the practice wherc plunging was used,
in those warm countries, in imitation of bathing,
would not now be pleaded for by any sect. The
habits, modes, and customary ideas of that age took

* Heb. x.29. " 4 Rom. vw.4. Col.ii 12.
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away that sense of impropriety which would very
justly shock the modesty of modern sentiments.
Even on the ground, then, of this figure containing
a reference to an existing custom, that custom
would not infallibly bind every age and climate.

But let us carry on this argument from figure in-
to the following verses, and see how it will operate:
For, saith the apostle, if'we have-been planted in the
likeness of his death, we shall be also in the likeness

his resurrection: knowing this that our old man
is crucified with him*. Here are three figurative
terms, in three succeedmg verses, all referrmg to the
ordinance of baptnsm and its symbolic signification
of a death to sin; viz. ¢ buried with him into death ;”’
“ planted in the likeness of his death;”” “ our old man
crucified with him.”  According to this reasoning,
therefore, baptism should contain something in the
mode of its administration corresponding to all these
figures: and, if the first figure is supposed necessa-
rily to contain the justification of the mode of bap-
tizing by immersion ; the last 'will, on the same
round, contain the justification of the church of
Eome in the use of the sign of the cross  But, as
the friends of immersion do not admit the latter
consequence, those who conform to the practice of
baptizing by sprinkling, with equal reason, do not
esteem themselves bound by the former.

Upon the whole view of the subject, I conclude,
and I think from the fairest reasoning, that the mode
of administering baptism, whether by sprinkling or
immersion, is not essential to the validity of the or-
.dinance, which requires only that the emblem of its
cleansing and purjfying virtue be significantly pre-
served.

* Rom. vi. 5, 6
Vor. IIL.—-N . L H
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D
Considerations on Lots.

Ne. IV:

i—

“7E exposed, in our last number, that signat
abuse of the lot which employs it as a means of de-
terming the spiritual state and character of indivi-
duals. We proceed to point out another abuse far
more €xtensive in its operation, and most fatal in
\its effects ; we mean games of chance. Under this
general appellation we comprehend cards, dice, and
other games, of which the /ot is an essential part.

The universal and decisive objection to them in
every form and under all circumstances, is that
they are profane appeals to the divine throne, and a
wanton prostitution of a divine ordinance. For the
premises whiclt support this conclusion, we refer
the reader to our first two numbers¥.

We are aware that our position will not readily
obtain the concurrence of many who are far from
being friendly to gaming or gamblers. Both are
held in abhorrence by sober-minded men through-
out the whole world. But their opinions greatly
vary as to the nature of the games. |
" Some consider them, or at least certain forms of

* Christian’s Magazine, Vol. 1. p. 163—171. 285—293.
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them, as innocent and pleasant recreations, when
they are not subservient to the sordid passions; that
is, when the parties either do not play for money,
or for no more than is necessary to keep up the spi-
rit of the competition.

Others despise them as frivolous and ignoble
pastimes, without attaching to them the blame of
direct immorality, unless they become incentives to
crime, by becoming the sources of unlawful gain.

Many, beyond doubt, there are, whose indul-
gence in these spofts carries them to no such ex-
cess; who treat gaming and gamesters with me-
rited contempt ; and who, while they give a leisure
hour to the card table or the die, have not the
smallest suspicion that their amusement has an ir-
religious taint : ortends to weaken, in the slightest
degree, the sense and effect of those obligations by
which man is bound to God his maker. :

With these we remonstrate : with all who are
not strangers to compunctious feelinig, after they
have risen from a game of hazard; and with all,
who, although they have occasionally speculated
upon the question, have never been at the pains to
decide it satisfactorily to their own minds.

Gaming has always had an evil reputation in all
civilized countries, especially such as have been en-
lightened by the Christian revelation. It is both
curious and instructive to mark the gradations of
this sentiment.

‘Gamesters themselves, in whom the avaricious
lust has not quite overpowered both integrity and
shame, know and feel that their occupation is v1le'
for they study secrecy, not merely to clude the pe=="
nal statutes of the law ; but also to save appéaran-
ces among men better than themselves. Fame, low
as is her credit for veracity, has put less truth into
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her tattle, than is usual even with her, if there are
not in this very city of New-York, gentlemen, and
ladies too, who consume their midnights over the
fascinating chance, amid piles of money ; but who
could never meet, in broad day, the infamy which
confronts an avowed gambler.

This, it may be said, is referrible to that whole-
some discipline by which public opinion coerces
the impudence of vice. For the most part, it is so.
But public opinion is an effect; and like all other
effects, must have a cause. Set the gamblers aside,
and there remains a large body of sober, discreet,
members of the community, who never gamble:
who view gaming for money as altogther unjus-
tifiable ; as a system of rapacity and plunder; and
would, on no -account whatever, so far degrade
themselves in their own eyes as to pollute their
hands with the product of the gaming board.
Yet a game of chance, detached from such applica-
tions of it, they will not stigmatize as immoral.
How did they arrive at the distinction ? How will
they show, that a thing lawful for the purposes of
amusement, may not be lawful for the purposes of
emolument also? Why should thai be ill-gotten,
which is not gotten by ill means ? Why should an
hour or two spent at the card table, grat:s, be con-
sistent with virtue; and that same time spent in
the same employment be condemned as criminal,
the moment it profits one’s purse ? Making mo-
ney is not vicious: By the terms of the argument,
cards and dice are not vicious; and yet making
wmoney by cards or dice is accounted vicious by
such a strong and general coincidence of opinion,
as imposes law upon society. What is there, then,
to render the combination immoral ? It cannot be
mere excess of ardour in the pursuit of lucre. La-
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bour may be excessive; enterprise may be exces-
sive; economy may be excessive; yet economy,
enterprise, and labour, are not immoral methods of’
acquiring property. If the dreadful consequences
which, in all ages, have followed the spirit of gam-
ing be assigned as the reason; we ask, why these
dreadful consequences Aave followed ? In the go-
vernment of God evil consequences are the punish-
ment of evil deeds. The loss, dishonour, and
wretchedness, which sooner or later overtake the
wicked, are the natural penalties by which he
chastises sin, vindicates the goodness of his law,
and proclaims his detcrmination to enforce its au-
thority. The universe cannot produce an example
of a train of miseries associated, in every age, in
every country, in €very state of society, with any
action or set of actions, in which there is no abuse
of some divine institution. Thus, falschood, de-
bauchery, covetousness, dishonesty, revenge, and
a thousand other vices, will all be found, upon
close examination, to be abuses of God’s institu-
tions; and their deplorable effects to be the pu-
nishments which he has annexed to them respect-
ively.

Now as the fact is incontestible, that no curses
are more conspicuous or regular, than those which
come down upon the head of the gambler, the in-
ference is irrefragable, that gaming must be a most
provoking abuse of some divine institution. What
1sit? We answer, the lot. This solution alone
goes to the bottom of. the dificulty: This alone
explains the moral phenomena which invariably at-
tend the system of gaming. An ordinance which
God has appointed for the holy and reverend ac-
knowledgment of his superintendance over the af-
fairs of men, has been perverted to the ends, first of
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amusement, and then of lucre. This perversion
he resents and punishes. It will be a pitiful eva-
sion to plead instances of persons who play with
moderation, as invalidating our general argument.
There are degrees of transgression and of correc-
tion. ¢ Lust, when it hath conceived, bringeth
forth sin;” but it is not till ¢ sin is finished > that
it ¢ bringeth forth death.” And the death which
smites the perfected sin, is only smiting the progeny
of the parturient lust. The game of chance, and
downright gambling, are but different stages of the
same iniquity. They have always been co-exist-
ent; if not in the same individual, yet certainly in
the same community. Let the former take its
course, and the latter inevitably follows. So, when
the spirit of gambling, which is the matured off-
spring of the game of chance, suffers the pains of
divine displeasure, the blow is aimed at both to-
gether. It is the principle which the ¢ governour
among the nations” is judging. If he strike it
chicfly in its most depraved state, and most offen-
sive form, he does not indicate that in its earlier
states and less ruinous connexion he tolerates it as
innocent ; but gives another document that he is
 long suffering,” and ¢ slow to anger.” If this
conclusion be at any time rcversed, it is only a new
fact in the history of an old imposture ; Because
sentence against an evil work is not executed SPEE D-
1LY ; therefore the heart of the sons of men is fully
set in them to do evil*.

All this, we are sensible, will be Jaughed to scorn,
by those who ¢ like not to retain God in their
knowledge.” We leave them to their propensi-
ties and their reward. Judgments are prepared for
SCORN ERS, and stripes for the back of FooLst.

* Eccles. viu. 11. t Proe. xix. 29.
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But to these who have never weighed the sub-
ject serlously, or who are ¢ halting between two
opinions,” as to the lawfulness or unlawfulness of
the games in question, we address ourselves with
better hope. They will not contemn, as unworthy
of their regard, the reasonings which have already
been submitted to them. They will hardly sup-

se that moralists, divines, and statesmen—Jews,
Greeks, and Romans—political legislatures, and
ecclesiastical councils—public principle, and pri.
vate virtue, would all unite in reprobatmg an #nng-
cent amusement. But they have united in repro-
bating games of chance. A combination which
seems impossible unless upon the ground of some
common and strong conviction of their intrinsic im-
. morality.

That the gospel of Jesus Christ has divinely il-
luminated the doctrine of morals, nothing but a
profligate warfare against truth will deny. Where
that gospel reigns+in its purest influence ; rectifying
speculative and practical errour; setting the heart
at liberty from the bondage of depravity; and im-
parting a quick sensibility to the conscience, games
of chance are always held in the worst repute.

So long as a man continues profane and wicked,
he can generally game himself, and make compa-
nions of those who do. But when ¢ he turns from
his vanities to serve the living God ;> when he
ceases te have ¢ fellowship with the unfruitful
works of darkness ;”” when his delights are with the
saints, with the excellent of the earth; and, in the
hope of seeing Jesus as he is, he ¢ purifies himself,
even as he is pure,” he cannot easily fail to throw
away his cards and his.dice. There have been,
and there are, professors of religion who retain a
predilection for these amusements; but they are
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not, and never have been, noted for circumspect
and exemplary Christians. Go the whole round of
those numerous circles which encompass the card-
table. You will find selections of all sorts, from
low vulgarity up to accomplished fashion—from
the refuse of the grog-shop, up to the most bril-
liant assemblage of the drawing-room; but if you
fall in with a single card-party, composed of those
who ¢ worship God in spirit and in truth;” who
remember that they were ¢‘redeemed from their
VAIN CONVERSATION, with the precious blood of
Christ;”” and who are constrained by his love, to
¢ live, not unto themselves, but unto him who died
for them and rose again ;" —if you fall in with a
single card-party composed of such Christians, (and
they are the only ones who shall see God,) we will
ive up the cause.

What shall we say to these things? Shall we
say that a point which appears so serious to the very
best of the human race, 1s not worth our attention?
Shall we say that in deciding on the lawfulness or
unlawfulness of a particular set of actions, we will
prefer the judgment of the thoughtless, the profane,
the abandoned, to the judgment of them who ¢¢ fear
God and keep ‘his commandments 2 Shall we say
that his church, in which his presence dwells, and
his mercies are dlspensed is a worse guide in mo-
rals, than the ¢¢ world which lieth in wickedness ?”?
Shall we say, that the Spirit and grace of our Lord
Jesus Christ, teach his people to cherish an uncon-

uerable antlpathy against practices which are not
forbidden by his law? 'Who, that has not parted
with reverence for whatever is most holy, and just,
and good, will embrace the affirmative ? And who,
that vindicates the game of chance, does not em-
brace it ?
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The reader perceives that the immorality which
we attribute to games of hazard, does not arise
from circumstances ; but is essential to their nature.
We pronounce them immoral and unlawful, precise-
ly on the ground of their abuse and prqﬁmatzon of
the lot, which is an institution of God for special re-
hgnous and moral purposes. We have introduced
a view of their effects no further than was necessa-
ry for the prosecution of this argument. Not that
we think these effects of trifling moment. They
are of great and terrible moment. They should
never be forgotten by any who incline to more in-
dulgence than severity toward the games. By
the light of the penalty men often learn to read the
law. An ear deaf to the voice of religion, may
sometimes listen to the admonitions of prudence.
An eye which sees no vice, may discern meanness ;
and the fear of disgrace or loss may control those
who are intractable by piety.

For the sake of such, and for the confirmation
of those who already obey the dictates of a well-
informed conscience, we shall give in our next, a
sketch of some evils incident to games of chance.

-

Vei. II.—No. I. |
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REVIEW.

ART. I

A Collection of Essays on the subject of Episcopacy,
which originally appeared in the Albany Centinel,
and which are ascribed principally to the Rev.
Dr. Linn, the Rev. Mr. Beasley, arid Thomas Y.
How, Esq. With additional notes and remarks.
New-York, T. & J. Swords, 8vo. pp. 210. $1.

e 0 s  aad
( Continued from Vol. L. h. 462.)

i —

Havine disposed of the see of Jerusalem,
which had been gratuitously conferred on James,
we proceed to the argument in favour of Diocesan
Episcopacy, from the epjstles addressed, in the
book of the Revelation, to the seven churches of
Asia. We give it in the words of Cyprian. And
as it may possibly amuse the reader, while it con-
vinces him that we were correct in saying that
Archbishop Potter is one of the real authors under
the signatures of Cyprian, &c. we shall put his
Grace of Canterbury side by side with our Albany
friend. '
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PoTTER.

“ St. John, in the three
first chapters of his Revela-
tion, has given us a lively de-
scription of seven bushops
who presided in the seven
principal cities of the pro-
consular Asia. Our Lord is
there introduced, sending se-
ven epistles to the seven
churches of these cities, di
rected to the seven angels ol

the churches, whom he calls

the seven stars in his right
hand. Naw if it appears
that the seven angels wcere so
many single persons invested
with supreme authority in
the seven churches, therc
can be no reason to doubt,
whether they were the bish-
ops of these churches; a
bishop being nothing else but
one who has chief authorit;
in the church.

* Let us examine in the
Jfirst place, whether the seven
angels were so many single
persons? And first of all,
it is manifest they were not
the whole church or collec-
tive body of Christians in
their several cities ; be-
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'CYPRIAN,

“ In the three first chap-
ters of the Revela.ons of
St. John, we find absolute

. demonstration of the exist-

ence of the Episcopal digni-
ty and authority, at the time
in which this work was writ-
ten.  In these chapters, St
John gives us a description
of the seven Bishops, whe
superintended the interests
of the church in the seven
principal cities in the Pro-
Consular Asia. Our Lord
is represented as sending se-
ven Epistles to the seven
churches of these cities, di-
rected to the seven angels of
the churches, whom he calls
the * seven stars in his right
hand” From all the cir-
cumstances that are mention-
¢d, it undeniably appears
that these seven angels were
so many single persons, in-
vested with supreme autho-
rity in the churches; that is
to'say, they were the bishops
of those churches.

“I say it manifestly ap-
pears, that these seven an-
gels of the churches, whom
the Lord calls the * seven
stars” in his right hand,
were single persons.  They
were not the whole church
dr collective body of Chris-
tians. This is proved incon-
testably from these consider-
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PoTTER.

cause the churches are re-
presented by seven candle-
sticks, which are all' along
distinguished from the seven
stars, which are emblems of
the angels. Neither were
they any select number or
body of men: For they are
constantly mentioned as sin-
gle persons ; the angel of the
church of Ephesus, the angel
of the church of Smyrna, and
so the rest.”

« Accordingly, both he
and the all rest are constant-
ly addressed to in the singu-
lar number; I inow thy
works, I have a few things
against thee, remember how
thou hast heard, thou hast ept
the word of my patience, and
so in the rest, where our
Lord speaks to them in par-
ticular: But when what he
writes equally concerns the
people, he changes his style,
and speaks in the plural:

The devil shall cast some of

you into prison.  Thou
hast not denzed my faith when
Antipas my faithful martyr
was slain among you. I
will reward every one of you
according to your works.
That which ye have, hold fast
til I come. Which varia
tion of the number, is a plain
argument that some parts of
these Epistles relate to the
whole churches,and otherson-
lyto thepersons of theangels.”
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CyPRIAN.
ations. The whole Churches,
or collective body of Chris-
tians, are represented by ¢ se-
ven candlesticks,” which are
distinguished from the ¢ se-
ven stars,” that are emblems
of the Angels, thé Bishops.
They are constantly mention-
ed in the singular number.
“ The Angel of the Church
of Ephesus”—*the Angel of
the Church of Smyrna,” and
s0 of the rest.—

And in the epistle to Thyatira
itis said,* I know thy works.”
“ I have a few things against
thee.” *“ Remember how thou
hast heard.” ¢ Thou hast
kept the word of my pa-
tience.” This is the style
which is'used when the An-
gel or Bishop of the Church
is addressed.m—

But when what is said relates
tothepeople,thestyleisaltered,
the plural number is then used.
“ The devil shall cast some
of you into prison.”

“ I will reward every one of
you according to your works.
That which ye have, hold fast
till I come.” And this vari-
ation in the number, proves
that some parts of these Epis-
tles relate to the whole Church,
and others only to the Angels.
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PorTeR.

“ But there is one thing
- yet behind, which will put
this matter beyond dispute :
namely, that the titles of an-
gels and stars are constantly
applied in this book of Re-
velation to single men: Our
Lord is called the Morning
Star, and the Sun, and the
apostles are called tweke
stars, and twelve angels ; but
there is not one example
where these titles are given
to any society or number .of
men. So that if we will al-
low the divine author of this
deok to speak in this place, as
he does 1n all others, the an-
gels of the seven churches
can be none but single per-

s0ns. .
" ¢ The next thing to be
made out is, that these sin-
gle persons were men of
chief authority in their seve-
ral churches. And we might
safely conclude they were so,
“though we had no other
proof of it, because our Lord
has directed to them the
Epistles, which he designed
for the use of their churches.
But there are several other ar-
guments, which prove that the
angels were men of eminent
station and authority: For
whereas the churches are on-
ly called candlesticks, the an-
fels are resembled to stars,

Google

69

Cyrrian.
But what places this subject
beyond all reasonable doubt
is this circumstance: The:
titles of Angels and stars are
constantly applied in the book
of Revelation to single men,
and never to a society or
number of men. Our Lord
is called the “ morning star
and the sun,” and the twelve
Apostles are called * twelve
stars,” and “twelve Angels.”

It is evident, therefore,
that the seven stars or An-
gels in the book of Revela-
tion, are single persons.

That these peesons possess-
ed suireme authority in the
Churches, is also demonsrat-
ed from these considerations.

These Epistles are addressed
to them alone.

The Churches are called
candlesticks, and they the
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which give light to the can-
dlesticks”

« They are praised for all
the g8od, and blamed for all
_the evil which happened in
their churches. The angel
of Ephesus is commended,
because he could not bear
them that were evil, and had
tried those who called them-
selves Apostles, and were n:t
so; which seems to imply,
that he had judicially con-
victed them to be impostors.
‘And the angel of Pergamos
is reproved for having them
who hold the doctrine of Ba-
laam; that is, the Nicolai-
tans, who allowed themselves
to commit fornicatian, and to
eat things sacrificed to idols ;
and he is severely threaten-
ed, unless he repented : which
shows he had authority to
correct these disorders, other-
wise he could not justly have
been punished for them. The
same may be said of the an-
gel of Thyatira, who is blam-
ed for suffering Jezebel, who
called herself a prophetess, to
teach and seduce the people.
And the angel of Sardis is
commanded to be watchful,
and to strengthen those who
are ready 1o die; otherwise
our Lord threatens to come
on him, as a thief, at an hour
which he should not know.”
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CYPRIAN.
stars that give lght to the
candlesticks.

The seven angels are prais-
ed for all the good which they
had done, and blamed for all
the evil which happened in
the Churches. The Angel of
Ephesus is commended be-
cause “ he could not bear
them that were evil, and had
tried those who called them-
sclves Apostles, and were
not so,” which seems to im-
ply that he had convicted
them of imposture. The
Angel of Pergamos is re-
proved for having them
“ who hold the doctrine of
Balaam, and he is severely
threatened unless he repent-
ed.” This shows that he
possessed authority to correct
these disorders, or he could
not justly be menaced with
punish.ment for permitting
them. The Angel of Thya-
tira also is blamed for suffer-
ing * Jezebel,” who called
herself a prophetess, to teach
and seduce the people.  And
the Angel of Sardis is com-
manded * to be watchful,
and to strengthen those who
are ready to die,” otherwise
our Lord threatens to come
on him  as a thief; at an
hour which he should not
know.”

’
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The writers under review, having a great con.-
tempt for all reasoning from ngmes, promised to
intrench themselves within scriptural facts. One of
their facts they find in the history of the ¢ stars” or
“ angels” of the seven churches. Yet if the reader
shall attentively inspect their argument, which we
have placed before him in its full strength, he will
perceive that it rests entirely upon their interpreta-
tion of two names. These are *¢ angel” and ¢ star :’
which, in the symbolical language of the scripture,
-are as really names of office, as bishop, presbyter,
deacon, are in its alphabetical or common lan-
guage. The aspect of the fact changes with the
construction of these two symbols. You must
first fix their sense before you can tell what the fact
is. Unless you can prove that ¢ star” and ¢ an-
gel’’ necessarily denote individuals, and such indi-
viduals as diocesan bishops, the fact, instead of be.-
ing for the hierarchy, will be against her. And
‘thus her advocates, under the pretext of “absolute
demonstration,” put us off with what they them-
selves have again and again declared to be ¢ mise-
rable sophistry ”’—¢¢ the old and wretched sophis.

of names.”

Let us, however, examine this, their ¢ absolute
demonstration”’ of diocesan Episcopacy. It turns,
as we just now said, upon the interpretation of the
symbolical titles, ¢ anggel’ and ¢ star.” These,
our prelatical friends maintain, ¢ are constantly ap-
plied in the book of Revelation to single men, and
never to a society or number gf men.”>  Such is the
assertion—now for the proof.

* The whole churches, or collective body of Christians,
are represented by ¢ seven candlesticks,” which are distin.
guished from the * seven stars,” that are emblems of the
angels, the bishops.”

The distinction is admitted: but it is equally
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»

marked upon the Presbyterian plan. For the col-
lective body of the ministry is quite'as distinguish-
able from their churches, as the bishops alone can
be. Nothing is gained here. We go on.

‘“ They,” the angcls “are constantly mentioned in the
singular number.”

hat then ? Does this prove that the singular
term ¢ angel” has never a cellective sense ? 4
What next? Nothing at all. Let our readers
cxamine, again, the whole of what Cyprian has said
upon this point, and if they can dctect, in the mul-
titude of his words, and his show of illustration,
any thing more than his mere assertion, we shall
be disappointed:=
The stars and angels, says he, are distinguished
from the churches. True—but they may be so
without being diocesan bishops
‘¢ They are constantly mentioned in the singular
number ’—which is not wue. And if it were, the
question still is, whether the symbolical term in the
singular number must necessarily signify only a sin-
gle person—O yes, says Cyprian, most undoubted-
ly. ¢ What places this subject beyond all reason-
¢ able doubt, is this circumstance. The “titles of
‘¢ angels and stars are constantly applied in the book
“ of Revelation, to single men, and never to a soci-
“ ety or number of men!” Now this is exactly
the thing to be proved.

Amphora cepit
Institut : currente rota cur urceus exit 2

~ Cyprian sets out -with a threat of ¢ absolute de-
monstration,’’ and leaves off with begging the ques-
tion¥*. .

» Potter, in his zeal to make out the prelatic character of
these angels, presess into his service a various reading. « If.”
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That the assertions which Cyprian has borrowed
from Potter, are not accompanied with guite an
‘“ absolute demonstration,’” may be gathcred from
the light in which they are considered by Episcopal
writers no way inferiour to Potter himself.

¢« Methinks,"” says Dr. Henry More, ¢ it is ex-
‘ tremely harsh to conceit that these seven stars
‘“ are merely the seven bishops of any particular
¢« churches of Asia, as if the rest were not supported
¢« nor guided by the hand of Christ; or as if there
¢ were but seven in his right hand, but all the rest
¢ in his left. Such high representations cannot be
‘“ appropriated t0 ANY SEVEN PARTICULAR
“ CHURCHES WHATSOEVER*.” Again, ¢ By an-

L3

says he, “in the cpistle to ley'au'ra, instead of (tw yvraixx I:fi-
 Bnx,) the woman Jezebel, we read (mar yvyzixa oov 1:e£t8m,) thy
i wife Jezebel, as it is in St. Cypirian, the Syriac version, the
“ Alexgndrian, and several other manuscript copies, then the A4n-
« g¢l of Thyatira was a marricd man, and consequently but one
% persont.” .

Learning, when not well directed, falls into absurdities which
plain sense avoids. It is hard for a man to suspect him-
self of blundering when he is displaying his erudition. But on
this occasion, the eyes of Potter scem to have been blinded by
the dust of his manuscripts. If we adopt his reading, and make
% Jezebel’ a literal woman, by making her the wife of the prelate
of Thyatira, the symbolical or figurative sense of the text is
gone. And in order to be consistent, the crimes charged upon
her must also be literal. Thus we shall not only have my ludy
of Thyatira an open adulteress; but the diocese a huge brothel
under her inspection ; where both by example and by precept,
she initiates her husband’s flock in the mysteries of lewdness
and idolatry. A goodly occupation for the spouse of a diocesan &
Bad times, one would think, for an angel-bishop ; and not the
most flattering compliment to episcopal disciplipe.

*  Exfosition of the scven churches, Works. p. 724.

1-Discourse of Church-gogernment, p. 145, 3d edit.
"OI.- II--N”- I- K
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« gels, accordmg to the apocalyptick style, all the
¢ agents under their presidency are representcd or
¢¢ insinuated—and it is so frequent and obvious in
<« the Apocalypse, that none that is versed therem
¢ can any ways doubt of it.*”

The great, and justly celebrated, Joseph Mede ob-n
serves, that ¢ Angels, by a mode of speaking not
¢ uncommon in this book, are put for the nations
¢« over which they were thought to preside. Which
<« appears hence, that they who, by the injunction
« of the oracle, are loosed, are armies of cavalry
¢ sent.forth to slaughter ment.

Just after he adds, ¢ the four angels, (Rev. ix.
14,) « sigrfify so many Sultanies or kingdomsj.”

Dr. Fulk, in his answer to the Rhemish Testa-
ment, remarks, that ¢ St. John, by the angels of
“ the churches, meaneth not all that should wear on
¢ their heads mitres, and hold crosier-staves in their
¢« hands, like dead idols, but them that are faithful
« messengers of God’s word, and utter and declare
‘“ the same. They are called the Angels of the
¢ churches because they are God’s messengers).”

The famous Stillingfleet, in his Irenicum, asks,
concerning these angels, ¢ If, in the prophetick
¢ style, any unity may be set down by way of

* E. r[zoa:ttan of the seven Churches, Works, p. 724.

t Angeh pommtur pro gentibus qulbus przesse credebantur,
non inusitata in hoc libro metonymia. Id ex eo apparet, quéd
qui continud ex oraculi prescripto solvuntur, Exercitus Eques-
tres sunt, hominibus occidendis emissl. Jn Apocap. B, III, Tub.
VI, Works, fi. 471.

t Angeli quatuor totidem Sultanias scu regna significant. Jb:¢.

§ "Fhis and the follbwing quotation, are from the Appendix to
Ayton’s Original Constitution of the Christian Church.

Google



Review.— Essays on Bpiscopaey. 75

* representation of a multitude; what evidence
“can be brought from the name, that by it
“ some one particular person must be under-
« stood ?”—And a little further he says, ¢ If ma-
“ny things in the Epistles be direct to the an-
“ gels, but yet so as to concern the whole body,
“ then of necessity, the angel must be taken as a
‘ representative of the whole body. and then, why
‘“ may not the word ange/ be taken by way of re-
¢« presentation of the body itself; either of the
¢ whole church, or, which is far more probable, of
“ the Consessus, or order of Presbyters in that
¢ church ? We see what miserable, unaccountable
‘“ arguments those are, which are brought for any
“ kind of government, from metaphorical or am-
‘“ biguous expressions or names promiscuously
“ used*.”

* It is the fashion with the Jure divino prelatists to decry this
work of Stillingfleet as the production of his juvenile days ; and
as being recanted by him in maturer life. The true reason of
their dislike to it is, that 1t has soiely gravelled them from the
date of its publication till the present houry-and is likely to gravel
them in all thine hereafter. 'We cannot, however, see what the
age or the recantatisn of the author, (if he did recant,) has to do
with the question, any further than as it may be influenced by his
private opinion. ¢ Old menare not always wise ;” nor do green
years detract from the force of argument  Facts and reasonings
having no dependence upon a writer’s zame, stand or fall in their
own strength. It is one thing to recant, and quite another to re-
Jute. The learned, but unhappy Whitby. who,in his commenta-
ry on the New ‘I'estament, had zealously defended the divinity
and atoncment of our Lord and Saviour, left a work behind him
entitled ‘I:r.-sgau ¢porridesy or After Thoughts, in which he denied
both. Yet his proofs of his previous belief remain unanswered
by himself, and unanswerable by any other man. We see that
it is very possible for great and learned men to change for the
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We quote these passages, not to make them our
own, but to show that Episcopal writers of thc
highest reputation, entertain opinions very different
from those of Potter and Cyprian, as to the evi-
dence which the apocalyptic angels give in favour
of their hierarchy : _

¢ It is absolute demonstration,” says Cyprian.
¢ It is a harsh conceit,” 'says Dr. H More.

¢« The titles of zmgels and stars are never applied,”
says Cyprian after Potter, ¢ to a society or number of
“ men.”” They signify ¢ them that are the faithful
¢ messengers of God’s word ;”” answers Dr. Fulk
—They ¢ are put for the nations over which they
« were thought to preside,” adds the venerable
Mede— More follows again, with a declaratian,
< That no man versed in the apocalyptical style,
¢ can any wise doubt that by ¢ angels” a// the
¢ agents under their presidency are represented.”
And Stillingfleet, their own Stilling fleet, calls
the argument of the hierarchists from these sym-
bolical titles, a * miserable” one; thus avenging
the Presbyterian upon them, by dealing out to them
in their own way, ¢ measure for measure.’’—

worse. Therefore, aithough Stillingfleet, whether of his own ac-
cord, or by yielding to the teazings and menaces of others, did re-
tract the doctrines of.his Irenicum, it does not follow that all his
facts and reasonings are false, or that he himself drew nearer to
the truth. He renounced the Irenicum, the prelatists cry—Good.
Did he answer it ? we ask. Howbeit, since Dr. Hobart has re-
presented himself and his brother-writers, as young men, and
cven “ striplings ;" who knows, but, upon their arriving at maturi-
ty, when they shall have sown their intellectual « wild oats,”
their opinion may change in a direction contrary to that of the
bishop of Worcester, and that thcy may yet ripen into cxcellent
Presbyterians ?
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To which side the scale inclines, it is not difh-
oult to discern.

That the epistles in question are addressed to
the persons designated by “ stars > and ¢ angels,”
in such a manner as to imply that these persons
were invested with authority over the churches,
is freely conceded. It is also conceded that ¢ an-
gel ”” and ¢ star” are titles of office which belong
exclusively to the ministry. Unless we greatly
mistake, ¢ stars,” in the symbolical language, sig-
nify, throughout the whole Bible, ¢ ministers of
religion.”

But we contend that they signify ministers of re-
ligion with regard to their general office, and not
with regard to their relative dignity. Jesus Christ
15 a ¢¢ star,” the twelve apostles arc ¢ stars >—and
so are the apostate clergy, figured by the ¢ third
part of the stars,”” which the dragon cast down with
his tail to the earth. Who does not see, that the
only point in which the symbol agrees to the subject
in all these cases, 1s the common character of the
religious ministry ; distinction of rank being utterly
disregarded ?  On this principle, the ¢ stars’” must
mean the ministers of the churches without discri-
mination; every one being a ¢ star.”” It is, there-
fore, .impossible to discover under this emblem,
any order of ministers to the exclusion of any other.

In this general reasoning, the hicrarchy might,
perhaps, concur without much prejudice to her
cause. She might insist, that a symbol, common,
in its own nature, to all ministers of relxglon is re-
stricted, by the conditions of the text, to a single
individual, who, from the functions ascribed to
him, must be a superiour officer, and not one of a
college, consessus, or presbytery, having equal au-
thority.
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There 1is internal evidence in the passage itself,
that this construction, though ingenious and acute,
cannot be true. For as the ¢ candlesticks” are
emblematical of the churches, and as there 1s but

 one star to give light to each candlestick, it would
follow that there was but a single minister in each
of the churches ; and thus the Episcopalian would
overthrow himsclf: for without inferiour, there can
be no superiour, clergy. Surely he will not say,
that the bishop alone did all the preaching, gave all
the instruction, and sct a// the example: i. e. emitted
all the light on account of which ministers are called
« stars.” The other clergy had some share in
these useful functions. They too ¢ preached the
word ;”’ they too, taught ¢ from house to house ;”
they too, *‘ let their light shine before others.”>
Now, one ¢ star” being appropriated to one
¢ church,’’ as one candle is to one ¢ candlestick ;”’
it follows, from the nature of the comparison, that
as one candle is the full complement of light for one
candlestick ; so one star is the full complement of
light for one church. But thedight which shone in
these churches did not emanate from any individu-
al; i1t emanated from a number of individuals;
from the collective body of the ministers of religion.
Therefore, the ¢ star”” which expresses the whole
light in one of these churches, is a symbol, not of a
single minister, but of her ministry collectively. It
would be a darksome diocese, indeed, which should
enjoy no rays of light but those which proceed
from the bishop. :

Let us now advert to the other symbol, viz.
¢« Angel.” This tgo. the hierarchists, whom we
oppose, say, is ‘ coristantly applied in the book of
Revelation to a single man, and never to a society
or number of men.”
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It looks somewhat uncivil to contradict so posi-
tive an assertion ; but we must contradict it ; forit
is not true. And if, in proving it to be false, we
prove its authors either to be ignorant of the scrip-
tures, or wilfully to misrepresent them, we cannot
help it. One passage from the book o Revelation
itself, overturns the very foundation upon which
Cyprian and his associates have reared their ¢ abso-
lute demonstration.”

I saw, says the prophet, another ANcEL fly in the

midst of heaven, having the everlasting gospel to
preach unto them that dwell on the earth, and to
EVERY NATION, and KINDRED, and TONGUE, and
PEOPLE. (Rev. xiv. 6.)

¢« Heaven,” in this book. is the ascertained sym.
bol of the Christian church, from which issue forth
the ¢ ministers of grace” to the nations. As the
gospel is preached only by men, this ¢ angel”
who has it to preach to ¢ every nation, and kin-
dred, and tongue, and people,’”” must be the symbol
of a human ministry. And as it is perfectly evi-
dent that no single man can thus preach it, but that
there must be a great company of preachers to car-
ry it to ¢ every nation, and kindred, and tongue,
and peoplc,” the angel mentioned in the textis, and
of necessity must be, the symbol of that great com-
pany. We might produce other examples; but
this is decisive. It shows the proposition of Pot-

, Cyprian, &c. to be one of the most rash and
unfounded assertions into which the ardour of party
ever betrayed a disputant.

Assuming it now as proved, that the term ¢¢ an-
gel” is applied in this book to a collective body, ora
number of men joined in a common commission,
we demand the reason of its being restricted to an
individual in the epistles to the churches of Asia.
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Signifying ¢ a messenger,” it is in itself as applica-
ble to any preacher of the gospel as to a diocesan
bishop. If he was of old, what most of the dioce-
sans are now, he was, of all the clergy in his diocese,
the one who had the /least claim to the title. To
¢« preach the word,” to ¢ declare the whole counsel
of God,’" to instruct the people, we are told plainly
enough, are not the peculiar attributes of the bi-
. shop. By what rule of propriety should Ae be cha-
racterised by symbols which are foreign from his
appropriate functions ? by symbols which describe
exactly the functions of those ministers whom, we
are taught, they do not represent*.

The advocates of the hierarehy must have sum-
moned up the most desperate resolution, when they
ventured upon the declaration which ‘we have ex-
posed. To do them justice, they seem not to have
been forsaken of those ‘¢ compunctious visitings,’’
which occasionally trouble such as suspect the
righteousness of their cause. We infer this from
their growing dogmatical and rather unruly in their
asseverations, nearly in proportion as they find
themselves beset with difhculty. Not unlike men
who are accustomed to tell ¢ a tough story,”” and

~® « Angel of the church,” is a phrasc borrowed from the sy-
nagogue. ¢ It answers to the Hebrew m3¥ 1Y, the Legare, or
« delegate of the church. A name which was given in the syna-
« gogue to experienced and learned men, especially the Doctore
« (or teachers,) who were usually delegzied o pray for the public
‘% assembly, whether in ordinary or extraordinary cases. So that
% by Angels of the churches must be here understood those rulers of
« the Christian church, whose office it was tooffer up public pray-
« ers in the church, to manage sacred concerns, and discourse to
« the people.” Vitringe anacrisis afiocalyfiseos, p. 25. To the
same purpose speaks the profoundly learned Lightfoor. Worka.
Vol. 1. p. 341. Fol.
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when they perceive the credulity of their audience
to be too hard pressed, back their veracity with a
file of oaths. Any plain reader will observe, on a
slight inspection of these epistles, that they address
the angel of a particular church in the singular or
plural number indifferently. Thus to the angel of
the church in Smyrna, the Redeemer says, I know
THY works, and tribulation and poverty, but
THOU art rich— Fear none of those things which
THOU shalt SUFFER. Behold the devil shall cast
soME of YOU into prison, that YE may be tried ;
and YE shall have tribulation ten days : be THOU
Jaithful unto the death; and I will give THEE gq
erown of life*. -

We ask any dispassionate man whether all this
is not addressed to the ange/ in Smyrna? Thou,
says the text; ¢ Thou,” the angel, ¢ shalt suffer.”
How ? What? ¢ Thus,” saith the text, ¢ the
devil shall cast into prison some of you >—you who -
are signified by the angel. However, ¢ be thou
faithful unto the death;” i. e. although thou
shouldest die for being faithful ; ¢ and I will give
thee,”” whom ? certainly the persecuted, ¢ I will
give thee a crown of life.”” This is so obvious,
that, in order to evade its force, the Episcopal wri-
ters represent the epistles as addressed partly to the
bishop and partly to the people. ‘

“ When what is said relates to the people, the style is al-
tered ; the plural number is then used.” Sce Cyprian and
Potter as above. :

This gloss is contrary,

1. To the plain and natural construction of the
prophet’s words ; which, using sometimes the sin-
gular, and sometimes the plural, number, when
speaking of the angel, leads us to a simple and easy

* Rev. ii. 8—10.
VYor. I1I.—-No, I. L
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solution, by supposing that he employs that term
in a collective sense, of the whole ministry of the
church.

2. To their own principles which the Ep1500pal
writers have laid down as containing an ¢¢ absolute
demonstration” of the prelatic dignity of these an-
gels, viz. ¢ That the titles of angels and stars
¢ are constantly applied in the book of Revelation
“ to single men, and never to a society or number of
“ men.”” The epistle is written to the angel in
Smyrna. ¢ Angel,”” say they, always signifies a
szngle person, and never a number of men ; and yet
they say, that of this very epistle to the angel, part
is addressed directly to the feoplc, who are ¢ a so-
¢ ciety or number of men.

3. To their own distinction between the em-
blems which point out the ministry and the church-
es respectively.

“ The stars and angels,” say they, ¢ were not the whole
church or collective body of Christians. This is proved in-
contestably {rom these considcrations. The whole churches
or collective body of Christians, are represented by * seven
can(llesticks. which are distinguished from the * seven
stars” that are ¢mblems of the angels, the bishops,” &c. Sce

above.
The distinction is just; but it is completel)

overthrown in their subsequent interpretations.
For, in the first place, they tell us very truly, that
the collective body of Christians is signified by the
symbol of a ¢ candlestick :’’ and in the next, that
they are directly addressed in the letter sent to the
. angel, who is, say they, a single person: i. e. they
-are explicitly and formally addressed, under an ap-
cllation which is never applied to them.
4. To the known use of those scriptural emblems,
¢ star” and ‘¢ angel.” These titles in the context
are perfectly synonymous; whatever is mecant by
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“star,” is acknowledged to be meant by ¢ an-
gel.” Now both these symbols depict official cha-
racter; and consequently, when applied to the
€hristian church, cannot mean the people as distin-
guished from their ministers.  Therefore, under
the term ¢¢ angel,” the ministry and the people can-
not be distinctly addressed.

5. To the tenour of the exhortations and promise
in the text. If the ¢ angel” is the collective body
of the ministry upon who:n the persecution was to
fall, thén the exhortations, Fear none of those things
which thou shalt suffer—Be thou faithful unto the
death ; and the promise, £ will give thee a crown of
life, are in harmony with the pre-monition that the
Devil should cast some of them into prison. The
anticipation of evil is softened by the assurance of
support. But according to the Episcopal construc-
tion, the sorrow goes one way and the consolation
the othcr: the bishop is exhorted not to fear: to
be faithful unto the death. But it seems that the
people only are to bear the calamity. The bishop
has a glorious promise of a crown of life ; but nota
word to cheer his oppressed fock. Cold comfort
this to the poor prisoners cooped up by the devil
in a dungeon! One would think that the ¢ cup of
salvation’ might have been put to the lips which
were drinking deeply of the cup of sorrow. But the
matter is more dexterously managed : the bishop
suffers, and the people are conso‘ed ,—by proxy.
A mod: of suffering, we presume, to which the_
bishops of the present day, and many others beside
them, would submit with great magnunimity. How
they would relish the consolation thus administer-
ed, is another affuir.

Lastly to the authority dclegated by Christ to

"Presbyters: We have fermerly proved that every
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ordinary power left in the church is, in the most
direct and unequivocal manner; devolved on Pres-
byters*. And as one part of scripture cannot be
repugnant to another, it is impossible that any
term or expression here, in this book of the Re-
velation, can be rightly interpreted, which is said
to lodge the whole power of government and dis-
cipline in a bishop, to the exclusion of presby-
ters. '

We do not feel conscious of any arrogance in
- supposing, that after the reader, who is solicitous
to know the truth, shall carefully have examined
and compared the reasonings now submitted to
him; and allowed them thejr due force on his mind,
he will coincide with us in opinion, that the ¢ an-
gels” and ¢ stars” in the context before us, do
NOT signify single persons, but a number of men ;
that is, are emblems of a collective ministry, and not
of diocesan bishops.

¢« Thus endeth the second lesson,”” which is con-
cerning Cyprian's ¢ absolute demonstration ” that
the angels of the seven churches of Asia were
Episcopal prelates.

* Christian’s Magazine, Vol. 1. p. 437—462.

[ 7o e continued.
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ART. II. An Apology for Apostolic Order and its
advocates, occasioned by the strictures and denun- -
ciations of the Christian’s Magazine. In a series
of letters addressed to the Rev. John M. Mason,
D. D. the editor of that work. By the Rev. John
Henry Hobart, an Assistant Minister of Trinity
Church. 1807. 8vo. pp. 273. New-York, T.
& J. Swords, $1 2.

el G

(Continued from Vol. L p. 472)

WE should extend our remarks to an unreason-
able length, were we to rectify all the mistakes and
improprieties of these Letters. Nearly every page
abounds with materials for comments which no
moderation of manner could render much more ac-
ceptable to the Rev. author, than the original re-
view which has thrown his temper so entirely off
its balance. A man who writes in great haste,
and under the goadings of irritation, easily fills up
a volume, because he has neither time nor inclina-
tion to be nice in the selection of its contents.
This, indeed, gives him no claim to the indulgence
of criticism ; but as it marks his literary offspring
for early decease, it supersedes a vast amount of
ungrateful labour ; and as it bespeaks more need of
medicine than of chastlsement it rather pleads for
compassion, than rouses indignation.

Instead, therefore, of troubling ourselves with
copious extracts from Dr. H.’s declamations, we
shall remit them, for the most part, to the judgment
of the reader. We are entirely willing that he
should pronounce sentence, after comparing Dr.
H.’s ¢« Apology ”” with thce ¢ Christian’s Maga.
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zine,’’ on points which are discussed in both. We
request, however, a single favour: that he will
ask himself, on perusing the Magazine, whether he
can or cannot form a correct idea of the nature and
strength of the Episcopal argument ? and again, on
perusing the -Apology, whether he can or cannot
form a correct idea of the nature and strength of
the argument in the Magazine ? This will help
him to determine on which side the fault of misre-
presentation lies. . .

In our first number we had observed, that the
non-episcopalians will probably view Dr. H.’s apo-
logy for himself, ¢ as a stratagem, and not a very
¢ deep one, to avoid the unpopularity of appearing
“ as the aggressor.” By this remark, and a page
or two preceding it, he is so extremely nettled as
to enter upon a formal vindication, in which he en-
deavours to prove that hostilities were commenced
on the other side. If the recrimination has given
him any relief, we do not wish, and shall not at-
tempt, to interrupt his repose. Let him have it in
his own way. It is really so trifling a part of the
discussion, that we shzll waste very little time or
paper upon it. However, we wonder that while he
was about it, the fervent apologist did not carry the
chronology of the warfare further back, and date it
from presbyter Jerome, in the fourth century. This
would have been doing business to some purpose.
For our part, had the Episcopal divines and writers
contented themselves with declaring their predilec-
tion for their own system, as most agreeable to
scripture and antiquity ; had they not boasted of
their pre-eminence in such a manner as to throw
over the line of covenanted mercy, all the non-epis-
copal churches under. heaven ; we should not have
embarked in this controversy. ‘They might have
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said and sung, ¢ It is evident unto all men diligent-
¢¢ ly reading holy scripture and ancient authors, that
¢ from the apostles’ time, there have been three
‘¢ orders of ministers in Christ’s church, bishops,
«¢ priests, and deacons*,” as often, as loud, and as
long as they thought fit. This never provoked the
contest. But when they proceeded -to shut out
from covenanted mercy, all churches which do not
receive their ¢ bishops, priests, and deacons,’’ the
case was altercd. Patience ceased to be a virtue :
Passiveness became a crime. We were summon.-
‘ed to the defence, not merely of our external order,
but of that ¢ liberty wherewith Christ hath made us
free ;> of that ¢ hope by the which we draw nigh
unto God.” And, ¢ having put our hand to the
plow,” it is cur unalterable purpose, as his grace
shall enable us, not ¢ to look back.”
We take our final leave of this question, with a
word or two on the justification which Dr. H.
_and his friends have set up. ¢ My single object,”
says he, ¢ was the instruction of Episcopalianst.”
His works are.declared by the Layman to be ¢ ad-
dressed to Episcopalians alonef. Is it so? Where
then was their vaunted charity, in trying to conceal
from others, or not trying to extend to them, the
knowledge of truth upon the admission or rejection
of which, depends admission to, or exclusion from,
God’s covenanted mercy ? Is it thus that Charity
behaves toward the souls of men ?
But how is all this to be reconciled with what
these same gentlemen tell us, when they are occu-
pied with another view of their subject? For

* Preface to the book of consecrating and ordering bishops,
priests, snd deacons, as quoted in Detectory No. 11. Essays on
Lfpiscopacy, p. 105.

t Apolegy, p. 32. 1 No. 1. Coll. p. 62,
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brevity’s sake, we quote the Layman only, as he is
particularly pointed, and as his papers have been
republished, with unqualified approbation, by Dr.
H. himself.

¢« Let it be recollected that error is venial only in propor-
tion as it is involuntary., How, then, shall that man excuse
himself, who, having been wARNED of the defect of the minis-
try at whose hands he receives the ordinances of the gospel,
neglects, nevertheless, to give attention to the subject, and to
examine dispassionately, those works which prove the neces-
sity of union with that church, the validity of whose minis-
trations even its most inveterate opponents are obliged to
acknowledge*.”

On the Layman’s principles, such a case cannot
exist. For in the very next page, he maintains, that
¢¢ those who have departed from Episcopacy, have
no spiritual authority whatever ; have no ministers ;
and 7o orDINANCES.”” How we are to ¢ receive
the ordinances of the gospel,”’ in churches which
have ¢ no ministers, and 'no ordinances,” exceeds
our comprehension. .

This en passant. We are reduced, it seems, to
a hard predicament. In the first place, we have no-
thing to do with works which prove the necessity of
union with the Episcopal church, such.as those
published by Dr. H. ; because they are ¢ addressed
to Episcopalians alone ;”” and, in the next place,
we are without excuse for neglecting to examine
them. -We are WARNED, it is said, of the de-
fect of our ministry. Warned! By whom? Not
by our own ministry. They perceive not the fatal
defect. Not by Dr. H.’s works; they were in-
tended for none but Episcopalians! and yet we
are to be without excuse ! another sample of chari-
ty, we suppose. Very possibly, however, this

* Layman, No. 1x. Collect. p. 158.
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good office is performed by the advices and admo-
nitions of the Layman. We are much his debtors:
especially as in not yielding to his voice, we en-
counter the hazard of forfeiting, by voluntary er-
rour, all claim upon mercy, covenanted or uncoves
nanted. So that we, miserable sinners that we are, .
we can hardly escape from the alternative of ¢ Epis.
copacy or perdition,”” with all the charity of Dr. H
%0 help us. Of this enough.
~ Our fiery apologist represents the strictures of
of the C. M. as ¢ an unjust, ungenerous, and cruel
appeal to prejudice and passion’’—an appeal ¢ pre-
“ cluding all candid and dispassionate inquiry.”
Nay, such an appeal ¢ as even an /onest political
¢« declaimer, in the mad fervour of party zeal,
¢ would not use without a blush*.” The sacred.
ness of conscience, and the decorum of religion all
apart, as unworthy of its regard, the C. M. breathes
a spirit, and has employed arts, which befit none
but a political knave! Very decent and modest,
we own. A pure, untainted ebullition of « that
meekness of celestial wisdom *” in which the Rev.
Apologist has promised to defend the ¢ apostolic
churcht !” And, then, by way of exhibiting to the
world how far he is himself removed from every
thing like ¢¢ prejudice and passion,’ he turns advo-
cate-general of all that the C. M. had censured, not
forgetting N. G. Dufief! He has tried to im-
press on individuals, mentioned by name, the opi-
nion that we have personally insulted them. From
that part of Dr. Nott’s address, which recommends
the character of Christ as the perfect model of imi-
tation, he has garbled a passage; leaving out the
very words on which we laid the whole stress of

* Apology, p. 7. + Tbid. p. 9.
VOL. II.‘?-NO‘ «l. M '
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our criticism ; and a part which not only we never
condemned, but which it is impossible we should
condemn, he has held up to the reader’s eye, as
furnishing us with an occasion of painting the Rev.
President of Union College, as a *¢ perjured hypo-
crite¥ 1””  He has done more. The introduction
to the C. M. draws a rapid outline of evils which
infest the church of God. The characteristics
which it has sketched, are general. Originale.
we undoubtedly had in view ; but we made no ap-
plications. Dr. H. has taken this work off our
hands, and off the hands of the reader too. He
~ sallies forth with his basket of caps, and, in the
name of the editor of the Christian’s Magazine,
puts one on the head of almost every denomination
he meets. It is proper, however, to state that the
labels, ¢ Quakers,” ¢ Methodists,’” <¢ Episcopali-
ans,”” &c. were affixed to our nameless caps, on the
responsibility of the Apologist. He has acquitted
himself in this volunteered service, with a judgment
perfectly parallel to his accuracy in matters of his-
torical fact. 'We are under no obligation to correct
his blunders. But as he ought to be well acquaint-
ed with his own church, and perceives her to be
described by those who, ¢¢ like the self-justifiers of
old, ¢ tithe mint, and amse, and cummin,’ little con-
cerned about either receiving Christ Jesus the
Lord, or walking in him, provided they be exact
in their routine of ceremonies’r ;> we have no sort
“of objection to her wearing the cap which her good
and dutiful son has appropriated to her use.
Commonly in such cases, the affront lies not in the
descrlptnon, but in the application. Should a hearer
of Dr. H.’s run away with a sermon of his against

* .4/:0[0,;’*;/. p. 19, 0. + Tbid. p. 13.
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various sins; and say to A. ¢ this was for you ;”’ to
B. ¢« this was certainly for you ;’’ to C. ¢ here is
something which was not intended for you, but
the xnext sentence can mean nobody else;’’ and
should do this with a design of persuading them
that he meant to excite the hatred of their neigh-
bours against them, who would be the firebrand ?
Dr. H. or his officious interpreter ?  Just so has.he
served us. Not we, then, but Dr. H. has abused
the surrounding-denominations. The inflammatory
suggestions are his own. And, in the very act of
making them, he inveighs against us for ¢ appeal-
ing to prejudice and passion !”

Another source of tribulation to this ¢ meek
apologist, is in the pride, the bitterness, the impe-
riousness, the virulence, the despotism, the arro-
gance, &c. &c. &c. of the C. M*, Unhappy gen-
tleman! Denunciations, and thunder, and bolts,
and blastings, and chains, and inquisitions, and
racks, are constantly present to his imagination, and .
fill it with a wildness which, like that of Sir Wil-:
liam Draper, has the ¢ melancholy madness of po-
etry, without the inspirationt.”

Being, therefore, greatly scandalized at our inso-
lence aforesaid, Dr. H. not only bestows upon us
his kind rebukes by the dozen and the score, but
offers himself as a contrast which must put us to
shame. ¢ Sweet as summer,” and ¢ serene us
~ light,” his silvered sentences, and his Attic wit,
shall low unimbittered with resentment, unstained
with injuriousness, unruflled by the breath ot inde-
corum. A noble resolution, and nobly kept. We
give both text and comment ; both promise and

fulfilment, in his own words :

* Apology, p. |

(]
~
1 &3

t Junius, Let. vir.
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TEXT. ‘ *

“« My own determination is unalterably formed in that
firm language which conscious truth inspires, but in that
“ meekness of celestial wisdom,” which the gospel enjoins to
defend the apostolic church at whose altar I minister,
against every weapon that is formed against her¥.”

COMMENT.

“ Presumptuous men! ” (meaning himself, the Layman,
and Cyprian,) * luckless was the hour when ye provoked
the wrath of the learned Dr. M. that paragon of talents,
who, glowing with intuitive knowledge, can exhaust any
subject without reading a page or consulting any author!

* But, Sir, (I am almost afraid to expostulate with you,
lest 1 should provoke your heavier vengeance,) it was not
quite fair, it was not quite generqus and manly, (‘modesty
I know is an unfashionable \u'tmg-’7 to overwhelm by your
dazzling talents, three humble individuals, who have reach-
ed only the first steps of the temple of science, whose ves-

_tibule you have long since passed, whose sacred recesses
you have already explored. At our period of life, eight
or ten years may make an important difference in the sum

- of attsinoments. And, through the good providence of
God, we can look forward to at least as many years before
we shall equal the present -age of our giant censor. When
as many suns have rolled over our heads as have shed their
collected glories upon him, perhaps, (alas! is not the hope
presumptuous ?)—perhaps, (despair almost arrests my pen,)
—perhaps we may equal in erudition, the profoundly learned
Dr. M. At present, we lay claim to sufficient learning and
talents to defend the Episcopal Church against any adver-
sary. Even the sneers, and frowns, and haughty airs of
the Editor of the Christian’s Magazine, we can summon re-
solution to smile at, and to disregard .

Upon the civility of this passage, we say no-

‘ thmg It will never subject the writer to any
raillery for being unfashionable. But to hope that
it should be read without relaxed muscles, would

be an unconscionable demand upon the gravity

* Apology, p. 9. t Do. p. 250.

Google



Review.~Hobart’s Apolagy, . 98

of Cato himself. After the high ground which
these warriors had taken, their military attitude,
their formidable train of bishops and fathers, and
their strong defiance to the Presbyterian camp,
to scream out so piteously at the very first fire,
and tell all the world that they are now raw lads, but
with the privilege of learning their tactics for eight
or ten years, they will give a good account of their
foe, is diverting enough. e had supposed that
when we died of- old age, it would be time for
these gentlemen to make their wills. But we must
own, that Dr. H. has displayed so much of the
boy, as to leave us at a loss on that weighty mat.-
ter. ¢ Pray, Dr.” said Lady W. to the late prin-
cipal Robertson, as she was flirting in a large com-
pany, with all the airs and petulancies of a girlish
coquette, ¢ Pray Dr. how old do you think Iam ?”
¢ Really, Madam,”’ replied the sage, ¢ I cannot
pretend to know ; but I should suppose that your
Ladyship has not arrived atthe years of discretion.”
Judging from the morceau which we have 'selected,
and which is by no means alone in Dr. H.’s writ.
ings, we should conclude that he is somewhere in
his teens. Whether he shall ever get out of them
or not, the future must reveal. We have done
with this also.

The Christian’s Magazine, in consequence as we
thought, of sufficient evidence from their own pub-
lications, had charged Dr. Hobart and some of his
brethren, with teaching that there is no Christian
ministry but the Episcopal ministry ; no church of
Christ but the Episcopal church; and that all with-
out her pale are excluded from the covenanted mer.
cies of God*.

¥ Christian's Magazire, Vol. 1. p. 93—97.
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Such tenets, as we have several times observed,
although mollified with a pretty large allowance for.
¢ involuntary and unavoidable ignorance or error,’’
we felt it our duty to resist, not only with firmness,
bug with a portion of that indignant spirit which
we then thought, and still think, the outrage both
justified and required. We do not mean an out-
rage upon the opinions, the partialities, the vanity,
or the wishes, of other denominations. Uncharita.-
bleness and bigotry, against which the million ex-
claim with so much noise and so little intelligence,
made no part of our accusation; and shall make
none hereafter. Their relative weight in the scale
of judgment, is lighter than a feather. The out-
rage which we deemed it no meekness to bear, nor
any insolence to chastise, was committed, at least
in our view, against the ¢ truth as it is in Jesus;”
and against the character, the peace, and the hope
of thousands of his most exemplary followers.

Our remarks on this subject, Dr. Hobart resents
as unfounded, injurious, and even cruel. We
quote his sixth letter.

- “ Your other charges,” viz. besldes that of aggression,
“ may be thus summed up:;

* That I maintain, that communion with the Episcopal
priesthood, is a condition of salvation which is not only
indispensable on the part of man, (in which sense I apply
the word indispensable,) but which God himself will not
dispense with; and that “ the simple fact of separation
from the Episcopal priesthood ” renders all repentance and
Jaith unavailing, ** mars the religion of non-Episcopalians,
and renders it stark naught!”—and that thus I make the
¢ only alternative, Ep1scopacy or PERDITION*!!”

That I ¢ make particular views of external order, the
hinging point of salvation}”—that I “jplace the external
order of the Church, upon a level with the merits of our

* Christian’s Magazine, p. 94, 95. + p. 98.
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Lord Jesus, in the article of acceptance before God* ;”—
that “ with respect to non-Episcopalians, I make Episco-
pacy of primary, and faith in the Redeemer of secondary
importance ¥ ;”—and that I maintaia that * faith in Christ
is impossible where there is no communion with the Bi-
shop *.” ‘

“ Now, Sir, before you can be * justified in uttering
a syllable which only looks towards conclusions,” which
hold me up as a monster of arrogance and impiety, unfit
to be tolerated among Christians, you ought to be not only
¢ perfectly certain of your premises,” but that your conclu-
sions also are fairly and legitimately drawn. ,

¢ I utterly disclaim the sentiments you impute to me.

“ I utterly deny the truth of your charges. ]

¢ I pledge myself to prove that you support them by par-
tial and false views of my opinions—by uncandidly tortyr-
ing them to an extreme—and by illagical deductions which
a just reasoner should blush to make, and a candid reasoner-
should scorn to enlist into his service.

“ I pledge myself to prove that the same uncandid me-
thods would attach the same odium to your own principles;
and that I lay no greater stress on external order, on commu-
nion with the church through its ministry and ordinances,
than the standards apd confessions of faith of the Presbyte-
rian churches will warrant.”

We have examined, and re-examined our of-
fensive review: We have ¢ accompanied ” our
angry correspondent ¢ through the pages of our
Magazine;”” and after listening attentively to his
remonstrances, cannot perceive that he has-con-
victed us of any material inuccuracy. But, seeing
that he explicitly disclaims the opinions imputed to
him, we as explicitly acquit him personally, from
the imputation: and we do no more than we had
virtually done already. In expressing his charity
for non-episcopalians, he had, in effect, renounced
the consequences which we deduced from his doc-

* Christian’s Magazine, p. 99.
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trines. ‘This no extraordinary penetration was
needful to discover. Our debate, therefore, from
the beginning, was not with the man, but with the
writer. We are not sure that Dr. H. will thank
us for the distinction : as, by supposing that he
may be a very good man, and yet a very bad logi-
cian, it saves his philanthropy at the expense of
his discernment. But our concessions can go no
further. For he has neither invalidated our reason-
ings, nor supported his own doctrine with addition-
al proof. '

( To be continued. )
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RELIGIOUS INTELLIGENCE.
et
FOREIGN,
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SOUTH-SEA MISSIO.N.
[Concluded from Vol. 1. p. 480.]

AFTER his return to Mattavai, Capt. Bishop re-

uested a meeting of the society, and proposed that
the English should take an active part in the war,
and endeavour to restore peace by quelling the re-
bellion. The step which he proposed, was such as
the necessity of the case justified. As Pomarre
would not be prevailed upon to attack the rebels,
there was no prospect that he could soon bring about
a peace ; and as they had frequently threatened the
destruction of the English, their situation was very
unsafe while the rebellion existed. The Society
assented to the proposal, when Capt. Bishop declar-
ed he did not wish them to take a part in the ser-
vice. Capt. House allowed his men to engage in
the enterprise; and Capt. Simpson gave for their
assistance, his boat, and some of the crew belonging
to his vessel. Capt. Bishop took the command of |
the English, and, accompanied by Pomarre and his
forces, arrived at Attahooroo on the 3d of July.
The rebels withdrew to their strong holds, which:
were found to be almost impregnable. Capt. Bishop
wished to make an attempt upon them, but Pomarre
obstinately refused to venture on so daring an ac-
- tion. It was not long before Capt. Bishop was so
wearied and vexed with Pomarre’s inactivity and ir-
resolution, that he determined to embark his men
and return to Mattavai. Pomarre thinking it would

Vor. II.—No. I N
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be unsafe to be there without him, was about to re-
turn also; when an event took place which gave a
‘new turn to affairs. The embarkation was nearly
completed, when two young men ventured up to
the enemy’s intrenchments, and challenged them to
appear and fight. At the same time, a heavy tor-
rent of rain was coming from the mountains. The
rebels deeming it a favourable moment, rushed out,
armed with muskets, spears, and clubs, and pursu-
ed the young men down to the place where the
men were embarking, who immediately rushed for-
ward and faced the rebels. The sight of Capt B.’s
men discouraged them, and they fled in different
directions, leaving behind them several who were
killed ; among whom was a chief, who had been a
principal ringleader in the rebellion.

It was now in the evening, and Capt. Bishop see-
ing so sudden a change, remained through the
night, hoping to finish the war before his return.
But when, on the following morning, he brought
his men with Pomarre’s forces up to the intrench-
ments, instead of finding them deserted as he ex-
pected, he found them as well manned as when he
first came to the district. Knowing that Capt.
Simpson must soon proceed on his voyage, he re-
turned with the boat of the Nautilus, leaving four-
teen of his men with Pomarre, who soon sent them
after him, and came towards Mattavai with his own
forces*.

The journals of the missionaries for the remain-
ing part of this month, and for the months of Au-
gust and September, it appears, never reached the
Society at Londont. We have therefore no docu-
ments to which we can refer for a circumstantial
account of the preservation of the missionaries dur-

% Trans. Miss..Soc. vel. ii. fr. 109117, t Do. p. 122.
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mg the remainder of the war. But in a letter, dated
Feb. 3, 1803, they writé, that since thc month of
October, 1802, the island had enjoyed peace ; the
disputes between the king and the Attahoorooans
having been amicably adjusted, and the government
- having been fully confirmed in the hands of the
former *. .

During the last three months of this year, Messrs.
Jefferson and Scott made a tour through the island,
preaching to the natives; but their journals exhi-
bit nothing of note, except that same stupidity, care-
lessness and inconstancy of attention, which were
before remarked. ‘

In September of the year 1803, Pomarre died.
His death, however, was attended with no disturb-
ances which interrupted the labours of the mission-
aries. In this year, and the year following, they
made several expeditions into different parts of the
island ; but their accounts give no encouragement
to believe that any of their hearers were savingly
affected with the power of the gospel. In many
places they found the same objections against the
doctrines of the cross, which are made by men who
profess to have more enlightened views than the
inhabitants of Otaheite. The doctrine of the re-
surrection, for instance, was peculiarly offensive.
Their reasons against it, were—that many had been
dead thousands of years, and still are not raised ;
and that when the body becomes mixed with the
dust, a resurrection of it is impossiblet. This isa
proof that objections against evangelical truth arise
from depravity, and not from philosophy, and that
while depravity remains the same, such objections
must be substantially the same also.

In the year 1804, particular attention was paid to

* Trans. Miss. Soc. vol. ii. p. 138. Repr. Dir. May, 1804.
t Do. p. 880, 331.
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the instruction of the children. The missionaries had
drawn up a short catechism, which they endeavour-
cd to teach the children to repeat from memory. In
some cases they succeeded so far as to accomplish
this, but in most cases they were bafled by obsta-
cles which it was impossible to surmount. The
want of convenient opportunities was one great
difficulty ; for the children would not forsake either
their diversions or labours for the sake of instruc-
tion. A still greater difficulty arose from the wan-
dering disposition of both old and young ; as they
seldom continued long enough in one place to learn
any thing so perfectly as to retain it for any time.
A third difficulty was created by the contradictions
and blasphemies of those who were grown up to
manhood*. The missionaries, however, being well
aware of the importance of instructing the youth,
] were not inclined to relinquish the attempt; but
continued their endeavours notwithstanding these
difficulties. We hope they will sooner or later find
their labour repaid by seeing its happy fruitst.

We are in possession of no accounts from the
missionaries themselves, of a later date than the end
of this year. - But in a letter from Mr. Marsden, a
minister in the colony at South Wales, dated May,
1805, the Directors received intelligence which is
more encouraging than what had been received
from the missionaries themselves. He mentions,
that many of the natives had visited that country ;
and that in conversation with them, he was much
gratified with the knowledge they had acquired.
He thinks the missionaries are not sensible of the
impression whieh they had made on the minds of
the natives}. Future intelligence respecting this
mission, we shall lay before our readers as it shall be
reecived.

® Trans. Miss. Soc. vol. ii. f2. 506, 507. t+ Do. p. 320C.
3 Reprort of the Directors, May, 1806. x
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INDTIA.

oneii—

I7rom the Evangelical Magazine, for October, 1807.

i ——

A LETTER has been received from the Rev.
Mr. Ringeltaube, to the Secretary, dated Palamcot-
ta, Feb. 7, 1807. He has acquired the language
so as to write it correctly, and speak it with but lit-
tle hesitation.

Mr. Ringeltaube has also sent his journal, from
Sept. 12, 1806, to Feb. 6, 1807. He mentions
that Dr. Buchanan had requested the loan of his
Bible in the Tamul language, as he was about to
commence the Malayalam translation of the scrip-
tures immediately, there being 200,000 Christians
in Malayalam, who are ready to receive it. Even
the Romish bishop, it is said, signified his consent
to the circulation of the scriptures among his peo-
ple. The Doctor observes in his letter to Mr.
Ringeltaube, that he has had singular success in
obtaining ancient manuscripts, in Hebrew, Syriac,
&c. Mr. R. greatly rejoiced at this good news ;
and sent him his only copy of that Bible without
delay.

Ecclesiastical antiguities in India.

[We have been favoured by a respectable Cor-
respondent in India, with a copy of a Rerorr, pre-_
sented by a pious clergyman, at the request of the
Governor of Madras, concerning the state of the
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ancient Christians in Cochin and Travancore. This
Report is so curious and so interesting, that we
shall give the whole of it to our readers, assured
that they will esteem it, as we do, a most valuable
and important document. It is followed by an ac-
count of the Rev. Dr. Buchanan’s Discoveries.]

REPORT of the Senior Chaplain of Fort St. George, te
the Right Honourable Lord William Bentinck, governor
ot Madras, on the state of the Christians inhabiting the
kingdoms of Cochin and Travancore; with an article of
interesting literary intelligence, containing an account of
the discoveries made by the Rev. Dr. Buchanan, in the
course of his investigations undertaken by order of the
suprcme government in Bengal. -

“ Public Department.
“ To the Rev. Dr. Kerr, Senior Chaplain of Fort St. George.
¢ Rev. Sir,

“ The Right Honourable the Governor in Council,
being desirous of availing himself of your vicinity to the
Malabar Coast, to obtain every possible informatien in re-
gard to the establishment, &c. of the Christian Religion in
that part of the peninsula, I am directed by his lordship in
council, to desire that so soon as the state of your health and
the season will permit, you will proceed to the provinces on
that coast; and you will forward to me, for the information
of government, such accounts as you may be able to cojlect,
of the first introduction of Christianity into India—of the
arrival of the different sects who have been, or may be, in
existence—of their general history, and of the persecutions
to which they may have been exposed—of their success in
making proselytes—of their church establishment, and of
the source from which they are maintained, and with all
other circumstances connected with this important subject.

I, have the honour to be, Rev. Sir,
Your most obedient humble Servant,
Fort St. George, ( Signed) G. G. KEBLE,
Fune 28, 1806.” Sec. to Governnient.
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“ To the Right Honourable Lord William C. Bentinck,
Governor in Council, &c. &c.
““ My Lorbp,

“ When at Mysore, I was honoured by the
_receipt of Mr. secretary Keble’s letter, dated the
28th June last; and finding my general health
much improved, I resolved to proceed to the Ma-
labar coast, in search of the information required
by your lordship in council, regarding the Chris-
tians inhabiting that part of the peninsula :—an in-
vestigation which I have found as interesting as it
is important, whether it regards humanity at large,
or as it is connected, in a political view, with the
British interests in this country.

¢ To view the extensive field pointed out for my
inquiries minutely, would require much more of
my time than could be well spared from my other
public avocations ; and as I learned that the Rev.
Dr. Buchanan was nominated by the government of
Bengal, to travel over the same ground, for pur-
poses somewhat similar, I did not think it incum-
bent on me to take up more than a general view of
the subject, and I directed my attention according-
ly, not so much to details as to matters of compre-
hensive import.

¢« The first object to which the orders of govern-
ment refer, 1 is, to an account of the mtroductxon of
Christianity into this country.

¢ There can be no doubt whatever, that the St.
Thomé Christians settled on the Malabar coast at a
very early period of the Christian church; from
- whence they, at one time, spread in various direc-
tions as far even as Mileapoor, and St. Thomas’s
Mount :—but to derive authentic information as to
the time of their arrival; is at present no easy task.

‘¢ From the confusion arising from the imperfec-
tion of Hindoo chronology, from the desire which
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these Christians have to derive their origin from
the earliest possible times, (which may perhaps have
introduced false traditions amongst them,) and'as
all their authentic records are reported to have been
destroyed during the persecutions of the church of
Rome; from all these circumstances, whether we
refer to the Hindoo accounts, to the St. Thomé
Christians themselves, or to’their persecutors, the

. Roman Catholics, we are not likely to arrive at any
certain conclusion as to the exact time of their es-
tablishment in Malabar. Some circumstances,
however, may be collected from undoubted authori-
ty, by which it may be inferred, that they have been
for nearly fifteen centuries established in India ; for
we find, in ecclesiastical history, that at the ﬁrst
council at Nice, in the year 325, a bishop from In-
dia was amongst the number composing that me-
morable synod; and, in the creeds and doctrines of
the Christians of Malabar, internal evidence exists
of their being a primitive church; for the supremacy
of the pope 1s denied, and the doctrme of Transub-
stantiation never has been held by them; and they
regarded, and still regard the worship of i images as
idolatrous, and the doctrine of purgatory to be fa-
bulous:—moreover, they never admitted as sacra-
ments, extreme unction, marriage, or confirmation:
all which facts may be substantiated on reference
to the acts of the Synod established by Don Alexis
de Meneses, archbishop of Goa, at Udiamper, in
the year 1599.

“ The history of this council will be found most
ably detailed in a work printed in French, and cn-
titled, ¢ The history of Christianity in Indxa,” pub-
lished at the Hague, in the year 1724, by La Croze,
the celebrated librarian to the king of Prussia.

¢ The object of this work was to deduce, from
authentic materials, the rise, progress, and establish-
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ment of Christianity in the East ; and to hold up to
disgrace, and to merited indignation, the bigotted
and unworthy conduct of the Roman Catholic
church, in the persecution set on foot by her emis-
saries, under her avowed sanction, against the pri-
mitive Christians, who were found settled on the
coast of Malabar ; and La Croze seems to have dis-
charged his duty to the public in a most faithful,
interesting, and able manner.

¢ When the Portugueze first arrived in this
country, in the beginning of the sixteenth century,
they found a Christian church using the Syrio-
Chaldaic language, established in the neighbour-
hood of Cranganorc ; and, though it was published
to the world many centuries before that period, that
such a church existed, yet we find their ignorance
expressed in the wonder which it excited.

«« These Christians met the Portugueze as natu-
ral friends and allies, and rejoiced at their coming ;
but the Portugueze were much disappointed at find-
ing the St. Thomé Christians firmly fixed in the
tenets of a primitive church; and soon adopted
plans for drawing away from their pure faith this
innocent, ingenuous, and respectable people : how-
ever, after using for nearly a century, all the cus-
tomary arts and abominable persecutions of the
church of Rome to no purpose, Don Alexis De
Meneses, the archbishop of Goa, appeared amongst
them ; and, by his commanding influence, his zeal,
and his learning, and on the authority of what he
called the Council of Udiamper, forced the Syrian
Metropolitan, his priests, and people, into the Ro-
mam pale. The Archbishop, however, had not
long quitted the scenc of this triumph of bigotry.’
ere the people sighed for their old religion, and
eherished it in private; but on the 22d of May,
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1653, they held a congress at Alingatte, and great
numbers, headed by their Metropolitan, revolted
publicly from the Romish communion; nor has all
the influence of the Roman Pontiff, and the kings
of Portugal, been able to draw them away again
from their old faith. |

¢t Leaving the history of this interesting people,
which is affectingly delineated in La Croze’s book,
I shall, in this report, confine myself more particu-
larly to the existing state of Christianity in Mala-
bar; and, in order that your Lordship may have the
subject clearly before you, I shall consider each
sect of Christians by itself, under the head of, 1st,
St. Thomé, or Jacobite Christians;—3dly, The
Syrian Catholics, who have been forced from the
Jacobite Church into the Romish pale; and, 3dly,
The Latin Church.

St. Thomé, or Jacobite Christians.

¢« These people, who still retain their ancient
creed and usages, consider themselves as the de-
scendants of the flock established by St. Thomas,
who is gencrally esteemed the Apostle of the East.
Their ancestors emigrated from Syria, and the Sy-
rio-Chaldaic is the language in which their church
service is still performed. They admit no ima
within their churches, but a figure of the Virgin
Mary with the child Jesus in her arms, which is
considered merely as an ornament, and not a sub-
ject for idolatrous worship. They are generally
denominated by the country people, Nazaranee
Mapilles. Nazaranee is obviously derived from
Nazareth: but the origin of the word Mapillah is
variously accounted for ;—by some, it is ingeni-
ously supposed to refer to the Virgin and Child,
the only image admitted within their churches; as
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Ma implies Mother, in various languages, derived
from the Sungscrit; and Pillah, Child. Others
again, construe the term to indicate the rank origi-
nally conferred on these Christians by the sovereign
of Malabar. Poolah signifies a class, in a state sy-
nonimous with our secretaries. Ma or Maha sig-
nifies great or superior. 'The term Mapillah is in.
discriminately applied to Jews and Musselmen as
to these Christians, distinguishing each by the pre-
fix of the Jew, Syrian, or Nazaranee, or Mussel-
man.

¢ It is certain that grants of honour and emolu.
ment were formerly possessed by these Christians,
given to them by a King of Malabar, named Pere-
maul, engraven on eopper, five of which engrav.
ings are still in existence ; <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>