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DNSREMLY RELIGIOUS ANECDOTES. 
To the Editor of the (London) Chriatien Observer. 

I remember having read in former years, 
some animadversions in your pages upon inju- 
dicious and unseemly anecdotes in tracts, ser- 
mons, and the hes delivered at meetings 
of Societies. | hope the evil has abated.. From 
sermons, the narratives to which | allude are 
banished ; nor were they ever admitted, at least. 

. in the-Anglican Church in modern days, except 
by. very few ill judging individuals; of whom 
the race has become extinct. In some religious 
‘books and tracts the anecdotes I believe have 
been_revised, and more strict regard is now 
paid both to authenticity, propriety, and utility. 
The speeches delivered at the meetings of reli- 
gious institutions are also for the most part wéed- 
ed of those facetious stories which were once 
too common; but exceptions still occur, and 
unhappily the exceptions are supposed, or at 
least alleged, to be the rule, by those who cavil 
at such societies or meetings ; as .iftheir friends 
met to listen to drolleries rather than for godly 
edification. . 

It does, however, now and then happen that 
some religious and zealous, but not over-wise, 
‘man gravitates by a sort of affinity towards 
what neither good taste nor sound judgment can 
approve ; and one can but wonder how he per- 
suades himself that he honours God or pro- 
motes piety by his odd outpourings. But the 
evil does not end with himself. His facetious 
tales are perhaps received with a smile at the 
‘moment by some wiser persons who by no 
means approve of them ; while the less discreet 
_treasure them up, and relate them, as though 
they were the most happy and valuable portions 
of the several addresses. Nor does the matter 
rest here: for perhaps some injudicious writer 
for the pré’s relates the unprofitable gossip in 
print with high encomiums; so that those who 
chance to read such accounts, must conclude 
that “ religious anecdotes,” as they are called, 
are vastly ** funny.” | 

Shall | produce an illustration of my remarks? 
Ifido not, I may be thought to bring a false 
_accusation ; if I I add to the circulation of 
the tales which I censure. The first alterna- 
tive would prevent the practical utility. of my 
denouncement ; but the second I may disarm of 
evil by choosing an illustration so absurd or dis- 

_ pleasing as to offer no temptation to imitation. 
_ As it matters not from what quarter I select a 

proceedin 

_ bation from speeches delivered “ not long since” 

_ genuine? I cannot, indeed, say they are not; 

addreaged 

~ was no mistaking it for any casual effect ; and 

_ When he had finished his oration, he asked a 
. friend what could possibly have occasioned so 

“mately worthy of a smile. But to return to the. 

_ butathey sound rather like fabrications. . But, 

specimen, I will take one from a respectable |. 
American religious publication; though the re- 
lation applies to an English town, and an: Eng- 
lish Missionary. Sociaty, The retailer says: 

«Phe following anecdotes were related in 
Liverpool, not long since, at a meeting of the 

| Missionary Society. ‘They are both cap- 
ital of their kind, and show how important it is 

: _that an orator should possess a thorough know- 
ledge of the language in which he addresses an 

prove a negative ; but I do not 
ieve that they were related in ad- 
n the platform, though they might 

tual purpdse could they serve? and as to being 
adduced ‘to show that a missionary must learn 
to understand the language of the people to 
whom he.-is sent, the assertion would be read- 
ily credited without the introduction of these not 
very seemly “ religious anecdotes” to prove it. 
The namés of the two speakers are not men- 
tioned ; but if they did really narrate these sto- 
ries, it is very clear they were thinking rather 
of the jest.than of the moral; and that they 
were more anxious to excitea laugh than to 
guard agaiast irreverent association. The first 
anecdote in particular, being a pun upon the 

| words of Scripture, is painful and revolting ; 
™* | and | cannot but think that if related as affirm- 

ed, it must have elicited the serious reprobation 
of an audience of Christians assembled to pro- 
mote the extension of their Redeemer’s king- 
dom. 

But even. if such things occasionally fall from 
|| the lips of ao incautious and ill-judging speaker, 

why should they be printed, and re-printed as: 
“capital .religious” anecdotes? The injury 
caused by this class of stories is very great. 
Religion is: blended with trifling or ludicrous as- 
sociatiotis ; the mind is injured by trifling with 
sacred things; the sirong are offended ; the 
weak are. perplexed, and..worldlings scoff. If 
we must have facetious stories, at least let us 
acknowledge them to be such, and not palm 
them off as narratives for spiritual edification. 
But it were far better to‘ discard them alto-. 
gether ; at least so it appears to. 

OnE OF THE WEAK. 

CALVIN VINDICATED. 
To.the Editor of the Presbyterian. 

Reverend and Dear Brother—Thevollowing 
Letter, and another which you will receive in 
afew days, were written a number of weeks 
ago, and sent to Lincolnton, in North Carolina, 
for insertion in the “Lincoln Republican,” a 
weekly journal printed in thattown. Very un- 
‘expectedly to me, the Editor of that paper, 
afier publishing Bishop Ives’s letter, refused to 
give admission to my reply. On learning this, 
| requested the friend to whose care my com- 
munications had been sent, to transmit them to 
the ‘“* Watchman of the South,” in whose pages 
they would be likely to be seen by a large num- 
ber of those who had been readers of the ** Lin- 
coln Republican.” But, as Bishop Ives’s letter 
has been republished in at least one paper in 
your city; and as in my reply to an attack in 
that paper, which you were so good as to pub- 
lish, I referred to the letters which had been 
sent to North Carolina for further light on the 
same subje¢t, I hope you will do me the favour 
to give insertion in the Presbyterian to the first 
letter, which you will receive herewith;-and 
also to the second, which, with the permission 
of Providence, will reach you next week in the 
Watchman of the South. , 

I make no apology, Mr. Editor, for the trou- 
ble which I have given you, for several weeks 
ast, in consequence of these ecclesiastical po- 
lg I regret them as much as any one can 
do. ‘They were not of my seeking. I am not 

conscious on this, or on any other occasion, of 
having ever gone into the field of denominae 
tional controversy, excepting when forced into 
it. by fidelity to. my beloved Church, and to her 
Head, my Master in heaven. ‘To that high re- 
sponsibility, however irksome controversy may, 
be, especially at my time OF life, I T 
never be suffered tobe recreant. It would be 
much more agreeable to me to have no warfare 
but with the open enemies of our ‘‘ common 
salvation;” but surely complaints of “ attack” 
come with rather an ill grace from those who 

assembly.” 
The retailer, it will be-observed, is not con- 

strained, in the ordinary.course of reporting the 
of a meeting, to mention these an- 

ecdotes. He selects them with special appro- 

—a.very vague chronology—in a distant land; 
but the anecdotes being too good to be lost, he 
caunot forbear making them known to his coun- 
trymen. He seems, however, to be secretly con- 
scious that they needed an apology when cited 
for religious sfhBcation; and therefore he grave- 
ly tells us not only that “they are capital of 
their kind”—that is, | suppose, good Joe Miller 
jests—but “they show how important it is that 
an orator should ess a thorough knowledge 
of the language in which he addresses an as- 
sembly ;” a truth so obvious and so little need- 
ng proof, that one might shrewdly suspect it is 
only made a pretext for troduping the two 
‘“‘ capital” anecdotes, which areas follow: | 

“« A meeting in connexion with the —— So-. 
ciety, was recently held in Paris, at which a 
gentleman appeared, who had been sent over 
from England. ‘This representative had been 
chosen, we understand, for his superior know- 
ledge of the French language. In his turn, he 

the Parisian assembly, with great fire 
and efiergy ; but when he expected to see them 
beaming with enthusiasm, or melted into tears, | 
he observed a smilé‘on every face, and heard 
fsom every quarter the sound of suppressed 
laughter. This occurred so often that there 

the gentleman was, no doubt, mightily astonish- 
ed at such a display from a people so well bred 
as the French are generally allowed to be. 

much laughter .while he was speaking. He 
found, to his utter dismay, that, in his eagerness 
to impress upon the assembly the necessity of 
taking the water of life (the Scriptures) to the, 
peor heathens, he had unconsciously been ex- 
patiating with all his might on the virtues of 
brandy, (eau de vie,) exhorting the multitude to 
enable them,to send brandy to those who were 
athirst, agd telling them that thousands of their 
fellow gfeatures were. perishing for lack of 
brandy!” 

, “Another reverend gentleman, wishing to 
parallel the above anecdote, told of a French 
divine, who, preaching in this country, fell into 
a mistake almost as-amusing as the above. As 
the English were accustomed to call those of 
their communion their flock, the French desig- 
nate all who assemble under their ministry their 
sheep. The French divine alluded -to, ha- 
ranguing his hearers in English, but: forget- 
ting that we have in our language éwo transla- 
tions for mouton, one signifying the dead, and 
the other the living animal, continually address- 
ed his congregation, much to their surprise, as 
his dear muttons /” 

With regard to these two “ capital” religious 
anecdotes, a few queties arise. First, are they 

for L have known mistakes quite as ‘capital ;” 
as for example, a much respected English cler- 
gyman so pronouncing the name of the natu- 
ralist Buffon as to convey to French ears the 
idea of “ buffoon,” and thereby causing much 
merriment. Ihave not transgressed my own 
rule in adducing this illustration, as | do not 
give it as.a “ religious” anecdote; nor does it, 
touch upon sacred things, so that it is. legiti- 

alleged Liverpool stories: they may be true; 

true or. false, were they delivered at a meeting 
of a Missionary Society at Liverpool ? Here 

\ 

scarcely ever issue a paper without loading it 
with offensive missiles against all who are ou 
of their pale. It has often amused me to se 
what.morbid sensibility to what they called “at 
tacks,” was manifested by those who. were’con 
stantly dealing around them “ firebrands an 
arrows,” and professing at the same time, i 
words, to be “ fierce for moderation,” and * fu 
rious for peace.” 1 am, my dear sir, very re 
spectfully yours, SaMuEL 

Princeton, January 24, 1842. 

To the Editor of the Lincoln Republican. 
Sir—lt was not until this day that I saw, in 

your paper of the 10th instant, a letter from 
Bishop Ives, in reply to a letter from me, di- 
rected to a clerical friend in your neighbour- 
hood, and published in your paper a few weeks 
before. it 

My letter was a private one, and published 
altogether without my consent. 1 kept no copy 
of it, arid while I distinctly remember its gene- 
ral substance, I have not the least recollection 
of its language. The Bishop complains of the 
language, as strongly characterized by asperity 
and positiveness. As I have never seen even 
the printed copy, as it appeared in your paper, 
J.am wholly unable to make any other reply to 
this charge, than to say, that, as I felt strongly 
ou the subject, and was perfectly confident that 
the allegations which | opposed were altogether 
unfounded, | think it probable, that in a private 
letter to a friend, I expressed myself in terms 
which weuld have becn modified if 1 had felt 
myself to be writing forthe public eye. I had 
an interview with Bishop Ives, in this place, 
since the date of his letter ; but as | had not the 
least knowledge, at that time of the publication 
of my own letter, or of his reply- to it, nothing, 
of course, respecting the matter passed at that 
interview. 

More than two months ago, a correspondent 
in North Carolina informed me that Bishop 
Ives, ina public discourse delivered a short time 
before, alleged that the celebrated Kelormer 
Calvin had avowed a belief in the divine insti- 
tution of Episcopacy, and had requeste® to re- 
ceive Episcopal ordination from the Bishops of 
England. My correspondent requested me to 
inform him whether there was any foundation 
for this statement. I ventured, without hesita- 
tion, to assure him that there was not, and that 
no well-informed person could er.” it. 
f have no recollection of having impeached the 
honesty or the varacity of the reverend preach- 
er; for I had no doubt that he made the state- 
mént on evidence which he deemed sufficient ; 
and [ have still no doubt that he verily, believed 
what he stated to be strictly true. ButI meant 
to express, and presume I did express, strong 
confidence that the representation which he 
made was entirely .incorrect. Bishop Ives is 
equally confident that his representation was 
well founded ; and, in his reply to my publish- 
ed letter, has made statements which he seems 
to think perfectly decisive, and which, I dare 
say, many others will deem equally decisive, 
in support of his representation. And yet I will 
again assert, and hope | shall make it appear 
to the satisfaction of every candid reader, that 
that representation is destitute of all solid sup- 
port in historical verity. ) | 
The first testimony which Bishop Ives ad-| 

duces in support of his former statement, 1s in 
the following words: “ In-his commentary upon 
1 Tim. iv. 14, a passage so much relied upon 
by Presbyterians, he gives an interpretation 
which makes. it perfectly consistent with the 
Episcopal character of Timothy.” __ 

The passage, in our common translation, 
reads thus: Neglect not the gift that is in thee, 

in conversation ; for what spiri-| 

which was given thee by with the] 
laying on of the hands of the presbytery. 

Calvin’s commentary is as follows: “ He ad- 
monishes him. that he should employ the grace 
with which he was endowed for the edification 
ofthe Church. For it is not the will of the 
Lord that those talents should perish, or be use- 
lessly buried ia the earth, which he has deposi- 
ted with any one to be profitably used. , To ne- 
glect a gift, is, through sloth and negligence, to 
leave it unemployed; so that, given up, as it 
were, to rust, it is worn out in no useful service. 
Therefore let each of us consider what abilities 
he has, that he may sedulously apply them to 
some use. He says that the grace was given 
to him by prophecy. How? Doubtless (as we 
said befure) because the Holy Spirit, by reve- 
lation, had appointed Timothy to be set apart to 
the office of a pastor; for he had not been cho- 
sen only by man’s judgment, as is customary, 
but by the previous declaration of the Spirit. 
He says that it was conferred with the laying 
on of hands; by which is meant that, in addi- 
tion to the ministerial office, he was furnished 
also with the necessary gilts. It was a settled 
custom with the Apostles to. ordain ministers 
with the imposition of hands—and, indeed, con- 
ceraing this rite, its origin and meaning, I have 
treated at some length before, and a full ac- 
coun, may be found in the Institutes. Presby- 
tery——-Those who think that this is a collective 
name put for the college of Presbyters, in my 
opinion judge correctly. Although, all things 
considered, I confess there is another sense not 
unsuitable, viz: that it is the name of an office. 
The ceremony he has put for the act of ordina- 
tion itself. ‘Therefore the sense is, that Tim- 
othy, when called to the ministry by the voice 
of the prophets, and afterwards ordained by the 
customary rile, was, at the same time, furnish- 
ed for the performance of his duties by the 
grace of the Holy Spirit—whence we infer that 
it was not an empty'rite, for to that consecra- 
tion which men represented figuratively by the 
imposition of hands, God imparted reality, (or 
ratification) by His Spirit.” aes 

This is Calvin’s commentary on the passage 
in question, and it is the whole of it. He who 
can find any thing favourable to the Episcopal 
character of Timothy here, will be at no loss 
to find it in any document onearth. The only 
thing noticeable in its bearing on that point is 
the suggestion, that while in the opinion of Cal- 
vin the term Presbytery means the bench or 
body of Presbyters, it may mean the name of 
an office. But surely this makes nothing in fa- 
vour of the prelatical character of Timothy; 
for if this sense be admitted, then the statement 
will be that Timothy was ordained to the office 
of the Presbyterate, or was made a Presbyter. 

The Bishop next produces a fragment from 
Calvin’s commentary on Titus 1. 5, which he, 
thus translates: ‘* We learn also from this place 
that there was not then such an equality among 
the ministers of the Church, but that some one 
had the pre-eminence in authority and-counsel.”’ 

The candid reader will doubtless feel aston- 
ished when he reads this passage in connec- 
tion with the context in which it stands—It is 
as follows: | | 

“« Presbyters or Elders, it is well known, 
are not so denominated on account of their age, 
since young men are sometimes chosen to this 
office, as, for instance, Timothy; but it has 
always been customary, in all ages, to apply 
this title, as a term of honour, to all rulers— 
and as we gather, from the first Epistle to 
Timothy, that there were two kinds of Elders, 
so here the context shows that no other than 
tearhing Didctrs ar tu ve is 

those who were ordained to teach, because the 
same persons are immediately afterwards call- 
ed Bishops. It may be objected that too much 
power seems to be given to Titus, when the 
Apostle commands him to appoint ministers 
over all the Churches. This, it may be said, 
is little less than kingly power; for, @n this 
plan, the right of choice is taken away from 
the particular Churches, and the right of judg- 
ing in the case from the college of pastors— 
and this would be to profane the whole of the 
sacred discipline of the Church. But the an- 
swer is easy. Every thifig was not entrusted to 
Titus as an individual, nor was he allowed to 
impose such Bishops on the Churches as he 
pleased ; but he was commanded to preside in 
the elections as a Moderator, as it is necessary 
for some one todo. This is a mode of speak- 
ing exceedingly common. Thus a Consul or 
Regent or Dictator is said to create Consuls, 
because he convenes assemblies for the pur- 
pose of making choice of them. So also Luke 
uses the same mode of speaking concerning 
Paul and Barnabas in the Acts of the Apostles; 
not that they alone authoritatively appointed 
pastors over the Churches without their being 
tried or approved; but they ordained suitable 
men, who had been elected or chosen by the 
people. We learn also from this place, that 
there was not, then, such an equality among 
the ministers of the Church as was inconsistent 
with some one of them presiding in authority 
and counsel. This, however, is nothing like 
the tyrannical and profane Prelacy which reigns 
in the Papacy: the plan of the Apostles was al- 
together different.” oa | 

Is the reader prepared to find Bishop Ives 
’ separating the last sentence but one in this pa- 
ragraph from what preceded and what follows, 
and calling it a declaration in favour of Epis- 
copacy, when its whole tenor is directly the 
other way? If the Bishop had read one page 
further. on, he would have found in Calvin’s 
commentary on verse 7th of the same chapter, 
the following still more explicit declarations: 

‘Moreover, this place abundantly teaches 
us that there is no difference between Presby- 
ters and Bishops, because the Apostle now 
calls promiscuously by the second of these 
names thuse whom he had beforo called Pree- 
byters—and indeed the argument which fol- 
lows employs both names indifferently in the 
same sense, which Jerome hath observed, as 
well in his commentary on this passage, as in 
his Epistle to /Boagriv And hence we may 
see how more(has been yielded to the opinions 
of men than was decent because the style of 
the Holy Spirit being abrograted, a custom in- 
troduced by the will of man prevailed. I do 
not, indeed, disapprove of the opinion that, 
soon after the commencement of the Church, 
every college of Bishops had some one to act 
as Moderator. But that a name of office 
which God had given in common to all, should 
be transferred to an individual alone, the rest| 
being robbed of it, was both injurious and ab- 
surd. Wherelore, so to pervert the language 
of the Holy Spirit as that the same expressions 
should convey a meaning to us different from 
that which he intended, partakes too much of 

It is worthy of remark that the work which 
contains this passage was published in 1549, 
in the reign of Edward V1., and when Calvin 
was carrying on a friendly correspondence with 
Arch-bishop Cranmer—yet he did not hesitate 
then to avow his Presbyterian sentiments. | 

Again; In his commentary on 1 Peter v. 1, 
written in 155], and dedicated to Edward VI. 
of England, Calvin thus speaks : | 

‘“‘ Presbyters.—By this title he designates 
pastors, and whoever were appointed to the 
government of the Church. And since Peter 

hence apparent that this name was common. 
calls himself a Presbyter, like the rest, it is] _ 

which, indeed, from many other passages, ap- 

pears still. more clearly. - Moreover, by this 
title he claimed to himself authofity, as if he 
had said that he admonished pastérs in his own 
right, because he was one of thew, number, for 
among colleagues there ought tp be this mu- 
tual privilege: whereas if he had enjoyed any 
pre-eminence of authorit anne them, he 
might have urged that, and it woald have been 
more pertinent to the occasion. But although 
he was an Apostle, yet he knew that this gave 
him no authority over his colleagues, but that 
he was-rather joinediwith the rest, in a sogial| 
office.”’ 

Bishop Ives, ¢s a further proof that Calvin | 
was persuaded of the Divine right of Prelacy, 
tells us that in his commentary on Galatians 
ii. 9, he represents it as “highly probable that 
St. James was prefect of the Church of Jeru- 
salem.” ‘ Now, says he, a prefect is a chief 
and permanent ruler of others.” _ Here again 
the slightest inspection of what Calvin does 
really and truly say, will sufficiently. refute this 
construction of his language. It is this, © 

‘*‘When the question is here epncerning dig- 
nity, it may seem wonderful that’ James should 
be preferred to Peter. Perhaps that might 
have been done because he was.the president, | 
(proefectus) of the Church of Jerysalem. In 
regard to what may be included 1# the title of 
‘Pillars,’ we know that it is so ordered in the 
nature of things, that those who excel others 
in talents, in prudence, or in other gifts, are 
also superior in authority. So in the Church 
of God, by how much any one excels in grace 
by so much ought he to be preferred in honour. 
For it is ingratitude, nay it is impiety, not to 
do homage to the Spirit of God wherever he 
appears in his gifts. Hence it is that a people 
cannot do without a pastor, so every assembly 
of pastors needs some one to act as moderator. 
But it ought ever to be so ordered that he who 
is first of all should bea servant, according to 
Matt. xxiii. 12.” 
In his commentary on Acts xx. 28, written 

in 1560, a few years before his death, Calvin 
expresses himself thus: ‘*Conceruing the word 
Bishop it is observable that Paul gives this ti- 
tle to all the Elders of Ephesus; from which 
we may infer, that, according to Scripture, 
Presbyters differed, in no respect, fom Bishops ; 
but that it arose from corruption, and a depar- 
ture from primitive purity, that those-whe held 
the first seats in particular cities began to be call- 
ed Bishops. 1 say that it arose frum corruption 
not that it is an evil for some one in each col- 
lege of pastors, to be distinguished above the 
rest; but because it is intolerable presumption, 
that men, in perverting the titles of Scripture 
to their own humour, do not hesitate to alter the 
meaning of the Holy Spirit.” 2 

The Bishop’s extract from Calvin’s work 
De necessitate Reformande Ecclési@ will also 
prove, when examined, quite as little to his 
purpose as any of the preeeeme The pas- 
sage, as given by him, is in following 
words: “If they will give us suchan hierarchy 
in which the bishops have such a preeminence 
as that they do not refuse to be subject to Christ, 
then I will confess that they are worthy of all 
anathemas, if any such shall be found who 
will not reverence it, and submit themselves to 
it with the utmost obedience. 

The passage, as really found in Calvin’s 
work is as follows—Afier speaking of the hie- 
rarchy of the Romish Church; of its claims 
of uninterrupted succession from the apostles, 
which he turns into ridicule; and of the gross 
departure of the bishops from the spirit and 
rules of the guspel, hC Says: 4f the Papicts 
would exhibit to us such an hierarchy, as that 
the bishops should be so distinguished as not to 
refuse to be subject to Christ; to rely on himas 
their only Head; to cherish fraternal union 
among thernselves; and to be bound together by 
no-other tie than his truth, then I should confess 
that there is no anethema of which they are not 
worthy, who should not regard such an hie- 
rarchy with reverence and obedience. But 
what likeness to such an one is borne by that 
spurious hierarchy, in which they (the Roman- 
ists) boast?” He thén: goes cn inveighing 
against the arrogance and tyranny of the Bish- 
op of Rome, by name, and showiag how entire- 
ly different that system is from that to which 
Christ and his apostles gave their sanction, and 
even that which prevailed in thetime of Cyp- 
Tian. 

It is well known that Calvin, ia allshis wri- 
tings, maintained that there were Bishops in 
the primitive Church; that every pastor of a 
congregation was a scriptural bishop; of course, 
he might well say, that if there were any who 
would not obey such bishops as were conform- 
ed to the will of Christ, they were worthy of 
all condemnation. Some have alleged indeed, 
that his use of the word hierarchy, (hierarchi- 
am) in this passage, proves that be could have 
had reference to no other than a prelatical gov- 
ernment; that the term is never applied to any 
other. This is an entire mistake The word 
hierarchy simply implies sacred or ecclesiasti- 
cal government. It may be applied with as 
much propriety to Presbyterianisn or Indepen-. 
dency, as to Prelacy. Calvin himself in his 
Institutions, Book iv. chapter 5, s»eaks of that 
hierarchy or spiritual government, which was 
left in the Church by the apostles, and which 
he expressly declares, in the same chapter, to 
be Presbyterian in its form. 

Further, we are told, it seems, by Durell, in 
his ** View of the Foreign Reformed Churches,” 
that Calvin, in writing to an “old friend,” 
speaks of the office of Bishop as ‘of divine 
institution or appointment.” It is true that lan- 
guage of this kind is found in that letter, but the 
most cursory perusal of the whole letter, will 
banish from any candid mind the idea that Cal- 
vin is here speaking of diocesan or prelatical 
Episcopacy. Does not every intelligent reader 
know that that great Reformer believed and 
uniformly taught that the office of Bishop (that 
is, of the primitive, parochial bishop,) was a 
divine institution? It is evidently of this paro- 
chial Episcopacy that he speaks, when writing 
to his ‘‘ old friend” in the language above quo- 
ted. The duties which he urges upon him, and 
the pass<ges of Scripture which he quotes to en- 
force his counsel ; all show that it is that Epis- 
copacy alone which he maintains to be of divine 
appointment. A Prelatist might as well quote 
the fourth chapter of the Presbyterian Form of 
Government, in which it speaks of Bishops, as 
proof positive that’ it maintains the divine right 
of Prelacy, as adduce the language cited by 
Bishop Ives to prove that Calvin was an advo- 
cate of the divine Institution of prelatical Epis- 
copacy. 

Such is the clear, indubitable testimony that 
the illustrious Reformer of Geneva was guiltless 
of the charge which has been brought against 
him. It is manifest that, with perfect unifor- 
mity during the greater part of his public life 
from 1535 to 1560, he steadfastly maintained 
the doctrine that thé apostolic form of church 
government was Presbyterian, and not Prelati- 
_cal: that even in works which he dedicated to 
the king of England and to the Lord Protector, 
the highest nobleman in the realm, he still firm- 
ly contended for the scriptural doctrine of min- 
isterial parity. The more closely | examine his 
writings, the more confirmed is my persuasion,} 

.that nothing which wears ,a contrary aspect can 
be fairly produced from them. | 

II. The second allegation of Bishop Ives, is, 
that this eminant man wished to introduce Pre- 
lacy into the Church of Geneva; and that he 

every human wo.—Hannah Moore. 

forth.” It is obviously of great age ; and if not 

united with others in requesting the, English 
Bishops to impart it to them. 
_If [ donot greatly mistake, this allegation also 

is capable of being completely refuted. But as 
I have already trespassed so far on the columns 
of your paper, [ shalt postpone to another week, 
the remarks and the testimony which I have te 
adduce in: regard to that point. In tl D 
time, I am, Sir, with great respect, ygOr obedi- 
ent servant, SAMUEL*MILLER. 

Princeton, Nov. 20th, 1841. . 

CERTAINTIES OF CHRISTIANITY. 
' Behold the heart-consoling, exhilarating, tri- 
umphant certainties of Christianity. “1 kaow 
that my Redeemer liveth, and that He shall stand 
in the latter day upon the earth.”—* In my flesh 
[ shall see God, whom mine eyes shal! behold 
and not another.”—“ f am the resurrection and 
the life, saith the Lord, whosoever liveth and be- 
lieveth in me shall never die.”—Here is the true 
balm of Gilead—here is the healing cordial for 

THE GARDEN OF GETHSEMANE ‘AND BETHANY. 
But beyond all question, the most interesting 

and memorable spot which this celebrated val- 
ley (the valley of Jehoshaphat) contains, is the 

rden of Gethsemane. To this garden an un- 
ying interest attaches, as the scene of our 

Lord’s agony. ‘When Jesus had spoken these 
wor'!s, he went forth with his disciples over the 
brook Cedron, where was a garden, into the 
which he entered.* And here it is, lying on the 
foot of the Mount of Olives, on the east side of 
the Kedron, and ‘ occupying the very spot one’s 
eye would turn to, looking up from the page of 
Scripture.’— It is an even plat of ground, ‘ not 
above fifty-seven ‘yards square,’ t¢ enclosed by a 
low broken stone fence. A foot-path intersects 
it in an oblique direction; and as the monks 
have determined that this is the ground on which. 
Judas walked when he betrayed his Master with 
a kiss, they have walled it off from the rest, 
and pronounced it accursed. Eight venerable 
olive-trees still grow here,§ and vindicate its 
‘claim to be regarded as the very garden to 
which Christ resorted on the night alluded to, 
and where he offered the prayer—“ Father, if 
it be possible, let this cup pass from me.” The 
soil belaw them is bare without flower or ver-| 
dure of any kind,|| as if the penal fires which 
smote the human nature of the Son of God with 
such terrible energy, had withered also the earth 
on which he stood, and dried up all the springs 
of its fertility. No more fitting spot could have 
been chosen for the awful event, of which, 
eighteen hundred years ago, it Was the scene, 
and which has given to it an eternal interest. 
Overhung on the one side by the mountain, and 
‘on the other by the battlements of the temple 
and city, while the shadows of the night were 
still further deepened by the spreading olives of 
the garden—this was the very spot to which the 
‘soul of our surety, which now began to be “ ex- 
ceeding sorrowlul,” would naturally turn. 
‘The wilderness could not have afforded him a 
more secluded spot, where his sorrows might 
flow unseen; and here he was near at hand, and 
ready against the hour when he was to be “ led 
as a lamb to the slaughter.” With regard to 
the olives of the modern Gethsemane, the.monks 
affirm that they are the literal trees which stood 
here on the night referred to. This is. impossi- 
ble, since all the trees in the neighbourhood of 
JerusaJem were cut down by Titus, to serve in 
the siege of the city. The olive possesses the 
power of shooting out afresh afier it has been 

cut; and it is just possible that the modern 
olives of Gethsemane are stems from the old 
roots. 

age and of enormous size.1_ The monuments 
we have described partakes deeply in the deso- 
lation which characterisesall the scenery around 
Jerusalem. It has a withered, and ruinous as- 
pect. I'he western acelivity has a white chalky 
appearance. The generally dry bed of the 
Kedron, which occupies the bottom—the modul- 
dering tomb-stones in the Jewish and Turkish 
burial-grounds—the grey rocks at the bottom 
of the mountain—the inclosing hills, whose 
sides nearly naked, are of a dull red colour, and 
‘relieved only by a few black and parched vines, 
with some groves of wild olive-trees—the silent 
city above,‘ whence no smoke rises, no noise 
proceeds’ —‘ from the ruinous state of all these 
tombs, overthrown, broken, and half open, you 
would imagine that the last trump had already 
sounded and that the valley of Jehoshaphat was 
about to render up its dead.’** No one can 
survey the scene without calling to mind the 
touching lament which the Saviour poured over 
the city in the days of her pride, as he surveyed 
her from the Mount of Olives. ‘*O Jerusalem, 
Jerusalem, thou that killest the prophets, and 
stonést them who are sent unto thee, how often 
would I have gathered thy children together, 
even as a hen gathereth her chickens under her 
wings, and ye would not.” And how awfully 
has the closing prediction been fulfilled.— 
‘Behold, your house is left unto you desolate.’ f 

Beyond the Mount of Olives, on the east, is 
the village of Bethany—the quiet home of the 
happy family which “ Jesus loved.” The dis- 
tance is not more than two miles from Jerusa- 
lem. The path winds over the lower heights of 
Olivet, and has been “sanctified” by the feet 
which so often trod it at eventide. Here the 
last evenings of our Saviour on earth were pass- 
ed; for we are told, that, leaving the stormy 
scene of the day’s labours, he “‘ went out of the 
city into Bethany.” On our way to the village, 
we pass the spot which tradition has fixed on as 
the site of the fig-treef{ which Jesus cursed. 
The path is still bordered by a few straggling 
fig-trees.§§ Descending the eastern side of the 
hill, we enter Bethany—at this day a small 
hamlet, occupied. by Arabs, the fields around 
lying uncultivated and covered with rank grass|||| 
and wild flowers. It is easy to imagine the 
deep and still beauty of the spot, when it was 
the home of Lazarus, and his sisters Martha 
and Mary. Defended on the north and west by 
the Mount of Olives, it enjoys a delightful expo- 
sure to the southern sun.J7 The grounds 
around are obviously of great fertility, though 
quite neglected ; and the prospect to the south- 
east commands a magnificent view of the Dead 
Sea and the plains of Jordan. The monks un- 
dertake to show the ruins of the house in which 
Lazarus lived. ‘The stones are large and the 
architecture of a sombre cast; but the building 
unquestionably is of a much more recent con- 
struction than the time of Lazarus. Near to it 
is shown his tomb: and travellers are disposed 
to grant that this may indeed be the sepulchre 
in which he who was the “ Resurrection and 
the Life,” stood and cried—‘ Lazarus, come 

the very tomb, in all probability it is similar in 
character and construction to that which Laza- 
rus did indeed occupy. A flight of steps leads 
down into a square chamber hewn in the rock. 
A second descent communicates with another 
small room, in the side of which is a recess 
large enough to contain three bodies.*** ‘We 

* John xviii. 1. + Lindsay, vol. ii. p. 60, 
$+ Maundrell, p. 169. § Elliot, vol. ii. p. 434. 

|] Robinson, vol. i. p. 122. | 

** Chateaubriand, vol. ii. p, 34. {{ Matt. xxiii. 38. 
tt Dr. Shaw, p. 342. 
|||] Richardson, vol. ii. p. 371. 

Lindsay, vol. ii. p. 
*#* Wilson, p. 158; Richardson, vol. ii. p. 370. 

resting place for, their brother, where their own 

time, 1516, should arise’ after him that would 

The trees are unquestionably of great]. 

ed the next morning. 

. 2 | for this awful doom! 
Chateaubriand, vol. ii. p. 34, 35. soul, and warned me ofthe wiath to 

§§ Sandy’s p. 196. | 

are allowed to su > says Eliot, ‘that kin-| 
dred lové fiad led Martha and Mary to select a/ 

mortal remains might sleep with his till the day 
of resurrection.’* — M ‘Judea, Ammon, 
Moab, §c. | 

* Elliot, vol. ii. p. 463. 

ALL THAT I8 IN PERIL 18 NOT LOST. 
As for the trouble thou puttest thyself to con- 

cerning the cause and Church of Christ, which 
thou mayest see at any time distressed by the 
enemy, though God takes thy good-will to 
them (from which those thy fears arise) very 
kindly, yet there is no need of tormenting thy- 
self with that which is sure never to come to 
pass. ‘The Ark may shake, but it cannot fall: 
the ship of the Church may be tossed, but it 
cannot sink, for Christ is in it, and will awake 
time enough to prevent its wreck. ‘There is 
therefore no cause for us, when the storm beats 
hardest upon it, to disturb Him, as once the dis- 
ciples did, with the shrieks and outcries of our 
unbelief, as if all were lost. Our faith is more 
in danger of sinking at such a time, than the 
cause and Church of Christ are. They are 
both by the promise set out of the reach of men 
and devils. The gospel is an everlasting gos- 
pel, Rev. xiv. Heaven and earth shall pass 
away, but not one iota of this shall perish. 
Matt. v. The word of the Lord endureth for 
ever. 1 Pet. i. 28, and shall be alive to walk 
over all its enemies’ graves, yea, to see the 
funeral of the whote world, when, at the great 
day of the Lord, it must be everlastingly buried 
in its own ruins. And for the Church, that is 
built upon a rock impregnable, the gates of hell 
shall never prevail against it, Matt. xvi. It 
hath been oft in the sea, but never drowned ; 
seldom out of the fire, but never consumed; 
sometimes swallowed up to reason, but, like 
Jonah in the whale’s belly, cast up again, as|_ 
too heavy a charge for the strongest stomach 
that ever persecutor had to digest. The. faith 
of this hath carried the blessed martyrs to the 
grave, when they swam to it in their own blood 
with joy, becausé they knew the Church should 
have the day at last, and that they left others 
behind in pursuit of the vietory upon earth, 
while themselves were taken out of the field to 
triumph in heaven. Yea, some by prophetic 
spirit, have foretold the very time when the 
persecuted truths, that were then buried. with so 
much ignominy and scorn, should have a happy 
resurrection and victory over their proud ene- 
mies. Thus John Huss cited his enemies to 
answer him a hundred years aifter, comforting 
himself that though they then burnt the goose,* 
(alluding to his own name) a swap would come 
in his stead, that should fill the air with his 
sweet singing, which wag fulfilled in Luther, 
whose doctrine went far and. near, and*charm- 
ed the hearts of multitudes every where. And 
Hiltenius, another German divine, alleviated the 
miseties he endured in. his. stinking prison 
(where he died for rubbing the monks’ sores too 
hard) with this—that another, naming the very 

ruin the monks’ kingdom (whose abuses he had 
but gently reproved) and that they should not 
be able to resist his power, nor so much as fas- 
ten a chain upon him; which came to pass in 
Luther ; fer, to a miracle, he was kept out of 
the hands of this bloody enemies, though never 
was man’s blood more thirsted for.—Rev. W. 
Gurnall of Lavenham, 1661. 

* Husa, the Bohemian word for goose. 

REPROACHES OF THE LOST. 
If we could get near enough to the prison- 

house of souls (1 Pet. iii. 19,) to listen to what 
is passing there, we should overhear conversa- 
tions which would make our ears to lingle. It 
is not improbable that our names are there as- 
sociated with cursings and bitterness, and that 
the ruin of souls is ascribed to our negligence. 
We should hear one saying to his fellow-suf- 
ferer: ‘1 had a Christian neighbour who lived 
next door to me eighteen years. He knew that 
I was regardless of religion, that 1 seldom at- 
tended public worship, and that I often made the 
holy day of the Lord a season of worldly plea- 
sure, but he never reproved my sin. To his 
silence, [ may trace my ruin. I remember the 
turning point in my life; it wasthe morning of 
a bright and beautiful day. A friend had in- 
vited me to an excursion. His chaise drove off 
with us at the moment my neighbour was leav- 
ing his door to go to the house of God. 
would then have given the world to accompany 
him, but I had gone too far to retreat. How 
well I remember all that passed on that occa- 
sion! Oh, what a curse is memory now! God 
has set my sins “in order” before mine eyes. 
There they are, in all their horrible minuteness 
of circumstance; not a single aggravation 1s 
forgotten. My thoughts, all that day, ran on 
the account to which I should certainly be call- 

1 pondered over the best 
excuses that my proud heart or my vain imagi- 
nation could suggest. One was close confine- 
ment during the week, and the necessity of oc- 
casional recreation for the benefit of my health. 
Another, that the Sabbath was made for man, 
and not man forthe Sabbath. A third (and it 
was this that gave me greater relief than either). 
that it was only for once, that I never intended 
to do so again. Miserable was that day to me, 
and it was followed by a sleepless night. Con- 
science would not suffer me to slumber. But 
that was the last time conscierice ever disturb- 
ed my rest. Monday morning came. My an- 
swers were ready. I prepared myself for the 
dreaded interview, and wished it over. Had 
my neighbour then treated me with affection- 
ate fidelity, | had never gone on a Sunday’s ex- 
cursion again. 1 had already resolved that it 
should be the last time, and 1,wanted an oppor- 
tunity of saying so. Judge then my astonish- 
ment, when [ found that the religious friend, in 
whose eyes I had fancied myself degraded for 
ever, made not the slightest allusion to the man- 
ner in which I had passed the previous day ! 
His silence, | unhappily regarded as the sanc- 
tion of my sin. He was a kind neighbour, and 
a good man, and | could not imagine that he 
would see my soul in peril without informing 
me. Fortified by his indifference, I reached the 
conclusion which has satisfied thousands: | 
thought religion good but not indispensable. 
I regarded it as a thing about which every one 
should be fully persuaded in his own mind, and 
not make himself a busybody in other men’s 
matters. I felt assured that with it my neigh- 
bour would go to heaven, and almost as certain 
that [ should find my way thither without it. 
His conduct seemed to justify my opinion. For 
his habitual silence, I could account in no other 
way. During the lingering illness which brought 
my body to the grave, and my soul to this place 
of torment, there was hardly a day when | was 
not the subject of his kind inquiries. Yet not 
one word did he say about the claims of Christ, 
or the guilt and danger of neglecting the great 
salvation. ‘The consequence is, that here lam, 
and here I must stay for ever. Who can lie 
down in everlasting. burnings? But. have no 
other bed. Thanks to my Christian neighbour 

Had he been faithful to 

never-had | been here.” 
- “], too,” rejoins his. companion in misery, 

can be found:in.any part of the Church. 

1} serious preachers, they have much o 

affection and believed that her tove was no less 
than my own. Her piety was unquestioned. 
As she valued the ordinances of God, 1 con- 
stantly accompanied her to the sanctuary. At 
her request, | read prayers every morning and 

with our assembled household. It 
pleased her, and that was enough for me, for it 
was the study of my life to meet her views and 
anticipate her wishes. I heard her speak to 
others about Christ, and conversion, and eter- 
nity; but of these things she said not a word to 
me in a manner which indicated a suspicion 
that matters between my soul and God needed 
the slightest alteration. I gave myself eredit 
for the piety which she evidently accor 
and though I never went so far as to make a 
public profession of religion, 1 thought myself 
in a much better condition for doing so than 
many who did. Thus, life gently glided on till 
the illness overtook me of which I died. She 
then watched my bed with unwearied attention 
spoke of the valley of the shadow of death, and 
of fearing no evil there, but never asked me on 
what I was resting my hope for eternity. She 
took it for granted that I was right, and I thought 
so too. But she might have Fipwn that expe- 
rimeotal religion never had charms for me, and 
that beneath an irreproachable character before 
men, | had but ill concealed a heart at enmity 

have known it, had it not been that affection 
blinded her judgment; for there was nothing in 
me to warrant a belief that I had passed from 
death unto-life. My virtues were those which a 
heathen might have practised, and remained a 
heathen still: and such a religion as mine might 
have existed had Christ never died. And'thus I 
left the world, My last mortal recollection is that 
my dear wife kissed my cold cheek, and whisper- 
ed in my ear, ‘Farewell, my love, till we tin 
heaven.’ Meet in heaven? Never? If we meet, 
it will not be.there.” 

of kindness ; my parents loved me too tenderly 
to permit my salvation. lonce was most fear- 
fully alarmed about my soul; but they told me 
to beware of excitement, for it would inju 
health they cautioned me against enthusiastic 
views of religion, and assured me that | 
moral and virtuous Had nothing to fear. 
hearkened to their counsels ; my convictio 
away, and never troubled me again... T 
all the long months when consumption w 
ning its course, I cherished the hope of reco 
ery: not a word was said to undeceive m 
awoke and found myself here. ‘The 
is past, the summer is over, and Tam n 

3 From the Watchman of the 

THE THEOLOGY OF NEW ENGLA 
Much ‘has been said and written for 

years -past, at the South and West, respecting 
the theology of New Englend, and the true po- 
sition of the migisters here seems not ver 
understood, Allow me, therefore, Mr. | 
to make a few remarks:on this subject, 
may correct some mistakes into which some of 
my friends haye fallen. 

_ ‘The ministers of New England, clai 
be orthodox, may be divided into three c 
viz: 

| 1. There are some Old Calvinists.; so 

still adhere to the theology of the iakore of 
New England, embracing the views of such 
men as Owen, and Flavel, and Coles, and are 
as thorough on that system as any mén whd 

number of such among the ministers is not large, 
but there are intelligent Jaymen |i 
churches who embrace these views, whp have 

} not been exposed to_the controversies of the age, 
and have formed their opinions more from the 
sober reading of the Bible, as well as ancient 
authors. The writer of this is intimately ac- 
quainted with such, both clergymen and lay- 
men. | 

2. Scattered up and down throughout New 
England, there are many rank Taylorites, (I 
use this term merely for distinctica’s sake, with- 
out meahing any reproach,) some educated at 
the New Haven School, some at Andover, some 
at the Seminary in New York city, some at 
Auburn, some old men, who were in the|minis- 
try many years ago, and who embra 
new notions, when they began to be pro 
ted by such leading men as Dr. Taylor, Dr. 
Beecher, and athers. | 
Ofthese Taylorites there are several v 

Some, and especially the old men, are often very 
hodox 

phraseology, they oppose many of the 
measures,” and when accused of Tay 
generally deny it, and claim to have retained 
the old theology. These are they who| affirm 
that there is no difference between the parties, 
except in terms. ‘There are others who have 
been thoroughly imbued with the system while 
under tuition, and who are more bold ‘in their 
denunciation of the theology of the Fathers, 
| who talk much of the wonderful improvements 
of the present age, and affect to despise} every 

many important doctrines such as native de- 

of moral character, and are neither holy nor 
sinful. The tendency from these views is na- 
turally downward and it is not strange that some 
of these are soon found among the lowest ar- 
minians and perfectionists. | 

3. But a very respectable proportion | of the 
New England clergy, embracing probably more 
than one half of the whole, are still thoroughly 
orthodox on every important point, and are in 
perfect agreement with the Old-school Fresby- 
terians, except, possibly, in their views/of the 
atonement. And even on this point the |differ- 
ence between them, if there be any, is probably 
more in phraseology than inthe thing., The 
views of Symington on the sufficiency of the 
atonement would be in perfect accordance with 
them all, while perhaps they might demur a 
little as to his views of its extent. But afterall, 
there is probably, not more difference between 
them and the Presbyterians, than there is Among 
the Presbyterians themselves. 7 

This general class of the Congregationalists 
are not in perfect agreement among themselyes 
in every particular; some of them being 1 
| inclined to the views of Dr. Emmons on | 
efficiency, and some kindred subjects, 
others are, but agreeing on what they a 
sider.cardinal points, they are harmonio: | 

The above descriptions may be relied on as 
substantially correct, and the Old-school Pres- 
byterians may hence see how much te New 
they may find in New England. The 
school party in the Presbyterian Church have 
taken unwearied pains to prejudice the New Eng- 
land churches, and especially the mihisters, 
against the Old-school, by caricaturing their 
doctrines, and circulating namberless falsehoods 
respecting their policy, and their practice. But 
they begin to be understood, and the results of 
a few years more will, it is believed, co ipletely 
undeceive the people, and restore full confideiice 
between the sound part of both denomi 
Yours. | 

Vermont Nov. 25th 1841. | 

Christ says, “Wilt thou be made Whole?” 
giving. me to understand (hat he m 
and therefore I will. never attempt to e my- 

but I can do nothing for myself, and he know- “ once had a religious friend, and that friend 
was my wife. ‘I loved her with the tender t 

self whole. 

| ing this, did all for me.—Rev. T. A 

me; ° 

with God: she might have known this, and must — 

“ And I,” adds 3 third, “am another yictim — 

thing antiquated. They will openly oppose — 

pravity, &c., saying that men are bora crete | 

New, 

do 

would do something for| Christ, 
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