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force themfelves upon our remembrance.

He who is fo fevere upon others for errors
‘merely ‘SPECULATIVE, has no reafon to

complain of the feverity of thofe’ who
 cenfure him for what is much worfe,
errors in PRACTICE., DBut to quit this

fubje& : Mr. Madan has produced a number
of texts, which he {uppofes prove the
truth of the thirty-nine articles. Others
fuppofe juit the contrary, and. that they
prove no fuch matter. Thofe who are
acquainted with the controverfial writings
of the Arminians and the Calvinifls, or
the ‘Socinians, Arians, and Trinitarians,
will not find many new difcoveries in
Mr, Madan’s pamphlet. Men of the moft
diftinguithed charalters, for learning and
probity, and a great part of whofe lives
have been fpent in the fludy of the
fcriptures, have not fuppofed the texts,

{o often urged in {upport of the Calviniftic

dotrines,
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do&rines, to be by any means fufficient for
the purpofe. They conceive thofe texts
to be evidently mifunderftood. The late
Dr. JorTIN, a man of genius and un-
common ecrudition, aflerted, that Dr.
WiHIiTBY, in his famous treatife on the
five points, had confuted the do&rines of
Calvinifm even to a demonftration. All
that I mean hence to infer is, that it is
not fo clear as the Calvinifts themfelves
imagine; that their do&rines are really
grounded ‘upon the Scriptures. To other
men, of the greateft abilities and judg-
ment, the contrary has appeared evident.

And if none but thofe, who really believed
‘the articles, had taken orders in the church

of England, it would have been deprived
of fome of its greateft ornaments.. Did,
archbithop TiLLoTsoN-believe the articles?
Examine his writings, and you will be
convinced, that there were other things

in
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in the articles and liturgy not-agreeable teo
his fentiments, as well as the Athanafian
creed, which he confefled he withed
the church was: WeELL &ip or. : Did
Bithop PAarTrick, Bithop WiILkINS,
Bithop HoaApLy, Bifhop. SHERLOCK,
Bithop Burrer, Bithop LLAVINGTON,
Dr. WHaicaCcOTE, Dr.. HAMMOND,

Dr. CupworTH, Dr. SAMuerL CLARKE,
Dr. Syxes, or Dr. STEBBING, not to

mention innumerable others, really believe

all the doftrines contained in. the articles ?
Thofe who will be at the pains to compare
the writings of thefe eminent prelates and
divines. of the church of England with the
articles, will be convinced, that they did not.
And 1t 15 grievous to oblerve the wretched
fhifts to which men, great and excellent
i other refpe&ts, have been reduced, in
order to juftify their condu& in fubfcribing

thefe articless. From all which I would

infer,
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infer, that as good and worthy men of all
partics have differed fo much with refpe&
to thefe controverted points, there ought
in a national church, if fuch a church be
neceflary, to be a greater allowance for a
latitude of opinion. It certainly muft be
highly prejudiciél to the interefts of re-
ligion, that the laity fhould have reafon to
fuppofe, that many of the clergy fubferibe
articles which they do not believe; and

yet the fal is now too notorious to be
denied. Their fermons and the thirty-nine
articles are often in dire& oppofition.

There is a2 material difference between a

NATIONAL church, and a private religious
fociety. If the eftablifhed clergy of the
kingdom muft be burthened with human
articles of faith, every principle of reafon

difates, that they ought to be more
COMPREHENSIVE than the prefent, and not
{fuited
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fugted to one fe& or party only, and that

" tn:fih -

by no, means the moﬁ numerous.

-r-.r- -
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HANM.' Have you -{feen Mr Sarnuel_

PN t ¢ Y rf

Roe S qddreﬁ; to the pubhc, and the pe-
tltloqers' on the fub_]e& of the artlc]es P ;

"‘r.l""f &

”FRAN‘KL. I have- and of .all. the de-
fenders ef' fubfcrlptlon, he’ 1s the moﬂ:‘

rl‘ j:tf

admlrable. T_hlS Worthy V1c.ar of' Stotﬁeld

in Bedfordfhire, afferts, that the fcheme
fpr obtalmng redreié in ;he matter of fub-

AR R

fcngnon, ) is ¢ a dlabohcal mlfchlevous_
‘e machlpqtlon, contnved and now re-
6 T‘,Vlved by the enemles of rehglon, to
6 fenze | forne _]efumcal methodiftical, ‘
¢ _fchlfmatlcal _atrocious purpofes. > And
he affures us, that the right of private
Judgment 15 ““ 'no Golpel, no Chriftian -

¢ ﬁrlllCIPIC' and farther, that every perfon
Who doth aﬁ'ert the right of prlvate judg-

;;;;;

church and that every one who prefumes
' Vor. II. X to
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to diveft the church of thls autl:it:u'ltyT

-n-\ﬁ-an

(of determinin g matters of- farth) deferves

not the name of a Chn[’uan. But we rnay
fay of Mr. Roe’s remarks, what the Iate

alderman Sawbridge 1s reported to have

Gid in the houfe of commons relatlve to
the artlcles . & There 1S no occaﬁon to‘

Ty \, ey ? -

¢ take any pams to exPof'e them reaﬂmgf

¢¢ ‘them is fufficient.” This zealous cham-'
pion of the Church thc Rev. M. SamuelL
Roe, about two years ago, pubhfhed a
pampbhlet, entitled ¢ Enthufi afm detc&cd ;*
in which he recommended it to the
legiflature, when to thelr wd'dom it Ihould'_
{eem meet, that they would make an ex-
ample of Tabernacle preachers, by ena&mg ,
a law to cut out their tongues; and alfo,'
by the fame authonty, to cut out thc
tongues of all field-teachers, and rhhofe
who fhould preach in houfes, barns, or

| elfewhere,
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elfewhere,- if théy had not the fan&tion of
AposTOLICAL ordination and legal au-
thority.

HAaNM. Mr. :Roe’s zedl carties him to
great lengths indeed. The reverend vicar
is rather too hot for thefe lukewarm times
though he would doubtlefs have made a
capltal figute in the days of bifhop Bonner.
But, " leave this very zealous divine, I
have an -obgc&lon to mention againft the
applicition of the ecclefiaftical petitioners,
which has been thought to be very forcible.
It ‘is -faid, that the king cannot give the
féyal' affenit to any bill calculated to comply
with their defires, without violating his
coronation oath,

Frankr. I know that this obje&ion has
been urged, and i1n particular by Mr.
T0plady ; but it appears to me to have
Ilttle _wel_ght. It is faid, that every king

of 'Gti'eat Britain, fince the Union, has

X 2 been
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been ‘obliged ‘to {fwear at his' coromation,
That he would maintain and. .preferve
inviolably the fettlement of the Church of
-England, and the do@&sine, worthip, - #if-
cipline, -and government -thereof, ‘as by
law-¢ftablithed. Henee. it is infesred, , that
the king muft beiperjured, if /he gives. his
aﬂ'ent to-any bill for making any alerations
grofs: :mﬁake_. Thc ewdent deﬁgg j_of . ..t_he
legiflature, by enjoining this vath yponithe
king, was to fecure ‘the .church from xa_‘nvy
alterations being made .by the regal.prero-
gative. 'Whatever alterations maybe made
in the- church by the two cﬁatcs of pér-
liament, in concurrence with the. king,
it is fill the church of England, AsyBY
LAW ESTABLISHED. - And if the king
preferves the ecclefiaftical conftitution - fo
far, as to avoid any illegal violations of it
himfelf, and to prevent others from vio-

lating
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lating it; and makes no. alterations in it by
his own authority, but only by the defire
of the lords and: commons, in parliament
aflembled, he maintains the fettlement of
the church of England iNvioLABLY, as [
apprehend, according to the full intent
and meaning of the a&. It may alfo be
obferved, that the king, in his oath
relative to the civil conftitution, fwears to
govern according to the laws and cuftoms,
of the kingdom. - But is it fuppofed, that
he violates his oath, when he gives his
aflent to any bills for repealing laws which;
were 1n force at the time of his coronation ?
On the contrary, we know, that a&s for
repealing old laws are very common.
And why fhould errors be perpetuated
in the church any more than in the ftate ?
‘To imagine, that no alterations can be
made in the church of England, as a

natiopal eftablithment, by the king and
X 3 both
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both houfes of parliament, if errors thould
be difcovered in 1it, is to fuppofe its con-
ftitution more irrational than that of the
church of Rome. And, indeed, fuch an
idea 1s contrary to every juft principle
of government and legiflation, and big
with abfurdity. '

HanM. Whatever reafon you may fup-
pofe there 1s for granting the defign of the
ecclefiaftical petitioners, there feems now
little room to expe&t that they will obtain
any rehef, as the houfe of commons have
rejefted their petition.

Frankr. Their want of fuccefs will be
no proof of any want of juftice in their

caufe. I have no more faith in the infal-
libility of the houfe of commons, than I
have in the infallibility of the articles and

liturgy. But I muft confefs, that I wonder
the lefs at the ill fuccefs of the petitioners,

when 1 learn, that the firft Lord of the
Treafury
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!Trﬁafury1 wasiamong the number of their
.oppofers : -he _b,ein'g an officer of ftate for
whom' the moderh reprefentatives of the
people have a moft reverential r*e‘gard.
However, to do juftice to his lordthip, he

~was fomewhat unwilling, if we may believe
the public papers, that it fhould be fup-
pofed he had affirmed the thirty-nine
articles to be grounded upon f{cripture:
which certainly implied a degree of mo-
defty, and regard to truth, very commend-
able in a prime munifter. And whatever

doubts his lordthip himfelf entertained of
the truth of the articles, he might not think

it prudent to encourage the fame degree of
unbelief in the clergy.

HanM. The rejection of the petition,
by the houfe of commons, will be a

great triumph to the warm advocates for
{fubfcription.

X 4 FRANKL.
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- FrankrL. It probably will be fo'y but it
will be the triumph of bigotry and worldly
policy over truth apd reafon. " ¥ ~muft,
however, acknowledge, that I think Mr,
Toplady, Mr. Madan, and Mr. Romaine,
-whofe attachment to -the Calviniftic doc-
tiines is well known, ar¢ much more
confiftent in théir zeal for the articles,
than thofe gentlemen who are fo firenuous
¥ their defence, thowgh they have long
preached and written againft the do@rines
contained in them. Upon what principles
they can vindicate their condu@, I can-
not comprehend. But fome men would

defend any church, and any articles or
creeds whatever, to which good bene-

fices were annexed, of which they received

the emoluments. Our tmmortal MiLTonN
was fo fenfible of the hardfhip of fub-
{cription, that this confideration induced
hm to decline entering into holy orders,

though




[ 373 ]
though he was educated and’ intended for |
a'clergyman. His free, ingenuous fpirit,
could not endure the fhackles of eccle-
fraftical authority. He loved religious as
well as civil freedom. He mforms us
himfelf, that by the intentions of his
parents and friends, he was deftined from
a child, and with his own inclinations, to
the fervice of the church; ¢ till coming
(fays he) to fome matunty of years, and
perceiving what tyranny had invaded it,
that he who would take orders muft fub-
fcribe sSLAVE, and take an oath withal,
which unlefs he took with a confcience
that could retch, he mutft ftrait perjure or
fplit his faith; I thought it better to
prefer a blamelefs filence before the office
of {peaking bought and begun with fervi-
tude and forfwearing,”

Hanm. I am convinced, Mr. Frankland,
that there 1s confiderable force in many

argue=
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arguments which you have advanced ; and
the affair of fubfcription, efpecially on- its
prefent footing, appears to me in a very
different light from what it did ‘before.

And I fhould be glad to have fome farther
converfation with you upon the fubjeét;
but at this time 1t muft be deferred, as we
fhall {foon be obliged, however unwillingly,

to take leave of each other.

Frankr. It 1s true; and, therefore, I
fhall put a period to my obfervations upon
this fubject. I have not, my good friend,
in the remarks which I have made, taken
any notice of the impofition of .the articles
upon young ftudents on their admiffion
into the umverfities, or on their taking
degrees; or of the impofition of them
on do&ors of law and phyfic; which are
oppreflions fo palpably abfurd, that it feems
hardly neceflary to take any pains to point
out their impropriety. Nor have I entered

nto
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into any particular examination of thofe
do&rines and paffages in the articles and
liturgy, which I think the moft exceptiona-
ble; as fuch a difcuffion would have led

us into too large a field. At prefent, 1
have endeavoured, from more enlarged

principles, to fhew the propriety of the
late application to parliament, for fome
relief in the matter of ecclefiaftical fub-
fcription. And what weight there may
have been in the arguments which I have
offered, you muft judge for yourfelf, I
thall only add, that whatever {fecular pur-
pofes may be anfwered by afluming fuch a
dominion over the faith of Chriftians, as
the impofition of human creeds and ar-
ticles of belief, 1t 1s to me extremely
evident, that the caufe of real religion
can derive no advantages from it. Error,
bigotry, and prieftcraft, may require thefe
{upports; but truth and genuine Chriftianity

difdain
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dif{dain fuch: artificial aids.. 1 therefore
‘gonclude,. -that the gentlemen- whao- have
petitioned. the parliament ‘on: this {ubje,
whatevér maay be the final: event of themr
endeavours, are rnot only i the firncteff
degree juflifiable, but entitled: to; the .ap-
plaufe of every confiftent Proteffant; of
all thofe who ptefer the pure lght of
revelation, to- human mmpofitions, and the
traditions of men., -~ oy

A RE-
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PR ETF A C E

CONTROVERSIAL writing has been

- fo multiplied in the Chriftian World
and frequently carried on in -a manner fo
lﬁ;tla agvreeablje; to the rg-etlblﬁﬂine_ {pirit of
Chrifhanity, that many fenfible perfons are
apt to conceive a diftafte agamnft every
produ¢tion of that kind. But as rehigion

is 1n 1tfelf the moft important thing in the
world, it 1s certainly of great importance

that men fhould entertain juft notions of

it.
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it. And though matters of mere oriNtoN,
as fuch, are not perhaps of great moment ;
yet any notions which have a tendency to
prevent the pracTICAL 1nfluence of reli-
gion on the minds of men, are unqueftion-
ably of very bad confequence; and are the
more dangerous and prejudicial, when they
are received as SACRED do&rihes, and thofe
who have imbibed them are afrald to ex-
amine them with freedom and xmpartlahty;.

I ‘muft be a fubje& of recrret to every

man WhO is himfelf convmced of ‘the im-

portant truths of ‘the’ Chn{han revclatlon,
who rcverences 1ts divine author, and is
concerned for the promotlon of the in-
terefts-of his- rchcrlon, as a {cheme calcu-
lated in the moft admirable ‘manner ‘to
promote the caufe of virtue, ‘and the
prefent and future happinefs of mankind,

to
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to obferve the abfurd and unamiable repre-
fentations which are frequently given of
this moft excellent inftitution. It is often {o

inveloped in the abfurdities of {fome of its

miftaken profeflors, that {carcely any traces
of ats original fimplicity and beauty are dif-
cernible. It muifl, however, be acknow-
ledged with pleafure, that moft of thofe

abfurd tenets, which have long contributed

to disfigure and to obicure the original doc-
trines of the gofpel, and which have been
theltered under:the venerable name of or-
THODOXY, have for a confiderable time patt,
by the moft learned and inquifitive Chrif-
tians of almoit every denomination, been
difcarded as unfcriptural, as well as irra-
tional. Bigotry, and a {lavifh attachment

to eftablithed {yftems, to creeds and articles

of faith, the inventions and devices of men,

Vour. 11, Y have
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have given way to a rational and free in.

quiry into the real do&trines of the facred

wntings themfelves ; by which means the
Chriftian fyftem has been better underftood,
and more rational and confiftent {fentiments
“bave been eftablithed in a confiderable part
of the Chriftian world. But it.is ftill much
to be regretted, that notwithftandin g' thefe
beneficial effe@s, which have been the na-
tural refult of freedom of inquiry, and the

prevalence of more liberal fentiments, there
are yet great numbers of pious and wells
meaning Chriftians, who are very ftrongly

attached to the abfurd and contradi&ory

tenets of CALVINISM.
As thefe dotrines appear in themfelves,
though they may not always produce their

NATURAL effe@, to be very unfavourable
to the MorALITY of the gofpel, and to the

pr omao-
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promotion of that real virtue and benevo<
lence of heart, which it is the principal de-
fign of Chriftianity to inculcate and pro-
mote ; as they muft appear, upon an im-«

pattial examination, to be contrary to the

genéféi tenour and defign of the facred wri-
tings, however they may be fortified by ima-
ginary proofs drawn from thence; and as
the idea which they give of the Chriftian

{yftem is an abfurd and unamiable one, and

fuch as has a natural tendency to prejudice
and 1n falt frequently does prejudice; many
againft Chriftianity, and even againft re-
ligion itfelf ; every attempt to remove fuch
opinions, and to eftablith jufter fentiments
of the religion of Jefus, muft, if it has any
effe&t, be ferviceable to the Chriftian caufe.

‘To obviate, therefore, fome of thofe pre-

jodices, which are entertained by the per-

Y 2 {ons
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fons who favour Calviniftical prmciples,
aggiu& thofe more rational and confiffent
1deas of the Chriftian religion, which the
free exercife of reafon, and the unprejudiced
ftudy of the facred writings, naturally fug-
ceft; and to give a ﬂight:. {ketch of that
admirable {yftem, as it is really delineated
in the books of the New Teftament, is the
defign of this tra&. And it may be pre-
fumed, that an endeavour to promote fuch
fentiments 1n religion, as are honourable to

the fupreme Creator, and agreeable to ‘the

diftates of reafon as well as of revelation,
though imperfect 1n itfelf, will be favour-
ably received by the Intelligent and -the
Candid ; by all thofe who are fincerely at-
tached to the real imterefts of genuine
Chriftianity.

A RE-



R E V I E W
OF THE

GENUINE DOCTRINES

OF

CHRISTIANITY.

RE diverfity of {fenti-
ment which has ap-
peared in the Chnftian
world, with refpet to

many lmportant points

of Chrifhhan dotrine,
muft be a matter of confiderable furprize
to a {peculative obferver. It would be na-

Y 3 tural
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tural to imagine, that in a Divine Reve-
lation, intended to Jead mankind to the
knowledge of thofe divine truths, which

arg neceflary to their falvation, thofe truths
would be there laid down with fuch a de-

gree of precifion and perfpicuity, that no

man of moaderate underftanding, who was
fincerely defirous of knowing the truth,
could poffibly miftake it, But natural and
reafonable as this fuPPQﬁtion may be, the

fa&t certainly 1s, that very different repre-
fentations of the Chriftian religion are given,

by perfons who appear equally fincere in
their intentions. -

As there does noet, however, appear ta
be any fuch real obfcurity in the revelation
itfclf, when fairly and candidly examined,
at leaft with refpe& to the general aim and

defign of it, this diverfity of opinion con-
cerning it muft be attributed to other caufes.

And 1t appears very evident, that a much

greater—
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greater uniformity of opinion, with refpect
at leaft to the more important and effential
parts of religion, would ‘have taken place
in the Chriftian world, had men freely ex-
ercifed their own reafon in inquiring after
truth, and difcovering the real do&rines of
revelation; and had not been induced to
hood-wink their underftandings, and re-
ceive as the diftates of infallible truth,

whatever {fome particular zealous and over-

bearing men, who have become heads and
leaders of {ets and parties, have theught

proper to declare were the only true and
orthodox doftrines of {cripture. Articles

of faith, creeds, &c. may, perhaps, juftly
be confidered as having hindered, in a very

confiderable degree, the advancement of
juft notions of the do&rines of the gofpel;
as by them the miftakes of fome particular
men have been handed down as facred doc-
trines, and by that means the timely reét-

Y 4 fication
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fication of fuch errors has been in a great
degreé prevented. By the increafe of creeds
and articles of faith, fyftems of divinity

have been formed, and by them the fcrip-
tures have been intérpreted. Inftead of
thoroughly and impartially examining what
appeared to be the genuine do&rine of the

{criptures, men have brought their own

prejudices and pre-concerved notions with
them; and, at all events, the fcriptures
muft be made to tally with thefe notions,
however contrary they might be to the real
meaning of the facred writings, or however

abfurd and inconfiftent in themfelves. Mif~
taken and falfe interpretations of fome of
the more difficult and obfcure parts of the
facred wntings, have been adbpted as ef-
fential parts of the do&rine of the gofpel ;
and though perhaps contrary to fome of its
moft fundamental priﬁéiples, when rightly
underitood, yet the reception of fomé of

thefe
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thefe notions has been confidered as the only
true criterion of {foundnefs and of orthodoxy.
Thefe tenets have been received by many
with fuch implicit aflent, that they have
confidered it as impious to difbelieve, or
even to doubt the truth of them: and, in-
deed, when once any fet of opinions can
be brought to be confidered in this light,
hittle argument will be {ufficient for their
{fupport ; fuperftition, or a too timorous
piety, will, with the majority, fortify them
againit all the force of reafon and of ar-
gument. Had not, by means of this kind,
a veill of obicurity been thrown over the
moft fimple, intelligible, and rational of all
religions, thofe heats, animofities, and re-
ligtous contentions, with which ecclefiaf-
tical hiftory 1s difgraced, could not poffibly
have fubfifted in the Chriftian world ; and

probably the prefent diftin&ion of fe&s and

parties
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parties would have been 1n a great degree
extint.
As 1t appears that it was the want of the

free exercife of reafon, which has been the
prncipal occafion of the abfurd and mif-

taken reprefentations which have been given
of Chriftianity; and as it is a notion ftill
entertained by thofe who adhere to the doc-
trines in this tra® more particularly op-
pofed, that mere human reafon, (or, as it
1s fometimes emphatically called, CARNAL

reafon) is not an adequate judge of reli-
cious matters; and that men are not capa-

ble, by the ufe of their natural faculties and
powers, of having juft conceptions of thofe
divine truths which are the objelts of re-
velation, nor of underftanding revelation
itfelf, 1 fhall offer a few remarks upon that
fubjelt.

IT is indeed no eafy matter ta reafon

fuccefsfully with thofe, by whom the de-
cifions
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cifions of reafon are not admitted. But it
may be obferved, that however ready fuch
perfons are to appeal from the determina- |

tions of reafon, when they make againft
themfelves, they are neverthelefs willing to

retain it in their fervice, as long as 1t can
be employed with any degree of fuccefs on
their own fide. They will employ reafon,
as long as they are able, in defence of their
own tenets; but when they find that they
are no longer defenfible on any rational

principles, they then reje&t the authority of
reafon. In conformity to an obfervation

fomewhere made, reafon 1s againft them,
and therefore they, 1n their turn, are againft
reafon.

THAT the ufe of reafon in religion thould
have been oppofed, by the patrons and ad-
herents of papal tyranny and fuperftition, is
not at all wonderful. If ignorance cannot

juitly be faid to be the mother of devotion,
it
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it is neverthelefs the moft fuitable nurfe for

fuperftition, bigetry, and implicit faith. It
was therefore natural for thofe in the m-
tereft of the Roman fee, to oppofe with all

their might the exercife of reafon, as the
moft dangerous enemy of their ecclefiaftical
ﬁﬁxrpation. But that Proteftants, whofe
religion appears to be founded on the ufe
of reafon, fhould neverthelefs refufe to- ac-
knowledge the propriety of appeals to 1t
in the determination of religious controver-
fies, is not eafly to be accounted for. '
CouLp we be infallibly certain, that any
doftrine was revealed, and any action or
a@ions commanded by the fupreme Cre-
ator himfelf ; it would undoubtedly be our
duty to affent to the one, and to obey the

other, whether we could difcern their pro-
bability and fitnefs, or not. Reafon itfelf

would di&ate this. The Deity can neither
be himfelf miftaken, nor can he deceive his

creatures;
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creatures ; and his wifdom and his goodnefs
render it impoffible, that he fhould com-
mand any thidg ‘that is not fit and proper.
Therefore, whatever we certainly know to
be taught or commanded by Him, reafon
itfelf would teach us Yo believe and to obey.
To obje&k égainﬂ: any part of the known
will of God, becaufe we do not difcern its
reafonablenefs, would ‘be both abfurd and
impious. Bat furely there can be ao 1m-
piety 1n examining, whether what is offered
to us as a divine revelation, really be fo or
not; much lefs in examining what are, and
what are not, the real doftrines of reve-
lation 1itelf. We have otherwife no fecu-
rity againft any {pecies of delufion and im-
pofture: but at Conftantinople we muft re-
ceive implicitly the do&rines of the Koran,
and at Rome we muft believe Tranfubftan-
tiation.

THE
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THE warmeft friends to Chriﬁiﬁnity need
not be under any apprehenfion, that this
will fuftain any detrimenf by the freeft ex-
amination, provided it be a candid and a
fair one. The uncorrupted religion of Je-
fus will approve itfelf to the underftanding
of every impartial and reafonable man. It
1s enthufiafm, bigotry, and fuperftition alone,
that are endangered by the appeal to reafon
and it is forbidden ounly in thofe erroneous

theological {yltems, the patrons of which
are conicious that their {chemes will not
ftand the teft of realon; and therefore they

are reduced to the neceflity of employing
this fubterfuge to evade its force. Truth

itfelf fears no {crutiny. It is the direGion
- of the great apoftle of the Gentiles, to ProVE

ALL THINGS, and HOLD FAST THAT only
wHICH 1S GooDp . He dire&ed thofe to

whom he preached, to jupce what he fa.'idi ;

2 1 Thefl. v. 21.
and



[ 335 ]

and defired no other afient to his do&rines,

than what their own unbiaffed reafon led
them to. And he commends the Bereans
in very ftrong terms, becaufe they were
free inquirers : they believed not the apoftles
themf{elves implicitly, but sEARCHED THE
SCRIPTURES WHETHER THOSE THINGS
WERE $O %,

It is eafy to prove, by many paflages,
that the fcriptures are very far from giving
any countenance to a reje&tion of reafon.
We find, on the contrary, both in the Old
and in the New Teftament, frequent ap-
peals to the reafon and - underftanding of
mankind. - God himfelf 1s reprefented in
{feveral places as 'reafoning with his crea-

tures’. Chrift often appeals to the under-
ftandings of thofe who heard him+, St.

* Afls xvii. 11, ¥ Particularly in Ifaiah ch. v. 3.
xxvili. 23—20. Ezek. xviii. 24—32. and Micah vi.
2, 3. 4 Mark viii, 17-~21. John viii. 46.

Paul
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Paul is reprefented as REASONING with
Felix the Roman gove nor concerning the
faith in Chrift 5. The fame apoftle reafons
with king Agrippa °, with the Athenian
philofophers 7, and with the Jews®. And
that an ability of underftanding the fcrip-
tares, is not confined to thofe who in fome
fupernatural manner have their minds pre-
pared for the reception of divine truths, or by
fome divine irradiation are already initiated

into the knowledge of them, is evident from

our Saviour’s own words, who direéts even
the unbelieving Jews to SEARCH THE SCRIP-
TURES ° ; which it cannot be fuppofed ‘he
would have done, had they not been natu-
rally capable of underftanding them. And
indeed of what ufe can that revelation be,

which requires another revelation to ex-
plain it ? In truth, the leaft refleCtion muft

S AQs xxiv. 24, 25. ® AQs xxvi. 8. 7 AQsxvii.
16—31. * A&s xvil. 2, 3. * Johnv. 39.

convince
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convince us, of the neceffity of our exer-
cifing our reafon in reading the {criptures.

For there are many paflages in the facred
writings, which, were we to underftand

them literally, would be either unintelli-
gible or falfe, Here then we naturally em-
ploy our reafon, as we do in all other writ-
ings, to difcover the real meaning of the
writer. We are obliged of necefiity thus
to exercife our reafon, if we would in any
tolerable degree underftand the {criptures, _
or indeed any thing elfe. Why then are
we forbidden to ufe our reafon freely in re-
ligious inquiries ! In fat, the notion, that
reafon is not a proper guide in religious
matters, is {o egregioufly abfurd, that any
man, but one who through the prejudice of

education, or fomething of a fimilar nature,
has efpoufed this ftrange dogma, muft be

amazed that there thould be any neceﬁity
of confuting 1t.

Vor.Il. Z Having
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HavinG in fome degree, it 1s prefumed,
eftablifhed this principle, that we may with
fafety and propriety take reafon as our guide,
in an examination of what are the genuine

do&trines of the gofpel ; I fhall, after a few
previous obfervations, proceed to that in-

quiry, in that method which appears the
moft natural and rational. And this cer-
tainly muft be, to inquire what were the
do&rines which Chrift himfelf principally
inculcated upon his followers and difciples;

and what 1t was. that his apoftles appear
chiefly to have inculcated upon thofe to

whom they preached. For it would be
very irrational, however frequently that
method may have been taken, to explam
thofe more intelligible parts of the New
Teftament, the meaning of which is fo
obvious that it ftrikes at the firft view, by
fuch as are metaphorical and obfcure, and
capable of different interpretations. But it

1S
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is obfervable, that thofe-who have imbibed
the moft abfurd and inconfiftent notions of
Chriftianity, are particularly fond of- St.
Paul’s epiftles; and read and quote them
muych oftner, than they do the gofpels, and
other lefs controverted parts of {cripture.
The reafon of which appears to be, that
théfe, as being in fome places fomewhat

difficult and obfcure, are better calculated
to be fo explained as to countenance any

favourite do&rine, than thofe parts of {crip-~
ture which are more plain, and lefs capa-
ble of perverfion. Some fuch ufe appears
to have been made of St. Paul’s epiitles,
even in the moft early ages of Chnftianty.
For St. Peter obferves, that there were, in
St. Paul’s epiftles, SOME THINGS HARD TO
BE UNDERSTOOD, WHICH thofe that were

UNLEARNED AND UNSTABLE WRESTED,

even 1n his tume, TO THEIR OWN DE-
STRUCTION '°, |

12 2 Peter iii. 1§, 16.

Z 2 IN
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IN profane authors we always make ufe
of thofe parts, the meaning of which is
clear and evident, to explain and illuftrate
thofe which are dark and obfcure. And
it 1s certain, that no juft reafon can be af-
figned, why this moft rational method
fhould not be taken with the {criptures.

IN my intended review of the doltrines

of the New Teftament, I fhall begin with
our Lord’s fermon on the mount, the lon geft
and moft confiderable difcourfe that we
have recorded as preached by him. We
find it compofed chiefly of moral precepts,
and dire&tions for the regulation of the con-
du@ of his difciples; of exhortations to
peaceablenefs, purnty, forgivenefs of inju-
ries, candour in judging of others, refig-
mation to the providence of God, and the
prattice of juftice and equity, and of that ex-
tenfive benevolence, which comprehended

in it the love even of their enemies, OQOur

Lord
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Lord inculcates.the prattice of thefe vir-
tues on his difciples with peculiar emphafis
and force, as the only thing that could re-
commend them to his favour, and on which

they could place any rational dependance.
¢“ Whofoever,”” fays he, ¢ heareth thefe
‘¢ fayings of mine, and &o_eth them, I Will
¢¢ liken him to a wife man who built his
¢ houfe upon a rock; and the rain de-
¢ {cended, and the floods came, and the
¢¢ winds blew, and beat upon that houfe,
¢ and it fell not, for it was founded on a
¢ rock "'.”” It iswith thefe words that this

dilcourie of our Saviour ends; in the whole
of which his defign manifeftly is, to lead
them to the fincere PRACTICE of piety and
virtue ; and to a greater degree of it than
was then generally practifed by the Jewifh
fcribes and Pharifees. For our Lord tells

them, ¢ Except your righteoufnefs fhall

Y Matt. vii. 24, 25.

4 3 6 eX-
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¢¢ exceed the no'hteouﬁlefs of the Sc r1bes

‘¢ and Phan{ées, ye fhall in no cafe enter
¢ into the kingdom of heaven **.”

THERE is not the leaft ground for the’

far-fetched interpretation that is fometlmes

given to the laft-quoted text, viz. that the
rwhteouﬁlefé there fpoken of, as neccﬁ'ary

to quahfy them for entermg into the king-

dom of heaven, was the righteoufnefs of

Chnft imputed to them. Our Lord is

evidently exhorting them to PERSONAL

rlghtcouﬁleﬁ for he 1s throughout his
whole difcourfe mculcatmg virtues which
they themfelves were to pradtife. His mean-
Ing évidently is, that if tﬁey would gain the
favour of God, and attain eternal life, they
" muft not content themfelves with a formal
obfervance of the external duties of religion,
and with appearing to men to be religious,

as the fcribes and Pharifees, and hypocrites,

2 Matt, v. 20.

of

|
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of whom he was fpeaking, did; but that
they muft fegulate their lives by the rules
of religion and virtue, not in appearance
oilly, but in reality, in fincerity and fingle-
nefs of heart. |

WE find our Lord, in the other parts of
the gofpels, enforcing the love of God and
our ‘l_l’eighbour, as the fum and fubftance of
- religion. And he in particular reprefents the
pratice of benevolence, and the exercife of
the focial affe@ions, as the diftinguithing
chara&eriftics of the profeflors of his reli-
gion. ¢ By this fhall all men know that ye
‘"’" are my difciples, if ye have love one to
¢ another **.” And he reprefents the keep-
ing of his commandments, as the proper cri-
terion by which they might Jjudge of their
love to him, ¢ He that hath my com-
¢¢ mandments, and keepeth them, he it 1s
¢¢ that loveth me *4.”

*3 John xiii, 35. *# John xiv. 2r1.

L 4 AN
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AN incident of our Lord’s. life is re-
corded, in which he has pointed out, in a
very f{trong and beautiful manner, that no-
thing but doing the will of God would- be

a recommendation to his favour. It is faid
tl}at, in the midft of one of his difcourfes,
‘¢ while he yet talked to the‘people, be-
¢¢ hold, his mother and his brethren ftood
cc without, defiring to fee him. Then
. ¢ one faid unto him, Behold, thy mother

‘¢ and thy brethren ftand without dcﬁnng
‘¢ to {peak with thee, But he anfwered

¢ and faid unto him that told him, tWho
€ 3g my mother? and whoare my brethren?

« And he ftretched forth his ‘hand towards
«¢ his difciples, and faid, Behold my mother,
“ and my brethren. For whofoever fhall

“ do the will of my Father who is in
¢¢ heaven, the fame is my brother, and
¢¢ fifter, and mother *.” Giving them tp

'3 Matt. xii. 46—5o.
under-
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underftand, in a moft expreflive manner,
that they were more allied to*him by the
pralice of piety and virtue, than by any
other relation. This is what he appears to
have taken every opportunity to inculcate;
for we are alfo told, that when ¢ a certain
‘¢ woman—lift up her voice, and faid unto
¢ him, Blefied i1s the womb that bare thee,
¢ and the paps which thou haft fucked ;—
‘ he faid, Yea, rather blefled are they that
‘¢ hear the word of God, and keep it *°.”
And in his pathetic exhortation to his dif-
ciples, a little before his crucifixion, re-
corded in the latter part of St. John’s gof-
pel, he with great earnefinefs repeatedly
cxhorts them to pérfévere in keeping his
commandments, as the only proper teft of
their love to him.

It 15 allo very evident, that, in the re-
prefentations which Chrift gives of the fu-

*¢ Luke xi. 27, 28.
ture



[ 346 ]
ture world, he always defcribes their final
flate as determined by their own moral
chara&er. ¢ In the end of the world the
¢¢ Son of man fhall fend forth his angels,
¢ and they fhall gather out of his kingdom
¢ all thmgs that offend, and them which

¢ do iniquity, and fhall caft them into a
¢ furnace of ﬁre :—T1 hen fhall the righteous

¢ fhine forth as the fun in the kmgdom of
¢ their Father'”.” In another place ‘¢ At
¢ the end of the world, the angels fhall
¢¢ come forth, and fever the wicked from

¢ among the juft; and fhall caft them into
“ a furnace of fire "*.” Again, “ The

¢ Son of man fhall come in; the glory of
«« his Father, with his iafléefs}; and then
¢¢ he fhall reward every man according to
¢¢ his works '.”” If the final ftate of man-
kind were to be determined, agreeabljr to

'7 Matt. xiii. 40~43. ** Matt. xiii. 49, §o.
9 Matt. xvi. 27.

the
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the tenets of fome Chriftians, by a mere
arbitrary eletion ‘of fome favoured indi-
viduals to eternal hfe, without any refpect
to their own PERSONAL merlts, whilft the
remamde1 of the human race were fuffered
to perifh’; or, if it had been determined by
the warmth and fervency with which they
had relied on the merits or rishteoufnefs of
Chrift; it wé)ul'dbe very extraordinéry, if
this were the true ftate of the cafe, that
thefe reprefentations of Chrift, as well as
thofe of the apoftles in the other parts of

the New Teftament, fthould concur in de-

claring, that, in the future world, men
would be rewarded or punifhed AccorriING
TO THEIR WORKS,

Ir we take a view of all our Saviour’s
difcourfes, parables, and public inftruétions,
it will appear plainly, that the general ten-
dency of them is, to inculcate upon his
difciples and followers, the fincere praltice

of
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of piety, |humility, benevolence, and the
moft exalted virtue; and to enforce this
by imprinting deeply in their minds the
do&rine of a future ftate of rewards and
punithments ; and by forcibly pointing out
the wifdom of facrificing our temporal to our
eternal interefts, whenever they come n
competition with each other. And with
thefe ideas of the defign of the Chriftian
religion, we fhall find the :e;;refentations
given of it by the apoftles, in other parts of
the New Teftament, perfeitly to coincide.

WE are very far from finding, in the
accounts which are _given, in the a&s of
the apoftles, of the difcourfes made by the
apoftles in the promulgation of Chriftianity,
any of thofe unintelligible and irrational
do&trines which have been taught in later
times. Their difcourfes are intelligible,

confiftent, and repugnant to no principle
of reafon. Of this, St. Paul’s oration to
o the
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the Athenians is a ftriking inftance *°. Af-
ter having cenfured their idolatry and. fu-

perftition, he proceeds to preach to them

the true God, the Creator of the world;
and to give them jufter fentiments of him

than they then appeared to entertain. He
fhews the abfurdity of confidering God as
confined to temples, or as a local deity; and
teaches them, that God was not to be wor-
thipped by men, as though he needed any
thing of them'; becaufe 1t was from him
that they received LIFE, AND BREATH,
AND ALL THINGS. He reprefents the

Deity, not as a God of a particular country
or people, but as the God and Father of the

whole human race ; and thence infers the
abfurdity of reprefenting him by any image.
Having eftablifhed thefe firft principles of
natural religion, he goes on to preach to

them fome of the more peculiar doétrines

ke .A&S XViin 22"""‘31-

of
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of the Chriftian revelation. ¢ The times
‘¢ of this ignorance” he fays, (fpeaking of
the fuperftition and idolatry which had pre-
vailled among mankind) ¢ God winked at;
“ but now commandeth all men every
¢ where to repent: becaufe he hath ap-
¢¢ pomnted a day in which he will judge
‘¢ the world in righteoufnefs, by that man
¢¢ whom he hath ordained ; whereof he
¢ hath given aflurance unto all men, in
¢¢ that he hath raifed him from the dead.”
We find a firikin g difference between the
method here taken by this great apolile,
and that which has been fince taken by
many modern preachers of the gofpel. The
apoftle eftablifthes revelation on the foun-
dations of natural religion. - He urges them
to repentance, as that which it was the end
and defign of Chriftianity to promote; and,
as 2 motive to it, preaches to them the doc-

trine of a future ftate of retribution; m
which
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which Jefus was to*;;reﬁde as the fupreme
judge: and, for a proof of his divine miffion
and authority, he urges his refurre@ion
from the dead. Not a fingle word is faid
by him of the natural incapacity of men to
do any thing which could recommend them
to God ; nor does he once tell them, that
a reliance on the merits or righteoufnefs of
Chrift would be fufficient for their falva-
tion: Which, if they had really been fuch
capital and eflential do&rines’of Chrift's re-

ligion, as they have fince been reprefented
to be, he certainly, when he was thus

preaching the gofpel, could not poffibly

have omitted.

WHEN St. Peter preached to the Jews,

after having healed alame man in the tem-

ple, and reprefented that miracle, which
he declared to have been done by the power

of Chrift, as a proof of his divine miffion ;
he adds, ¢ Repent ye therefore, and be .

¢ con-~



