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us, every accurfed thing; ¢ For if we hear this voice of the Ly
our Gob any more, then we fhall die.” : .

+*« Every experienced Chriftian will readily obferve, that Mg,
WesLey wrote the preceding Sermon before he was fully acquainted
with the Power of Divine Grace. Neverthelefs, it evidently difcovey
2 mind under the influence of the fear of Gop, and a fincere defire
to know and pleafe him, The arguments he makes ufe of to prove the
finfulngfs of attending public Diverfions, are ftriking and unanfwerable,
" 'and demand our moft ferious regard. We {tand upon the brink of
Eternity ! There is only a ftep between usand the unfathomable gulph!
Are not fenfual diverfions and amufements felely calculated to diversgur
thoughts from Gop, and the things of Grace and Glory ?  Isit pof
fible then for any one of us to be prefent at thofe fcenes of riot and
diffipation, with a {ingle eye, with a pure intention to pleafe Gon?
Previous to our entrance into the field of folly, can we retire in fecret,
and kneel down at the feet of the Almighty, and intreat his Bleffing
upon the premeditated madnefs that we defign not only to be a fpec.
tator of, but a party concerned and interefted in the fuccefs of it?
Would not our prefence in fuch deplorable fcenes, harden and darken
the minds of thofe who noticed us? Is it poffible to retire from the
race-ground, or any other place devoted to folly, without a guilty cod-
fcience ?  And could we then deceive ourfelves with the imagimation,
that we had been giving all diligence to be found of Curistin
peace without fpot and blamelefs ? ' o
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‘ LETTER IX
From the Bisuor of LANDAFF to THOMAS PAINE.,
[ Continued from page 432. ]

¢ "JHOSE,” you fay, ¢ who are not much acquainted with ec-

clefiaftical hiftory, may fuppofe thatthe book called the New
Teftament has exifted ever fince the time of Jefus Chrift ; but the il
is hiftorieally otherwife; there was no fuch book as the New Tefta-
ment till more than three hundred years after the time that Chrift s
faid to have lived,”” — This paragraph 1s calculated to miflead common
yeaders; it is neceffary to unfold its meaning. The book, called the
New Teftament, confifts of twenty-feven different parts; concerning
feven of thefe, viz. the Epiitle to the Hebrews, that. of James, the
fecond of Peter, the fecond of John, the third of John, that of ;[l}dev
and the Revelation, there were at firft fome doubts; and the quettion,
whether they fhould be received into the canon, might be decided, @
all queftions concerning opinions muft be, by vote. ~ With refpeét to
the other twenty parts, thofe who are moft acquainted with ecclefial-
tical hiftory will tell 'you, as Du Pin does after Eufebius, that they
were ewned as canonical, at all times, and by all chriftians. Whether
the council of Laodicea was held before or after that of Nice, is nota
fettled point 3 all the beoks of the New Teftament, except tllxe Reve
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tion, are enumerated as canonical in -the Conflitutions of that coun-
" @l; but it-isa great miftake to fuppofe, that the greateft part of the
books of the New Teftament were not in gencral ufe amongit chrif-
tins, long before the council of Laodicea was held. This is not
merely my opinion on the fubjeft ; it is the opinion of one much bet-
ter acquainted with ecclefiaftical hiftory than I am, ‘and, probably,
than you are, — Mofheim.” ¢ The opinions,” fays this author, or
« rather the conjedtures, of the learned coneerning the time when the
" books of the New Teftament were collefted into one volume, as alfe
- zboitt the authors of that colleftion, are extremely different. This im-
portant queftion is attended with great and almoft infuperable difficul-
ties to us m thefe latter times. It 1s however fuflicient for us to know,
that, before the middle of the fecond century, the greateft part of the
'ibook.s'of the New Teftament were read in every chriftian fociety
throughout the world, and received as a divine rule of faith and man-
ners.  Hence it appears, that thefe facred writings were carefully fepa-
rated from feveral human ‘compofitions upon the fame fubje&, either’
by fome of the apoftles themfelves, who lived fo long, or by their dif-
ciples and fucceflors, who were {pread abroad through all nations. We
are well affured, that the four gofpels were coilefted during the life of
§t. John, and that the three firft received the approbation of this di-
vine apoftle.  And why may we not fuppofe, that the other books of
the New Teftament were gathered together at the fame time? What
renders this highly probable is, that the moft urgent neceffity required
its being done. For, not long after Chrift’s afcenfion into heaven,
feveral hiftories of his life and dotrines, full of pious frauds, and fa.
bulous wonders, were compofed by perfons, whofe intentions, perhaps,
were not bad, but whofe writings difcovered the greateft fuperftition
and ignorance. Nor was this all : produtions appeared, which were
impoled on_the world by fraudulent men as the writings of the holy
apoftles.  Thefe apocryphal and fpurious writings muft have produced
2 fad confufion, and rendered both the hiftory and the doitrine of
Chrift uncertain, had not the rulers of the church ufed all poflible
are and diligence in feparating the books that were truly apoftolical
ind divine, from all that {purious trafh, and conveying them down to
pofterity in one volume.”

Did you ever read the apology for chriftians, which Juftin Martyr
refented to the Emperor Antonus Pius, to the Senate, and people of
Rome? I fhould fooner expett a falfity in a petition, which any body
'of perfecuted men, imploring juftice, fhould prefent to the King and
Parliament of Great Britain, shan in this apology. — Yet in this apo.
logy, which was prefented not fifty years after the death of St. John,
not only parts of all the four gofpels are quoted, but it is exprefsly faid,
that on the day called Sunday, a portion of them was read in the
public affemblies of the chriftians. 1 forbear purfuing this matter far.
ther ; elfe it might eafily be thewn, that prabably the goipels, and cer-
:!alnly fome of St. Paul’s epiftles, were known to Clément, Ignatius,
and Polycarp, contemporaries with the Apoftles, Thefe men could not
Juote or refer to books which did not exult : and therefore, though you

. could
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could make it out that the book called the New Teftament did:‘ﬁot
formally exift under that title, till 350 years after Chrift ; yet ITholdit
to be.a certain fadt, that all the books, of which it is compofed, were

written, and moft of them received by all chriftians, within a fey
yesrs after his death,

. You raife a difficulty relative to the time which intervened between
the death and refurrettion of Jefus, who had faid, that the Son of ma
fhall be three days and three nights in the heart of the earth.—Are yuu
ignorant then that the Jews ufed the phrafe three days and three nights
to denote what we underftand by three days ? — It is faid in Genefis,
chap. vii. 12. “ The rain was upon the earth forty days and forty
nights ; and this is equivalent to the expreffion, (ver. 17.)  Andthe
flood was forty days upon the earth.” Inftead then of faying three days
and three nights, let us fimply fay — three days~—and you will not ob:
je€ to Chrift’s being three days — Friday, Saturday, and Sunday, in the
heart of the carth. I do not fay that he was in the grave the whole of
either Friday or Sunday ; but an hundred inftances might be produced,
from writers of all nations, in which a part of a day is {poken of as the

whole. — Thus much for the defence of the hiftorical part of the New
Teftament. ' ;

You have introduced an account of Fauftus, as denying the genuine.
nefs of the books of the New Teftament. 'Will you permit that great
fcholar in facred literature, Michaelis, to tell you fomething about this
Fauftus? — ¢ Hc was ignorant, as were moft of the African writer,
of the Greek language, and acquainted with the New Teftament
merely through the channel of the Latin tranflation : he was not onl
devoid of a {ufficient fund of learning, but illiterate in the higheft de,
gree. An argument, which he brings againft the genuinenefs of the gol:
pel, affords {ufficient ground for this affertion ; for he contends, thatthe
gofpel of St. Matthew could not have been written by St. Matthew
himfelf, becaufe he is always mentioned in the third perfon.” You
know who has argued like Fauftus, but I did not think myfelf autho:
rifed on that account to call you illiterate in the higheft degree; but
Michaelis makes a ftill more fevere conclufion concerning Fauftus; and
he extends his obfervation to every man who argued like him—* A man
" capable of fuch an argument muft have been ignorant not only of the
Greek writers, the knowledge of which could not have been expefted
from Fauftus, but even of the Commentaries of Cxfar. And wereit
thought improbable that fo heavy a charge fhould be laid with juftice
on the fide of his knowledge, it would fall with double weight on
the fide of his honefty, ard induce us to fuppofe, that, preferring the
arts of fophiftry to the plainnefs of truth, he maintained opinions which
he believed to be falfe.”” (Marfh’s Tranfl.) Never more, I think, fhall

we hear of Mofes not being the author of the Per.tateuch, on account
of 1ts being written in the third perfon.

Not being able to produce any argument to render queftionabls
either the genuinenefs or the authenticity of St. Paul’s Epiftles, you tell

us, that ““it is'a matter of no great importance by whom they were
written, fince the writer, whoever he was, attempts to prove his dot-

trine
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trine by argument : he does not pretend to have been witnefs to any of.

“the feenes told of the refurreftion and afcenfion, and he declares that.
be had not believed them.” That Paul had {o far refifted the evidence
which the Apoftles had given of the refurretion and aicenfion of Jefus,
as to be' a perfecutor of the difciples of Chrift, ‘is certain ; but I do not

remember the place where he declares that he had not believed them..
The High Prieft and the Senate of the children of Ifrael did not deny

the reality of the miracles, which had been wrought by Peter and the

Apoftles; they did not contradiét their teftimony concerning the re-

furreftion and the afcenfion; but whether they believed it or not, "
they were fired with indignation, and took counfel to put the Apoftles

to death : and this was allo the temper of Paul ; whether he believed or
did mot believe the flory of the refurreftion, he was exceedingly mad

apinft the faints, The writer of Paul’s Epiftles does not attempt to

prove his dattrine by argument ; he in many places tells us, that his

doftrine was not taught by man, or any invention of his own, which
required the ingenuity of argument to prove it : — ¢ I certify you, bre~

thren, that the gofpel, which was preached of me, is not after man.
For I neither received it of man, neither was I taught it, but by the

revelation of Jefus Chrift.” Paul does not pretend to have been a

witoefs of the flory of the refurretion, but he does much more; he
allerts, that he was himfelf a witnefs of the refurre@ion. After enu-"
merating many appearances of Jefus to his difciples, Paul fays of himfelf,
“Laft of all, he was feen of me alfo, as one born out of due time.’?

Whether you will admit Paul to have been a true witnes or not, you

cnnot deny that he pretends to have been a witnefs of the refur-
tettion.

The ftory of his being ftruck to the ground, as he was journeying to
Damafcus, has nothing in it, you fay, miraculous or extraordinary =
you reprefent him as ftruck by lightning.—=It is fomewhat extraordinary
foraman, who is ftruck by lightning, to have, at the very time,
full poffeflion of his underftanding ; to hear a voice iffuing from the
lightning, {peaking to him in the Hebrew-tongue, calling him by his
name, and entering into converfation with him. His com panions,
you fay, appear not to have fuffered in the fame manner: — the greater
the wonder. If it was a common ftorm of thunder and lightning

_ which ftruck Paul and all his companions to thc ground, it is fome-
what extraordinary that he alone fhould be hurt ; - and that, notwith.
fanding his being ftruck blind by lightning, he fhould in other re-
fpefls be fo little hurt, as to be immediately able to walk into the city
of Damafcus,  So difficult is it to oppofe truth byan hypothefis ! —In
the charalter of Paul you difcover a great deal of violence and fanati-

- dim; and fuch men, you obferve, are never good moral evidences of

'~ any doftrine they preach. — Read, fir, Lord Lyttlcton’s obfervations on

- the converfion and apoftlefhip of St. Paul; and I think you will be

convinced of the contrary, That elegant writer thus exprefles his
°pinion on this fubjeft— ¢ Befides all the proofs of the chriftian re- -
ligion, which may be drawn from the prophecies of the Qld Tefta-
ment, from the neceffary connettion it has with the whole fyitem of

-Vor. XX, O&. 1597. the
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the Jewifh religion, from the miracles of Chrift, and from the evideree
given of his refurre€tion by all the other apoftles, I think the conver.
fion and apoftlefhip of St. Paul alone, duly confidered, is, of itfelf, 5
demonttration fufficient to prove chriftianity to be a divine revelation -
1' hope this opinion will have fome weight with you ; it is not the
opinion of a lying ‘Bible-prophet, of a ftupid evangelift, or of an
a‘b'ab prieft,—but of a learned layman, whofe illuftrious rank re.
ccived fplendor from his talents. o

You are difpleafed with St. Paul ¢ for fetting out to prove the re.
furrection of the fame body.”” — You know, I prefume, that the refur.
rettion of the fame body is not, by all, admitted to be a feriptural doc.
trine.—  In the New Teftament (wherein, I think, are contained all
the articles of the chriftian faith) I find our Saviour and the Apoftes to
preach the refurreélion of the dead, and the refurreétion from the dead, in
mariy places ; but I do not remember any place where the vefurreftion
of the fame body is fo much as mentioned.” - This obfervation of Mr,
Locke I fo far adopt, as to deny that you ean produce any placein
the writings of St. Paul, wherein he fets out to prove the refurre&ion of
the fame body. I do not queltion the poffibility of the refurreftion'of
the fame body, and I am not ignorant of the manner in which fome
learned men have explained it ; (fomewhat after the way of your ve-
getative fpeck in the kernel of a peach;) but as you are difcrediting
St. Paul’s doftrine, you ought to fhew that what you attempt to dil-
credit is the doftrine of the Apoftle.  As a matter of choice, you had
rather have a better hody — you will have a better body, — ¢ Your
natural body will be raifed a fpiritual body,”” your corruptible will put
on incorruption. You are fo much out of humour with your prefent
body, that you inform us, every animal in the creation excels usin
fomething. Now I had always thought, that the fingle circumftance
of our having hands, and their having none, gave us an infinite fupe.
riority not only over infefts, fifhes, fnails, and fpiders, (which you
reprefent as excelling us in loco-motive powers,) but over all the ani-
mals of the creation ; and enabled us, in the language of Cicero, de-
{cribing the manifold utility of our hands, to make as it were 2 new
nature of things.. As to what you fay about the confcioufnefs of ex.
iftence being the only conceivable idea of a future life— it proves no- |
thing, either for or againft the refurreftion of a body, or of the fame
body ; it does not inform us, whether to any or to what fubftance,
material or immaterial, this confcioufnefs is annexed. I leave it, how-
ever, to others, who do not admit perfonal identity to confift in con-
fcioufnefs, to difpute with you on this point, and willingly fubfcribe to
the opinion of Mr. Locke, ¢ that nothing but confcioulnefs can unite
remote exiftences into the fame perfon.”

From a caterpillar’s pafling into a torpid ftate refembling death, and
afterwards appearing a {plendid butterfly, and from the ({uppofed) con-
{cioufnefs of exiftence which the animal had in thefe different flates,
you afk, Why muft I believe, that the refurre€tion of the fame body 1s
neceffary to continue in me the confcioufnefs of exiftence hereafter? —
1 do not diflike analcgical realoning, when applied to proper Objeits’ ind-
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‘kept within due bounds : —but where is it faid in Scripture, that the
ceforreCtion of the fame body is neceffary to continue in you the con-
feioufnefs of exiftence? Thofe who admit a confcious ftate of the foul
peiween death and the refurreftion, will contend, that the foul is the
fubftance in which confcioufnefs is continued witheut interruption : —
thofe who deny the intermediate {ftate of the foul as a ftate of con-
{cioufnefs, will contend, that confcioufnefs is not deftroyed by death,
but fufpended by it, as it is fufpended during a found fleep ; and that it
may as eafily be reftored after death, as after fleep, during which the
faculties of the foul are not extin&, but dormant. — Thofe who think
that the foul is nothing diftin&t from the compages of the body, nof 2
fubftance but 2 mere quality, will mantain, that the confcioufnefs ap-
pertaining to every individual perfon is not loft when the body is de-
froyed ; that it is known to Gop; and may, at the general refur-
reftion, be annexed to any {yftem of matter he may think fit, or to
that particular compages to which it belonged in this life.

.In reading your book I have been frequently fhocked at the virulence
of your zeal, at the indecorum of your abufe in applying vulgar and
offenfive epithets to men who have been held, and who will long, 1
truft, continuc to be holden, in high eftimation. I know that the {cax
of calumny is feldom wholly effaced, it remains long after the wound
is healed ; and your abufe of holy men and holy things will be re-
membered, when your arguments againft them are refuted and forgot-
ten. Mofes you term an arrogant coxcomb, a chief affaflin ;- Aaron,
Jofhua, Sampyel, David, monfters and impoftors; the jewifh kings a
parcel of ralcals ;. Jeremiah and the reft of the prophets, liars; and
Paul a fool, for having written one of the fublimeft compofitions, and
on the moft important fubje that ever occupied the mind of man—
the leffon in our burial fervice ; ~— this leflon you call a doubtful jar-
gon, as deftitute of meaning as the tolling of the bell at the funeral. —
Men of low condition! prefled down, as you often are, by calamities
generally incident to human nature, and groaning under burdens of
mifery peculiar to your condition, what thought you when you heard
this leffon read at the funeral of your child, your parent, or your
friend? Was- it mere jargon to you, as deftitute of meaning as the
tolling of -a bell ?— No.~— You underftood from it, that you would
not all fleep, but that you would all be changed in a2 moment at the
latt trump ; you underftood from it, that this corruptible muft put on

incorruption, that this mortal muft put on immortality, and that death .
would be fwallowed up in vifory; you underftood from it, that if
(notwithftanding profane attempts to fubvert your faith) ye continue
ftedfaft, unmovcable, always abounding in the work of the Lord, your
labour will not be in vain.

You fecem fond of difplaying your {kill in {cience and philofophy ;
you fpeak more than once of Euclid: and, in cenfuring St. Paul, you
intimate to us, that when the apoftle fays— one flar differeth from
another ftar in glory — he ought to have faid — in diftance. — All men
Jee that one ftar differeth from another flar in glory or brightnels; but
few men know that their difference in brightnefs arifes from their dif-
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ference in diftance; and I beg leave to fay, that even you, philofoplm. .
as you are, do not know it.  You make an affumption which you cap.
not prove— that the flars are equal in magnitude, and placed at dif.
ferent diftances from the earth ; — but you cannot prove that they-are
not different in magnitude, and placed at egual diftances, though none
of them may be fo near to the earth, as to have any fenfible annus
parallax, 1 beg pardon of my readers for touching upon this fubje&;'
but it really moves one’s indignation, to fee a {mattering in philofoph
urged as an argument againft the veracity of an apoftle, — ¢ Little
learning is a dangerous thing.” '

. «Paul, you fay, affefts to be a naturalift ; and to prove (you might
more properly have faid illuftrate) his fyftem of refurreétion from the
principles of vegetation — ¢ Thou fool,” fays he, ¢ that which thoy
foweft is not quickened except it die : ” — to which one might reply,
in his own language, and fay — ¢ Thou fool, Paul, that which thou
fowett is not quickened except it die not.”> It may be feen, I think,
from this paffage, who affefts to be a naturalift, to be acquainted with
the microfcopical difcoveries of modern times; which were proba.
bly neither known to Paul, nor to the Corinthians; and which, had
they been known to them both, would have been of little ule in the
illuftration of the fubjeft of the refurrettion.  Paul faid — that which -
thou fowet is not quickened except it die : — every hufbandman in Co.
rinth, though unable perhaps to define the term death, would under-
ftand the apoftle’s phrafe in a popular fenfe, and agree with him thata
grain of wheat muit become rotten in the ground before it could {prout;
and that, as Gep raifed from a rotten grain of wheat, the roots, the
ftem, the leaves, the ear of a new plant, he might alfo caufe a new
body to fpring up from the rotten carcale in the grave.—Dottor Clarke-
obferves, ¢ In like manner as in every grain of corn there is containeda
minute infenfible feminal principle, which is itfelf the entire futurc blade
and ear, and in due feafon, when all the reft of the grain is corrupted,
evolves and unfolds itfelf vifibly to the eye; fo our prefent mortal
and corruptible body may be but the cxuvie, as it were, of fome
hidden and at prefent infenfible principle, (poffibly the prefent feat of
the foul,) which at the refurre€tion fhall difcover itfelf in its proper
form.” I do not agree with this great man (for fuch I efteem him)
in this philofophical "conjefture ; but the quotation may ferve to fhew
you, that the germ does not evolve and unfold itfelf vifibly to the eye
till all the reft of the grain is corrupted ; that is, in the language and
meaning of St. Paul, till it-dies. — Though the authority of jefus may
have as little weight with you as that of Paul, yet it may not be im-
proper to quote to you our Saviour’s expreflion, when he foretels the
numerous difciples which his death would produce — ¢ Except a com
of wheat fall into the ground, and die, it abideth alonc: butif it die,
-3t bringeth forth much fruit.” — You perceive from this, that the
* Jews thought the death of the grain was neceflary to its reproduttion :
— hence every cne may fee what little reafon you had to objeét to the
apoftle’s popular illuftration of the poflibility of a refurreclion. Had
he known as much as any naturalift in Europe docs, of thie progrefs of
' - an
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w animal from one flate to another, .as from 2 worm to a butterfly,
(which you' think applies to the cafe,) I am of opinion he would not
tivepfed that illuftration in preference to what he has ufed, which is
dvious and fatisfattory, _

" Whether the fourteen epiftles afcribed to Paul were written by him
orhot, is, in your judgment, a matter of indifference.— So far from
Txing a matter of indifference, I confider the genuinenefs of St. Paul’s
epiftles to be a matter of the greateft importance ; for if the epiftles,
siribed to Paul, were written by him, (and there is unqueftionable
proof that they were,) it will be difficult for you, or for any man,
wpon fair principles of found reafoning, to deny that the chriftian
‘eigion is true. The argument is a fhort one, and obvious to every
wpacity, It ftands thus : — St. Paul wrote feveral letters to thofe whom,
ndifierent countries, he had converted to the chriftian faith ; in thefe
tters he affirms two things;~— firft, that he had wrought miracles in
their prefence ; — fecondly, that many of themfelves had received the
git of tongues, and other miraculous gifts of the Holy Ghoft. — The
prlons to whom thele letters were addrefled muft, on reading- them,
lave certainly known, whether Paul affirmed what was true, or told a
painlie; they muft have known, whether they had feen him work
mrcles; they muft have been confcious, whether they themfelves did
wrdid not poflefs any miraculous gifts.— Now can .you, or can any
m, believe, for a moment, that Paul (a man certainly of great abili-
ts) would have written public Jetters, full of lies, and which could
wt fal of being difcovered to be lies, as foon as his letters were read ?
~Paul could not be guilty of falfehood in thefe two points, or in either
dthem ; and if either of them be true, the chriftian religion is true,
References to thefe two points are frequent in St. Paul’s epiftles: T will
wation only a few.  In his Epiftle to the Galatians, he fays, (chap™ -
L 2 5.) % This only would I learn of you, received ye the {pint -
lgis of the fpirit) by the works of the law ? — He miniffreth to you
e fpirit, and worketh miracles among you.” — To the Theflalonians
befiys, (1 Thefl. ch. i. 5.) “ Our gofpel came not unto you in word
uy, but alfo in power, and in the Holy Ghoft.” — To the-Corin-
lans he thus expreffes himfelf : (1 Cor. 1. 4.) ¢ My preaching was-
u with enticing words of map’s wifdom, but in the demonftration of
befpirit and of power ;> —4nd he adds the reafon for his working
uactes —  That your faith fhould not ftand in the wifdom of men,

b inthe power of God.” — With what alacrity would the faion at
inth, which oppofed the apoftle, have laid hold of this and many
fular declarations in the letter, had they been able to have detefted

iy fillehood in them ! There is no need to multiply words on fo clear
pint — the genuincnefls of Paul’s Epiftles proves their authenticity
Fependently of every other proof ; for it is ablurd in the extreme to
i“' him, under circumftances of obvious detefion, capable of
“ang what was not true ; and if Paul’s Epifties be both genuine

M authentic, the chriftian religion is true, — Think of this argu-

o)
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You ‘clofe your obfervations in the following mann
¢t Should the Bible (meaning, as I have before remarliéd;*iﬂé
Old Teftament) and Teftament hereafter fall, it is nbtﬁﬁ?

v ”  You look, I think, upon your:ii‘r‘&
duétion with a parent’s partial eye, when you fpeak of it in {m}h
a ftyle of {¢lf-complacency. The Bible, fir, has withftood i
Yearning of Porphyry, and the power of Julian, to fay nOthug
6f the manichean Fauftus— it has refifted the genius of Bolirg,
broke, and the wit of Voltaire, to fay nothing of a numerns
herd of inferior affailants —and it will not fall by your for,
You have barbed anew the blunted arrows of former adverfaris;
you have feathered them with blafphemy and ridicule ; dippd
them in your deadlieft poifon; aimed.them with your utmd
{kill ; fhot them againft the fhield of faith with your utmoftw:
gour ;" but, like the feeble javelin of aged Priam, theysil
fcarcely reach the mark, will fall to the ground without;
ftroke. o | -
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[ Continued from page 441. ]

CHAP. V. Diftreffing fituation of .the Reformers. The Light{
Science and the Gofpel vifit Europe about the f[ame time. M.
lanéthon early qualified for rendering important fervice ts Joim,
He delivers Lectures on the Epiftle’to the Romans. — The fludyof
the Scriptures neglected for many ages. The Reformers introduceih

laws of a juft Interpretation of Scripture. Melanéthon enters yn
the Marriage State. Eminent men not always happy in dimf
Life. Remarks. on the temper and habits of fludious men. T
Reformers become more formidable to their enemies. * The R
formers are outlawed by a Bull of Excommunication. Lith
commits the Bull ta the flames. Appears before the Diet dt Wi
Cruel Edift publifbed againft him.  Efcapes the florm, diid is
cealed in a firong Caftle.  Leo X. dies, be is fzgcéeded' By Adria

V1. The Reformation advances. Fanaticks appear during Lt
abfence. Melanéthan contends with them. o,

HE fituation of the Reformers for many years was tni

diftrefling ; they were often toft by furious ftorms and &

pefts on a tumultuous fea, amidft dangerous rocks and fai;hﬁ

quickfands. In this perilous fituation they had inevitably perifhe

had they not been direGed to ftecr their courfe by that bright#

morning ftar, whofe glory they were conftrained to keep in :‘1‘;‘
i



