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heaven, ¢ to afford him praise, the
gasicst recompense, and pay him
thanks—how due!” He understood
the feeling of a grateful mind, which
«owing owes not, but still pays, at
once indebted and discharged.” He
felt it to be not so much the duty of
man, as his glory and delight, to sanc-
tily himself and keep the Sabbath of
the Lord. But Philander could not
forgety, that Zis was the Christian
Sabbath ; as the thought entered his
mind, his eyes became dim with
tears—with tears of gratitude and
joy. He was suddenly in the tem-
ple, prostrate at the alitar, at the
tble of his dying Lord. He felt
something of the value of redemp-
tion ; he recollected the seasons of
holy communion with his Saviour;
he remembered how his heart had
burned within him by the way, and
how Jesus had been made known to
him in the breaking of bread,—and
he burst forth into the song of David,
“I was glad when they said unto me,
Let us go into the house of the
Lord.” His mind dwelt with delight
on the glorious plan of salvation: he
pursued 1t through the stages of its
progress on earth, and arrived at its
consummation in heaven; there he
beheld the ransomed sinner standing
before the throne of God and the
Lamb, freed from sin, and care, and
pain, joining the hallelujahs of an.
sels and pertected spirits. He paused
~—for he felt familiar with the scene :
he remembered, that the duy of sa-
cred rest had often been cherished,
as a type and pledge of that nobler
rest which remaineth above : he re-
membered that his Sabbath-enjoy-
ments were sometimes felt to be
blissful anticipations of the joys of
heaven ; and full well he recoliect-
¢d, that in this view of the Sabbath,
he had especially exclaimed with the
holy Psalmist, “I was glad when
they said unto me, Let us go into the
house of the Lord.”
E.P.S.
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Sincerum est nisi vas, quodcunque infundis
acescit, Hor.

TruTH, when misapplied, or mixed
with error, is more dangerous than
falsehood itself. The latter is com-
monly detected by men of plain un.
derstandings: the former may be
clothed in so specious a dress, or
may be so much in unison with ex-
isting prejudices, as to perplex and
unsettic the mind of a sincere but
timid inquirer.

This remark was suggested by
the perusal of a pamphlet, entitled,
“Thoughison the Tendency of Bible
Sacieties, as affecting the Established
Church and Christianity itself, as a
reasonable Service, by the Rev. A,
O’Callaghan.”” - This pamphlet, I
shall not scruple to affirm, abounds
In misrepresentation, in illogical and
inconclusive reasoning, in unfounded
and exaggerated statement. I am
well aware that these are strong
terms, and ought not to be used un-
advisedly: they contain charges which
are easily made, and which should
therefore be made with the greater
caution. How far they are warranted
in fact, and justified by a minute and
careful examination of the leading
principles therein avowed, it will be
incumbent upon me in the sequel to
shew.

This controversy has been carried
on with such unintermitted zeal, that
all the topics in dcbate, it might
fairly have been concluded, were ex-
hausted long ago, and the minds of
men made up on the subject: that it
was, at any rate, useless to re-kindle
angry passions by recurrence to the
past; since the evil, if it were an
evil, was irremediable, or, if the de-
signs of the Bible Society were exe-
cuted wisely, then the fruits would
be daily more and more apparent
and convincing. But the opponents
of this Society are, it seems, stil]
restless and uneasy : they run the
same circle of argument and invec.
tive ; they renew the attack “verbo
mendaci, aut mordaci ;”’ and serve up
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again and again the same dishes to
our jaded palates, seasoned with the
same accompaniments, so altcred
and disguised as to suit the prevailing
taste of thc day, or the peculiar
bhumour of the writer.

It would greatly exceed the limits
I now propose to myself, to follow
Mr O’Callaghan step by step through
the whole of his digressive and very
declumatory pamphlet. His imagi-
nation is so excursive, so lively, so
fruitful in resources ; he presses so
much extrancous matter into his ser-
vice, that ene cannot but suspect him
of some secret misgivings, lest, if he
should leave his cause to be tried by
the standard of unimpassioned reason
(of which he is, in other respects, so
vehemently enamoured,) it would be
weighed in the balance, and found
wanting, Iowever this may be, the
chief thing which I at present under-
take to deal with, is the princifle
upon which the whole force of his
conclusions rests, And this course I
am the rather inclined to pursue,

1. Because the same firincifiley for
the most part, pervades the senti-
ments of all who think, with Mr.
0O’C., that the Bible Society is fraught
with mischief to the Established
Church,

2. Because, if the foundation of
theiv objections be proved to be inse-
curey, then ¢«it will follow, as the
night the day,” that the whole su-
perstructure, however attractive and
imposing, must be insecure also.

Butitistime to let Mr. O’C. speak
tor himsell. ¢ The writer of these
sheets” (says he,y p. 14,) “can aflirm,
that on putting the Bible to this test
(7. e. the test of experiment,) by a
caveful perusal, he found it, collec.
tively taken, one of the most diflicult
hooks he ever read, and that this cha-
racter was affilicable, though in diffe-
rent degreesy to every fiart not fiurely
fDistorical.’® IHere, then, I am con-
tented to take my stand, 1 join issue
with Mr. O’C. on this the cvowed
arinciple, the ground-work of all his
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futurc rcasonings, wiich elsew. =g
repeatedly occurs ; viz, ihat tne Bi.
ble ““is of all books perhaps the
most difficult” (p. 6;) and tha:, be it
remembered, “in cvery pare not
fiurely historical ;7 ¢ the Bible, with.
out note or comment, is unfiz for the
perusal ot the rude and iditerace” (p,
11.) Tt is clear, from these passages,
that Mr. O’C. does not mean to be
understood to state that many parts
of the Bible are full of difficuliy—a
position which 7n0 one would be dis-
posed to controvert—but that the
chnaracter of extreme difficulty per-
vades “every part not purely bisto-
rical ;”’—an aflirmation from which, I
apprehend, every one will instinc-
tively revolt; or, if some few should
be found to accede to it, they would
surely accede with almost insure
mountable repugnar:ce.

If I were to assert, that, on putting
the Bible to the test of experiment,
by a careful perusal of many parts
not purely historical, the result was
totally different from what Mr. O°C,
experienced, I could not hope that
such assertion would have much
weight, because it might with pro-
priety be considered as the opinion
of one obscure individual opposed
to that of another. But, if I can
shew (as { most assuredly can,) that
the opinions of men who were the
brightest ornaments of our church at
diflerent periods since the Reforma-
tion—cpinions gravely and delibe-
rately published to the world—are di-
rectly at variance with those of Mr.
O’C., I think I may safely leave 1t
to the good sense of mankind to
determinc, whether they will adopt
his crude and novel sentiments, or
adhere to the matured and collective
wisdom of ages. '

Before I procecd to cite the au-
thorities above alluded to, I cannot
forbear making one- or two obser-
vations, to which Mr. O’C.’s mode
of expression renders him. pecu-
liarlv obunoxious. In the first plac
it may be remarked, that it is one
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thing to reed the Bible, and another
wo search the Scrifitures daily. Is it
not probable, that this writer’s difhi-
culty may, in part at least, originate
here ? Or has he sufficiently consi-
dered that certain dispositions, and
a particular frame of mind, joined
to earnest prayer for understanding,
that we may understand the Scrip-
wresy, are required of those who
fervently and devoutly desire to read
them with advantage ? « Would we
tnow the main cause of our fruitless
hearing of the word, here itis: men
bring not a meek and guileless spirit
oit.” ¢ Utilis lectio, utilis erudi-
tio, sed 7magis unctio necessaria, quifi-
fie que sola docet de omnibus.” But,
as it 1s rather dangerous for any one
to tread upon this ground, who star-
tles at the reproachful term *fanatic,
or enthusiast,” I beg leave to refer,
for a farther elucidation and confir-
mation of this part of the subject, to
a valuable tract, published by the
Society for promoting Christian
Knowledge, entitled, ¢ The Neces-
sity and Usefulness of Reading the
Holy Scriptures, and ¢he Disprositions
vith which they ought to be read.”
In the next place, there is surely
asingular infelicity in adducing the
lifferent sects amongst the Jews, as
one of the many instances of the dif-
heulty of rightly interpreting Scrip-
ture ; those Jews, some of whom
vere men of deep erudition and
learning—~men who enjoyed the ad.
vantage of reading the sacred volume
n their own familiar tongue—to
whom the laws, manners, customs
and institutions therein described
were thoroughly known ; the pecu-
liar idioms (wbich are now said to
treate so much obscurity) natural
id easy. Are these the circum-
Slances from which we are desired
oinfer that the learned make a pro-
fiiency in the most essential points
of Christian knowledge, which the
ude and illiterate are unable to
Main ! Are we to look for the proof
of this in the imwmediate followers
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of our blessed Lord; in the perse-
vering incredulity of the Scribes and
Pharisees ; in the unsubdued viru-
lence and opposition of the chief
priests and rulers? If *“reason only
1s 10 be the interpreter of Scripture,”
how is it to be accounted for, that
whilst ¢ numbers were added to the
churches daily,” in less civilized
regions, scarcely a single convert
was made by the Apostle amongst
the learned, refined, and enlightened
members of the Areopagus at
Athens !* Are these the examples
by which we are to decide, that
human learning is the only accessible
medium by which an adequate know-
ledge of the truth can be acquired 2.
Is it not manitest, on the contrary,
that the Jews, to whom Mr. O’C. so
unaccountably appeals in support of
his opinions, are the most striking
and durable monuments of the total
Insufficiency of all human learning to
generate a ready assent (o the truths
of the Gospel? 1f the Jews, as a na-
tion, grossly misconceived the cha-
racter of the Messiah, will Mr. O°C.
venlure toinsinuate, in contradiction
to the whole tenor of the Gospel,
that such misconception proceeded
from a deficiency in learning, or a
want of mental capacity? Is it not
abundantly obvious, on the contrary,
that it was firide and hardnesa of hear:
—wilful obstinacy—and a presumprtu-
ous defiendence ufron & impuroved rea-
son alone”—that made them spurn
that true and living interpretation,
which the simple and humble-mind-
ed, whether learned or unlearned,
rich or poor, embraced with alacrity
and joy ¢ * Them thatare meek shall
he guide in judgment, and suchas are
gentle, them shall he learn bis way.”

But here Mr. *C. will be ready
to exclaim, * All, therefore, that is
wanting (in the opinion of the sup-

* ¢ Ye sce your calling, brethren, how
that not many wize men after the flesh, not
many mighty, not many noble are called;
but God hath chosen the foolish things of
the world to eonfound the wise.” '
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porters of the Bible Society,) for
understanding the Scriptures, is a
competent portion of self-abasement
and ignorance on the part of man,
with a Bible to read ; God will do
the rest.” (p. 16 ) Is this the re-
mark of intemperate prejudice, or
wilful misrepresentation ! instead of
the word ¢7znorance,” which is in-
sidiously and disengenuously intro-
duced, substitute ¢ diligence in the
use of the appointed means,”” and it
will be easy to find anthorityamongst
“the ablest divines and supporters of
the Established Church, for a doc-
trine which excites in the mind of
Mr. O’C. so much pleasantry. (See
Judgment of Archbishop Cranmer,
concerning the People’s Right to,
and discreet Use of, Holy Scrip-
ture, p. 15.)

How far Mr. O’C. is justified in
stating, that *“the greatest lumina-
ries of our church and nation have
thought that reason, improved rea-
son, 1s the only interpreter of the
Sacred Writings,”” we shall present-
ly see, when 1 have contrasted the
opinions of Archbishop Cranmer, of
Archbishop Leighton, of the Society
for promoting Christian Knowledge,
and of Bishop Horsley, with those of
Mr. O'C. This I shall do by ex-
tracting passages from the writings
of those distinguished divines, and
by reference to the tract above clted,
which must necessarily be supposed
to speak the sentiments of the So.
ciety by which it is published and
circulated.

“ Peradventure they will say unto
" me, How and if we understand not
that we read that is contained in the
books ? What then?! Suppose thou
understand not the deep and pro-
found mysteries of Scripture, yet can
it not be but that much fruit and
holiness must come and grow unto
thee by the reading : for it cannot be
that thou shouldest be ignorant in all
things alike. Tor the Holy Ghost
hath so ordered and attempered the
Scriptures, that in them as well fub-
licans, fishersyand shefiherds may find
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their edification, as great doctops
their erudition. For these books
were not made to vain-glory, like g5
were the writings of the gentile phi-
losophers and rhetoricians ; to the
intent the makers should be had i
admiration for their high styles, ang
obscure manner and writing, whereof
nothing cun be understood withouyt
a master or expositor: but the Apos.
tles and Prophets wrote their books
so that their special intent and pur.
pose night be wunderstood and fper-
celved of every reader, which was
irothing  but the edification angd
amendment of the lite of them that
read or hear it. WWho is it, that
reading or hearing read in the Gos.
pely ¢ Bicssed be they that be meek,
blessed are they that be wmerciful,
blessed are they that are clean of
heart,” and such other like places,
can frercelve nothing, excefit he have
a master to teach him what it mean-
eth.” (See Judgmentof Archbishop
Cranmer, &c. p. 14.) Again: « Here
all manner of persons..... learned, un-
learned ; vich, poor....tepants and
mean mei,......artificers, husband-
men. &c....... of what state and condi-
tion soever they may be, may in this
book learn all things, what they
ought to believe, what they ought to
do,” &c. &c. Therefore I will take
it for a conclusion sufficiently deter-

mined and appointed, that it is con- &

venient and good the Scriptures be

read of a/l sorts and kinds of people,” =

&c. (Ibid, p. 18.)

« It (7. e. the Bible) is so contem.
pered, that there may be many things,
yea, all the main things in it, profita-
ble for all. fitted to the use of the
lowest estate and lowest cafacities
of men.”—Avrchbishop Leighton’s
Works, vol. 1. p. 338.

My expecrience, I confess, leads
me wmost fully and deliberately to
assent to the truth of these decla-
rations. But docs it from thence
¢ inevitably follow (as Mr. OC.
would have us believe, p. 15.) that
the clergy are not therefore an €s-
sential part of a religious commu

SRS
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nity ?”” Doesitindeed follow,because
«the main things are profitable for
all,” that theretore no farther in-
siruction is needtul? In what partof
Scripture has Mr. O’C. discovered,
that he, who has hinbibed a portion
of the wisdom which is trom above,
acquires thereby a disrelish for re-
ceiving farther instruction from his
appointed teachers 2 That a slender
proficicney in religious knowledge
is calculated to make us turc a deatl
car to those deeper mysteries of the
Gospel; or those practical lessons of
holiness and obedience, which it is
e duty of the clergy to enforce and
of the flocks committed to their
charge to receive. Surely, good
sense und truth are all on the side of
those who admit, with Archbishop
Leighton that ¢t the Scripiures are a
depth that tew can wade farinto, and
none can wade through ; but yet all
may come to the brook, and refresh
themselves with drinking of the
sreams of its living water; and go
in a little way, according to their
strength and stature.” Vol.i. p.338.

But let us now turn to the view,
which is taken of the difficulties of
Scripture by the Society for promot-
ing Christian Knowledge, and see
how far it accords with Mr. O°C.’s
doctrine. In the tract belore cited,
we to be found the following pas-
uges: ¢ The Scriprures must be
read with submission, and obedience
of faith. Since it is God who speaks
in them, we have nothing to do but
lobe well assured that we rightly
wderstand their meaning, which is
Never difficult in things necessary to
wlvation.”” (p. 31.) Again ; ¢ When
v read the commands and preccpts,
which God has given us in his word
0 be the rule of our actions, it is
wr duty to belicve that obedience
d conformity to them is absolutely
md indispensably nccessary. And
U the sense of Scrifiture is never ob-
‘ture in this respect, and it isimprossi-
We we should be deceived, uniess we
“lfully shut our cyes against the

155

truthy all we have to do is with humi-
lity and an honest heart to submit to
whatever God is pleased to command.”
p. 33.

Thus then it is plain, ‘that the
opinions, sanctioned by the Society
for promoting Christian Knowledge,
not only go the length of contraven-
ing the charactéer of difficulty in
many farts of Scrifiture not purely
historical, but are explicit to shew,
that error in these cases can only
arise from ¢ wilfully shutting our
eyes against the truth.” Is it pos-
sible that Mr. O'C. should deserve
such reproof? If he does,—and I
see no means of eluding its direct
and palpable application to him,~
who is bold enough to. confide in
such a leader?

It would be easy to multiply quo-
tations from other divines of esta-
blished authority, if that were ne-
cessary. I shall, however, content
myself with extracting two passages ;
one from the justly celebrated
Charge of Bishop Horsiey, delivered
to the clergy of his diocese in 1790 ;
the other from a sermon of that judi-
clousand learned prelate. “We have
(says the Bishop) exfierimental firogf,
that there is nothing in the great
mystery of godiiness, which the
vulgar, more than the learned, wane
cafiacity to afifirehend : since upon
the first preaching of the Gospel,
the illiserate, the scorn of pharisaical
firide, who knew not the law, and
were therefore deemed accursed,
were the first to understand and
embrace the Christian doctrine.
Nor will this seem strange, if it be
considered that religion and science
are wvery different things, and the
object of different faculties, Science
is the ovbject of natural rcason; re-
ligious truth of faith,” (pp. 13, 14.)
This opinion of Bishop Horsley has
a two-fold application to the subject
belore us: it completely rebuts (as
far as weight, and authority, and
talent can do it) the firinciprle; upon
which DNlr, O°C. has raised so ime
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posing a fabric; and it furnishes a
ready answer to all such observa-
tions as the following : It would be
highly desirable (says Mr. O’C))
that the peasantry of Ireland under-
stood and respected the laws of their
country more than they do at pre-
sent; yet no society has yet started
up, with the avowed object of dis-
persing among them cheap editions
cf Blacksione, or Coke upon Litile-
ton, without note or comment, A
competent knowledge of natural phi-
losophy, astronomy, metapbysics,
and political economy, could not fail
to humanize their winds, Iessen their
taste for nocturnal depredations, and
quench their thirst for blood ; yet no
sagacious reformer has yet come
forward with a proposal for circulat-
ing among them Newton, Laplace,
Locke, Smith, or Stewart, without
note or comment. Why? Because
“ religion and science are very dif-
ferent things andthe object of different
Jucultics.  Scicnce is the cbject of
natural recason; religious truth of
faith.” Well may we apply to Mr.
O’C. the words of our Saviour to
Nicodemus: ¢ Art thou a master of
Isracl,andknowestnot thesethings?”’

But let us again atiend to the
writings of the same prelate. It
is incredible (says he) to any one,
who has not in some degrece made
the experiment, what a proficiency
may be wmade in that knowledge,
which maketh wise unto salvation, by
studying the Scriptures in this man-
ner, (i. e. by compuring parallel pas-
sagcs,) without any other commen-
tary or exposition than what the
different parts of the sacred volume
mutually furnish for cach other. 1
aill not scrufile toassert, that the mose
illiterate Christian, if Ae can but read
his English Bible, and aill take the
Jrains to rvead it in this manner, will
not only attain all that practical know-
ledee woliich @s necessary to his sualva-

fony buty by God’s blessine, e wwill
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become learned in every thing relating
to his religion, in such degree, that je
will not be liable to be misled, eithep
by the refined arguments or by the
Jalse assertions of those who endeavoyr
to ingraft their own ofiinion ufion the
oracles of God. He may salely be
ignorant of all philosophy, except
what is to be learned from the sacreg
books ; which indeed contain the
highest philosophy adapted to the
lowest apprehensions. He may
safely remain ignorant of all history,
except so much of the history of the
first ages of the Jewish, and of the
Christian Church as is to be gather.
ed from the canonical books of the
Old and New Testament. Let him
study these in the manner I recom-
mend, and let him never cease to
pray for the illumination of that
Spirit by which these books were
dictatcd ; and the whole compass of
abstruse philosophy and recondite
history shall furnish no argument
with which the perverse will of man
shall be able to shuke this learned
Christian’s faith. The Bible thus
studied will indeed prove to be what
we Protestants esteem 1it, a certain
and sufficient rule of jaith and firac-
ticey a helmet of salvation, which alone
may quench the fiery darts of the
wicked ”—-Nine Sermons, &c. pp-
226, 7, 8.

“ We are not told, that the igno- ;
rant man receiveth not the thingsof {

the Spirit of God, while the /lzeraie
man does receive them : but we are
told, that the n@ural man, whether
ignorant or literate, receiveth them
not; and the reason assigned is, that

they are foolishness unto him, neither &

can he know them, because they are
spiritually discerned.”” These ex
tracts require no comment. They
are plain, and go directly to the poin
at issue, and may, 1 think, be safely
leftto work their own way against the
sophistries of Mr. O’C., heightcn.e'd
and embellished as they are with
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various entertaining episodes of Puri-
tans, and Metbodists, and Gospel
Preachers; episodes, made up of a
strange admixture of truth and nuis-
representation, unworthy of the cause
which he has undertaken to advocate,
and discreditable to the temper and
spirit of a Christian minister.
I am, Sir, &c,
PAULINUS,

e Sy

To the Editor of the Christian Observer,

Tur attestation respecting the author
of The Whole Duty of Man, together
with my accompanying query (insert-
ed in Christian Observer, Vol. X V.
p. 435.) not bhaving produced any
other notice from your correspon-
dents than the laconic observations
of R. W. D. (Vol. XV. p. 643,,) al.
low me to claim a place in your co-
lumns for a slight attempt to solve
my own problem. [t is with some
reluctance that I occupy your valua-
ble pages with a discussion purely
bibliographical 5 but the subject be-
ing at present imperfectly noticed in
your work, I shall, o5 briefly as pos.
sible, communicate the information
whick I have derived, and the ideas
which have suggested themselves to
my mind, by looking more closely
into the question.

Itis not difficult to ascertain the
feriod in which The Whole Daty
of Man appeared before the public,
dthough your correspondent ex-
presses some doubt even on that
pomt. R.W.D. mentions the edition
of 1677, as the earliest which he has
seen. I have seen an edition of eigh-
tten years earlier date, which is up.
doubtedly the first. Ballard states,
that the work appeared in 1657 ; but
t1s clear that he was misled by the
tate of Dp. Hammond’s prefatory
letter written in that yeer. It was
published at the beginning of the
year 1659 ; for Dr, IHammond, in a
letter 10 Mr. Peter Staipenough, da-
tedp M_arch 16, 1659, among other
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notices of new publications, observes;
“’fwo excellent pieces there are
from an unknown hand, ZThe Whole
Duty of Man, and The Gentleman’s
Culling.” _

A more. knotty question arises in
the inquiry respecting zke autior of
this work ; and Junius bimself has
scarcely called forth more improba-
ble conjectures than this writer. The
concealment, so successfully studied,
appears to be alluded to in the fron-
tispiece to the older editions, which
represents Moses veiled holding the
tables of the Law in his hands; this
motto being subscribed,—¢ Ang
till Moses had done speaking to them,
ke prut a veil on his face.” From this
some have concluded (I think incor-
rectly,) that Bishop Fell himself was
not made acquainted with the name,
till the last work of the author bhad
been produced.

The ingenious method by which
Bishop Tell would lead us to the au-
thor'is not, it must be confessed, very
agreeable in its process, or satisfuc-
tory in its result. ¢ Let the pious
reader live a whole age of great
austerities, and maintain an undis.
turbed serenity in the midst of them,
and he will Aimself become a lively
Jiicture of our author.”

Neither this work, nor the other
pieces confessedly produced by the
same hand, afford us any positive
data by which we can ascertain the
name of the writer. At the same
time, there are some circumstances
sufficiently marked to exclude cer-
tain pretensions; and others which,
though more ambiguous, may serve
as tolerable tests of the degree of
probability which attaches to the
contested claims of authorship.

I. The most decisive of these is,
the pericd of the author’s death. In
the preface to the folio edition of the
whole works (Oxford 1684,) which
has been ascribed without controver-
sy to the pen of Bishop Fell, the
author is stated to be dead. Conse-
quentky%wc may safely discard the
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