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THE HYPOCRITE

ness >vhich does not belong to you. After acknowledging

the honor I have done you, in placing you m one of the

.. niches of fame'Mn my ''3f«r»o/>SWrottV you give the

following nole, at the boltom of page 22. " I beg leave to

as^uiethopublio, that it is with extreme reluctance, that 1

u'e the saired appellation " Man of^orro^^r
^'^'Y^'^l

bolonas so exclusively to our adorable Kcdeemer, and which

perhaps, never was employed in reference 1.. any mere human

e no- until Mr. J. published his life." Perhaps sir, you

wTlfallov me to " beg leave to assure the public," that you

Ta Y your best side ontside ; and allow me the privilege of

examining your imide. You •' with extreme reluctance use

the acred appellation, " Man afSorr<ncs ;'' NV hy did you

use it '-What has it to do with the present controversy ?-

you name is not once mentioned in it : but the truth is, your

^:t^l^>r revenge is so great,lhat nothing less an my U>^a

ruin will quench it. And you may depend up. nit, that > our

iTst will lever be allayed in my destruction ;
tor God wd

never leave me in your hand.-'2. lim. 4, 1». liut let u^

ear your own ol)jection to the term. - A term which be-

Inn os^so exclusively to our adorable Redeemer." Indeed !

^^^^^ere did you get the term '^ BEV,nENn^>

from ^-" a term which so exclusively belongs to our adora-

ble MAKER and) Redeemeii I" It you were acquainted

wilh the «.«.., yoii would certainly kn- tha^ ^t - a term

which belongs #0 God flZowc; and so sacrcc/ is that name

we ^nd i but once recorded throughout the sacred page ;

rndb your information I would point you to the one hun-

dred and eleventh Psalm, and the ninth verse, and woula the

a k hit ^vith
" extreme reluctance" that you sufter yourselt

to be called by that name ?- and call others by it when you

knorit be onL - exclusively" to GoD ! Had my book

eeT called '^ The M«w o/IS'on-oirs," the dehnite article

iglit 1 avcTmade it objectio'nable, and even then it w^uld

ha^ebeen buta name applicable *«
.^^-..^^^f^^'take ^e

> 1 i „„ t^nn I think. Sir, it von win laive iu«

trouble to search your " bible" you will find that the 1 lo-

nhetEzekiel is called, ''son of man:' about cighty-mne

fi^^s am t^' adorable Iledeiier" is called by the same

'r;,'' by the Evangelists, ^^outej^ times But no

where in the Scriptures IS any man called
^ Rf^^^^^J^

-.nd still YOU have no " extreme leiuciaucc m bcii.B -"'*^»

ivlhat «Morm.--which perhaps never was employed .«

;4re«ce to any mere human being until" men arrogantly

V.


