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such as, “Thisis a faith{ul (or true) sayiag, aud woriliy of all accep-
tatton, that Clirist Jesus cawne into ihe world to save sinners.,”™ 1 Tim.
i. 15, Again, * through this man is preached unto you the forgivencss
of sins, and by him, ull that believe are justified from all things from
which they could not be jusufied by (he law of Moses.” Acts xiu. 38.
Is classical learning necessary to kuow aud declare this gospe1?  No,
itis plain and siwple, and capable of beiug comprehended by the meauest
capacities 5 and, were it not so, it might safely be prenounced unwarthy
of 1ts Divine Author, wliv cemmanded it to be preached to every crea-
ture, learned, and unleained ; aud, surely, Divine wisdom would aever
Lave appuinted the gospel to be preached to unlcarned men, had learning
been necessary tu hauw and understand it. It may furiher be observed
here, that classical learuing is not necessury, hecause, the gospel tes-
timouy is confirmed by the most plain, complete, convincing evidence
of any fact oa record. Can classical lcarning either increase these
cvidences, or ealighien the vudersianding to perceive them? If so,
then to this extent vur fauli stands, not i the word of God, bat in the
wisdom of men.

Gth, Classical learning is unnecessary, because the practical dulies
enjoined wpon Curistians are pluinly and ecplicitly revealed. ‘The
precepts of hiuicn, very unlike the laws of men, are so plan and ex-
plicit, that he who runs may read. As an example of the plainess and
perspicuity of the pracucal injunctions of seripture, take what is called
the Saviour’s goldun rule.  Mait. vii. 12, Iu this rule we have a precept
so short, that the weakest memories may retain it; so distinct and so
explicit, thal no soplistry or false gloss can obscure it; so equilable and
Just, that uoue can object 10 it ; so extensive in its application, that no
action of sucial iutercourse can uvecur, but what ought to Le regulated
by it; and, so universal and compreliensive, that no individual of the
humnan race can be exempted from it. Look at the precept which em-
bodies in 1t the esscuce of the law and the prophets, and then say wiat
classical learning could do to improve it.  To such as may be ready to
urge the oljcction, that this is uuly a solitary instance of plainess and
perspicuity, it may be a suflicient reply, to urge them to search the
scriptures ; and, if they do so, they will doubtless find, that the plainess
and simplicity distinguishing this precept, are characteristic of all the
practical precepts of the scripturcs, and whereby they manifest their
author to be divine. The practical precepts of scripture are already so
plain, that the Spirit of God has compared them unio an highway, in
which the wayfaring man though a fool, shall not err. Isa. xxxv. 8.

7th, Classical learning is not necessary to qualify for preaching the
gospel, because the use thercof was prohibited in'‘the commission given
to the Apostle Paul. Though it may be proved that classical learning
is not absolutely necessary to qualify for preaching the gospel, still, many
will be liable to consider, hat classical learning, all other things being
cqual, must give its possessor a decided superionty as a preacher over
him who wantsit ; and the case of Paul has been frequently adduced as
indisputable proof of this opinivn ; Paul being the only learned Apostle,
and who labored more abundantly in the gospel than them all. 1 Cor.
xv. 10, Those who adduce the example of Paul, asa peculiar instance



