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for their inngcence, and hioliness; performing the
obligations of christian piety, with afervor and
sclf-denial, worthy of our imitation. Such was
the religion of the civilized portion of the earth, at
the period of that dreadful storm, which broke out
in Germany; in the sixteenth century; and which,
falling upen the venerable fabric, overturned its
altars; destroyed its worship: transferred itsriches:
its cdifices: its temples: to a ncw order of men:
and introduced a new order of things. ¢ Surely,
then, there is here reason to suspect, that a religion
&uch as this, may be truc, and ifso, it is the duty
of men to examine it.”

Since the above mentioned revolution, a multi-
tude ofsects have been engendered; distinguished
by a variety of features, whichwell deservg: atten-
tion: the founders were discontented priests, and
{icentious friars, who, impatient of the restraints of

which once prevailed, is a matter of little difficulty:
there existed then, a ceENTRE oy unNITY: Which
possessed the confidence and respect of nations:
who, considered the CaurcH as their divinely
appointed guide; and its authority asunerring, and
infallible: who,upon hearing its voice, revered it
as the voice of heaven, submiited to its decisions,
and believed without reserve: by this happy con-
viction, union was preserved, the intrusion of error
was more difficulf, and the propagation of seeta-
rianisin became alinost impossible.

T'o elucidate the causes, which have produced the
unholy p1sunion, which now separates solarge a:
portion of mankind, is not more difficult, than the
preceding. When that revolution took place,
which introduced the new order of things, the long
established rule of unity was discarded, and the
right of private judgment permitted: which con-

celibacs', hesitated not, to violate their most solemn
vows: whils¢ the authors of the morc recent de-
nominations, weia, with few exceptions, laymen,
and obscure enthusiasts., Where they have go-
vernment it is heterogenious :  half human,
half divine, half modern, half ancient: the artful
combination of civil policy, or the illus Ve arrang-
ment of snceessful fanaticism: their dissimilizity is
so great, that neither the curiosity, nor the indus~
iry of learning can enumerate them: their estab-
lishments are, comparatively speaking, triflingand
insignificant: the vice and immorality which sur-
round us, is as astonishing, as it is distressing:
even in the virtue of the moral portion, there is no-

1hing striking, nothing that resembles the examples ||

of ancient sanctity, or implies any painful sacrifices
of self-1gve: little beyond the limits of great decen-
¢y, or nice decorum: to the important features of
antiquity and diffusien, which form the grand cha-
racterisiics of THE CnurcH oF CHRIsT, they
can present no claim whatever: their titles are all
of them new. some of them absurd. Such is the
situation of religion in this country; the theatre of
innumcrable sects, and associations, all at variance
with cach other; yet, each arrogating (o themselves,
the exclusive privilege of being the oNLY TRUE
Cuurci or Cririst. May we not justly ob-
serve, “f there is reason  to suspect that such reli-
pions may not be true, and therefore, it is the duty
of men to examine them,?”?

In the above description no allusion has been
made, to the various schools of infidelity, which,
blended with the multitude of Teligions, are so pre-
valent in (his country: the number of these profane
institutions, of Socinianism, Unitarianism, Deism,
&c. are frighifully great; and what is still more aw-
tul; their disciples, for the greater part, consist,
not of the illiterate; but of the best educated por-
tions of the community. One of the most acute
writers of modern times observes:

“Liberal opinions, that is, no fixed principles
whatsoever, are professed in every quarter, and in
spite of the apparent tranquility which reigns around
the day caunot be distant, in which there will be as
little belicf among us, as there is now among the
philosophers of Germany; that is, NoNE AT ALL.”

Toassign » reason for the religious coscorp

ceded to each indivMual, the privilege to believe,
and decide, according to his own understanding.

¢ When the protestants first withdrew from the
communion of the Churcliof Rome, the principles
they went upon were such as these: Jesus Christ
hath by his gospsl called all men unto liberty; the
glorious liberty of ide sons of God; and restored
them to the privilegoof working out their salvation
by their own understandings.”’

¢ The Church of Inglaud, recoguizes to the ut-
most extent, the riglht of everyy man to worship God
according to his own conscience: for, since we
judged for ourselves when we scceded from the
Church of Rome, we allow others to ;udge for!
themselves when they secede from .the Chuich of :
England.”

This is the lcading principle of protestantism:
itsMaeNa CmarTa: from this assumed privi-
lege flows, that variety of religions which divide;
the Christian waltl: for if all men are to judge for
themselves, the necessary consequence must be,
that inasmuch as their habits, inclinations, and
thoughts, all disagree, so will theopinions which
they may forn, differ in the same proportion.
<¢ The abuse o liberty, has rendered christian unity
little more than an empty name: the generalily of
christian professors, consider themselves at liberty
at all times, to clioose their own persuasion, and to
change their opinions as often as caprice may dic-
tate.”> Hence, we may discern, the source from
which the multitude of religions flow; and also, the
yet greater calamity, the prevalence of irreligion:
the natural consequence of the former, which, asit
creates doubt, in the minds of some, must conse-
quently produce contempt in others, and in many, a
total indifference for teligion: the same principlo
that explains the various creeds of heresy, equally
elucidate the various codes of infidelity: these are
contained in the vaunted privilege of “ cosrEL
LIBERTY:” insomuch, that to it alone, the soci-
nian, the deist, even the atheist, always appeal: be-
ing atonce the proof, and sanction of their respec-
tive system.

“The atheist, assures the protestant, he admits
no guide buthisown reason : he obeys its dictates,
and believes what he understands.—The Calvanist,

the does not admit it. The socicinian, does not

understand the trinity ; conseqaently, he rejects it.
The deist undérstands no mystery, and hence e
believes none: now to me, the divinity appears
the greatest, and most impervious of all mysteries ;
therefore, my reason unable to compretiend-it, can-
not with consistency admitit. I only olaim for
myself, the smine privilege which you do: we ali
have the same rule of belief: each of us excluding
the rule of authority ; with what justice then, can
you condemn me? ifLought to renounce my rea-
som, or, if you judge me guilty, while I attend to
its snggestions ;3 then do  you renounce yows.
whichis not more infallible than mine; abjurc
your rule of faith : declare honestly, that what you
have hitlierto taught, is devoid of foundation; and
that if’ truth do exist any where, you have not yet
found out by what means it should be discovered.

“Hence it follows, that protestants eannot rcfuse
to tolerate the atheist, without abandoning theic
own leading principle; if; they say, that the laticr
malkes a bad use of his reason j or, that he is not
sincere, might not the same with equal justice be
said of every class of hereties? The reproach is
certainly inconsistent in the mouths of the sectari-
ans : because, it applies cqually to THEM, as to ali
others: what the protestant says of the atheist.
the atacist says equally of the protestant : and who
isthe judge between them? Ressox! But, it is
precisely the judgement ofveason that is contested:
therefore, to eall in reason to decide the differcneo.
is solving the question by the question itself: it ix
laughing at common sense.”

The statements which many eminent protestant,
writers have laid before the world, of the condition
of religion in different protestant countries, exhibit
ihe consequences to be expected, from the princi-
ple of ¢ the right of private judgment.”

Thus, STarkE, describes Germany : the birtl:
piace, and cradle of the reformation,

“ As for protestantism in Germany, it is so de-
generated hers, that except the name, little else of
it now subsists : it has undergone so many chan-
wes, that if Lutner, or JELANCTHON, were to
vise again, they would not know the chureh, whick
was the work of their industry.”

.

T8,

Star FER, another protestant divine; say's,,

“The defection from Christianity is almost, it’
not quite general; you see there, the pastor, and
the professor from their pulpits, casting doubts
upon all the reccived doctrines of veligion. and
shaking every principle of Chvristianity, whilst the
people in the mean time, arc completely inditlerens
to it.”

MuLLER, assurcs us,

“That multitudes of protestant theologians,
make it an ABsoLUTE puTY, to drown the funda-
mental doctrines of christianity in deism.”

According to Grenus, Heyer, and Fmpaytez,

Gceneva, the “Protestant Rome,” is now no
longer even Christian : it has become completely
socinian: insomuch, that they assure us, its pas-
tors not only laugh at the creed of Calvin, not only

rdaes not understand the real presence; therefore,
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pity the eredulity which could believe sach nen:




