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Piofessor alleges on the ffroun'j that they
lad a right te do ivhat îIuey ivere doing,
but because though doing *what %vas in
iiseif improper, they ivere doing it wvitli
the very best design; and because thougli
wrong, religion ivou1d suifer less trom iL"

&c. instead of troubiîî the public iib
bis views of th3e Proilessors argument,
iich lie neitirtr states correctir nor

seeims te under.,rand, Mr. Trotter inight
perhaps be more profitably eniployed ini
consideriîîg whether it is really f runi the
Bible he bas iearined that tire etrd baneti-
fie the nxeans; and that, wvbere people
act ivith the very best der, 1ev have
thle warrant of tle Aposile Paul l'or do-
ingtr what is in itseif irnproper-ivbat is
wrong-whiaî God's wvord lias not lcft
ilhern at liberty to do.

The inatters referret 1 were of a coin-
plex eharacter Tixere is, first of ail, thre
sirpfle matrer of catin-, or not guarirg -
Duringt the titme of' 13e Levitical 1ispe-sation, t13e Jews were restraineti b; i-
vine authority from cating of' certain
kinds of meats, aud whcrever tirat law
was transgressed there wvas a liabilitv t0
punisbmeat Even wbere tbe transrrres-
sron was conîitted unieorîsciouslyv, it was
stili a transgression, il exposed io the in-
fliction of a penalty ; andi when at lengîli
it came to be knowýn, an expiation wds
to be nmade for the sirn committed in ig-
noranrce. At tle time wlien th3e Apostle
Paul wvrote, that cereinonial lawv lad ceas-
cd te be binding upon the conscience by
Divine autliority. As fornxerly stated,
thp eatincy,, or the not catin-, involved no
religions point wblatever. gît is ii me,-
peet to titis eatixrg, or not catin«, that
th3e Apostle enjoins forbearance. îVlen,
howvever, thc différent parties, up0fl the
grounti of this simple eatingy, or nlot cat-
ing, came to sit in judgment upon ecd
others' spiritual condition, andte to on-
demn one another, t ris -was -wrong-it
was dcingv what Gods word had nlot lit
t13cm at liboerty to do; and ait hougli Mr.
Trotter thinks that even in this îley
ivere tbc liere objects of forbearance, as
aclir-,Il "with tire very best design'* tle
Aposile exercises no forbearaîrce. lie
coannands"- Let flot hini ilat eatetti des-
pise lim that eaieci nlot; andi let nor Uini
wlricb eateîh flot judge hini that eatetti:
for God bath received himx. Who art
thon i batj udgest anotîher man's servant?"
ŽJeirher <tocs he exercise forbeararrce te-
wards them, wlen tley worrld ascribe
sonicîhing of a mnericorious character t0
iheir respective lines of conduct. Hie
corrects their mistake. lie tells thein,

"the lziuxgdomn of' (od ii not ment ana
drink ; bitt )iàlhteoti.iness, anrd peace, and
joy in the 1-oiy Ghiost". fIl presses il
upon the Corixîthiatis, Ilmreat couimerd-
ei us not to Giid : l'or nuirirer, if ive eat,
are -.vu the better; iieither, if wu eat nlot,
are ive t1ir 'vor:je". Stili ftrilher, wvhen
Ille abslairre.rs ivou1îl inSiýt Upon oihers
foiiowi,'rg the saine litre 0f î:onduct which
they thvcîîî,eivs pursi' -d, as if it involved
a religion:s piiip!e, or toinreiiiiii- rthat
iurigln be. corîîrecîed %with£ salxajor. ; just
as his nra.tsit!r belbre huns Lad deut.unced
rirose wvho LiughIt fbr dûr;rines. rte coin-
mianinl if-s of men , s0 daeki tige Apostie
derrounce ihose who Ilcotîrîîîand tq ab-ý
siain froin nie4ts, whiuh Qod had-. ceeat-
ed ro bu received with tliansgIving« of
ilhein, wiro believe andi knowv îtt trutti."

im iv. 3
5. Iii the First Article or ibese Rie-

marks, it was said, I'he lime was when
the indise rituinate ube of uxets, atid ihe
rregiect ofparticular days, -Vruid,
by 0 he express appointmnent of God, have
subjected the lbraelitus to exclursionr frou

r urgos ordinanteý,". Mr. Trouters Rie-
pýYtiy 1 tils is, IlThe Professor attempis tq
strengîebeiUs po:>ition frorn the Olti Tes-

tanri yassuring us that the Israelires
%vuid have been e.xululed froin the or-
dinances of religion irad they failedti o
Conipi'y with, any part of th3e law; but 1
cari showv the corîîrary, fbr there were oc-
casions on %vhich compliance wiîh some
of its provisions was dis1pensud i ith, in
favour of soille of whoin à is not ai least
insinuaied that their oniission arose frou
conscientious scrupies ; so that 13e as
LO more coentenance from the Oid Tes-
lment than fi ot the New". Hie theu
refers te, P.ud quoies, 2 Chron icxx. 17-
19. And what does that passage sbew ?
'J.'at the cerernonial liw tll the lsratd-
ites ar liberty to loin in the ordinance re?!
ferreti to, in therr tincieatnnss--whether
ibat unclear.ness was the re-bit of consci-
entions scrupies ( !) or flot? No: but
ihat when, by doing so, they lad com-
mait ted sin-Lhy hati contracred -uikt-
and appear 10 bave been to a cer.ain ex-
lent ttn«er a judicial infliction, Hezekiati
prayed for rbose wiro bail tbus ea en the
passover Il otherwise ihaîr iz was writtenl;
andth ie Lord, in the tcndcrnems of bis
mercy, Ilhearkened to Heczekiah, anid
heaied thre Pecph±." loes U&r. Trter
driik that iwhen God pardons and heals;
it is an evidence tixat no transgression,
bas been conurittcd ?-that no iaw hast
been ,v*olated ?-haîtIre parties pari--
cd lad i.oî been subject or liable to tfls


