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cast in a less firm mould would have shinunk, he had |
the sausfuction of carsying with him the cunvictions
and the suffrages of a large mugoriy of the puople of
Scotland.  Yet if for a nwnitit Le dreamed that the
path on which he had entered was Jevel and simooth,
he was speedily destined 1o learn his mistake.  Re-
proaches and misepresiutations asssmlbed Lim fuom
quarters whunce he had the last season to expuet
them. Some of the peisons wio lad stoud by his
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who heard of the operativns of the socicty, had been
Ikd o smagne.  Impurtant as these cousiderations
wae, they were snot the questions which espeainlly
struck his nund, in the discoveries which accident hag
made, of the proceedings of the directors and agents
of the British and Foreign Bible Society.  In the con.
duct of ike socicty, as represented by these individu
als, he buhidd e grand leading principles of morality
and religion placed in jeopardy. e saw the marked

side at the commencuncut of tic conflict, and who Lad {Line of scpmation, which the Divine Being has drawn
rendercd themadves conspicuous Ly the furwmdmas‘bu\\ccu lus word and thic imaginations of hus fallible
of thewr zeal, 1f not by the sounduess of thar disere- | crcatuies, todden down, and, so far as the operations
tion, thought fit to d.sert Jum, and others, on Whose jof the socicty on the continent were concerned, in dan-

countenance and aid Lic maglit reasonably have calou-
lated, Jooked coldly on, and chiafed lus spint, if they
could not sour his taaper, or dump his cxeruons, by
the tone of their adiice.

1t is not to be doubted, that the cffect produced upon
Dr. Thomson’s mind, by the mauner in which some
of the leading advocates of the directors of the Brat-
ish and Forcign Bible Socitty conducted their share,
of what has been called « The Apocryphal Contro-
versy,” made an impression on his health.  Naturally
of a more than usually robust constitution, he was ca-
- pable of undergoing great fatigies ; nor was histem-
per of that sensuive and morbid character which
dwells upun imagimed 1njurics, or cxaggerates peity
slights into scrious wrongs.  Still the personal tone

which the controversy assunied in the hands of per-
sors who, in the absence of argument, Lad recourse
to recrimination and insult, combined with the sleep-
less nights aud busy days which the part he had un-
deriaken imposed upon  him, silenmly wore down the
sirength of his constitution, and prepared it for yicld-
ing 10 that blow, unexpected perhaps Ly all but him-
sclf, which put & perpetual period to his labors and
anxicties. In a stute of health, which, 10 most men,
would have furnished an irresisiible plea for scclusion
from the excitement of public Lusiness, he puid a visit
to London ; where, if he did litle to place the ground
of controversy Letween the two socicties of London
and Edinburgh in its proper light, before the religious
public of the metropolis, the fuilure is to be astibed
to some other causc than a deficiency of zeal, of exer-
tion, or of eloquence on his part.

The manncr in which Dr. Thomson managed hus
share in this controversy must not be passed in si-
lence. It was with all his heart and soul that he en-
tered into the controversy : hie brought all his powers
to aid him in doing justice to it; and for a time at
Jeast, his whole mind and time were absorbed in it
In the object contended for, ke Leheld a principle ut
stake, which, 23 a Christian, a protestant, and a min-
ister, he was bound to vindicate ond maintain. It
was not merely whether certain funds had been wisely
or imprudently applied ; whether certain indisiduals,
10 whora the public had been taught to look up with|
confidence, hod been faithful to their trust- whetker a

Jess degres of good had been done, than the werld,

ger of Leing oblicrated . He saw the broad seal of
Jicaven wrested from the page on whichit had been im-
pressed by thie finger of God, and placed unscrupu.
lously, and without discrimination, on lying legends
and on ¢ the true sayings of God.” In all this, he
beheld an object fitted to awaken all the energy of a
mind tramed to tremble at the Divine Word, to rouse
mto indignane and irrcpressible feeling all the sensi-
bilitics of a soul that was * very jealous for the Lord
God of Hosts.”

If we would form a correct estimate of the con-
duct of Dr. Thomson, in relation to the British and
Forcign Bible Soucty, we must at once possess
something of his character, and find ourscives placed
nearly in his circumstances. The very features of
his character as a controversizlist, which may seem
mast to requite softening, were cunnected with quali-
ties for which his meniory deserves most to be hon-
ored. 11 he assumed a decided attitude, and made
use of strony language, it was not becanse he cared
linle for the feelings, or was reckless of the character
of his antagonists, but because his zeul for the truth
made him less alivethan were the lukewarm and the
timid, to the cffect his occasional warmth might have,
on those with whom a sense of duty brought him into
collision. In a strugsle, unusuolly protracted, and
in which, on the side of the oppusite party, in some
memorable instances, mat the courtesies of debate
merely, but the restraints of Christian feeling and
ordimary decorum were violated, it is not to be won-
dered at that he should at times have cauglit the tone
of his assailants—1hat he should occasionally have
descended from the high ground of principle to occupy
a position, in which, though he was not less formis
dabley he appeaved personally to less advantage—
that, in saont, like Luther and Calvin, and others,
hie predecessars in the task of correcting great abu-
ses, he shonld occasionally have been terapted 10 fore
get that **long forbearing® is sometimes the surest
pavent of * persuasion,” and that it is “a 50t an-
swee” which the wisec man tells us ¢ breaketh the
bone.” If more nced Le said on the subject, he
himsell has s2id @t,* ia terms that leave us only w

» See Dr. Thomson's speech at the extraordinary

meeting of the Edinburgh Bible Society, on the 1st
March,gl&'io. T B a




