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mine the Scriptures, thether these things were so.
hey examined. praised God, and proceeded with
irc and sword to the extirpation of the ungodly,
nd the seizure of their property. Private judg-
ment also, thought it had discovered in the Bible,
that established laws were standing  resrraints on
hristian liherty, and that the clect of God were in-
apable ofsinning. John of Leyden, laying down
his thimble, and taking up his Bible; surprised the
ity of Munster, at the head of a rabble of frantie
wthusiasts, prockimed himself King of Zion, and
took unto hitnself fourteen wives at once, affirming
that polygamy was Christianliberty, and the pri-
vilege of the saints.  But if the flagitious madnes
foreign peasants, interpreting the Bible for them-
selves, beafllicting to the friends of humanity and
raional piety, the history of England, during a
onsiderable part of the seventeenth century, offers
little toconsole them. In that place and period,
tountless enthusiastssprung up successively, and
ontemporancously, endued with extravagant doc-
trines and nozious propensities, in various degrees
trom the wild ravingsof Fox, to the methodical
madnessof Barclay; from the formidable fanaticism
fCromwell,to the drivelfing impiety of Praisc-
Gad-Burebones.  Picty, reason, and common sense
seemcd o be driven from the world, to make rooin
or canting jargon, rcligious frenzy, and fiery zeal.
All quoted Scripture, all made pretensions to iffi-
inations, visions, revalations, and ilupsesof the-
spitit ;5 and the pretensions of all were equally
ell founded. The expediency of abolishing the
ferical and regel functions, was strenuously mains
tained: priests beingthe  servantsof Sawn, kings
e delegates of the Whore of Babylon, and botfs
inconsistent with the kingdom of the Redeemer.
hese zealots denonaced learnihgas a heathen-
sh invention, and the universities as seminaries of
atichristian impiety. The sanctity of his office
was no protection to the prelate; the sacredness
f'majesty no defence to the king 3 both were scofi
d at, denounced, and finally murdered by
erciless fanatics, whose only book was the bible
without note or comment. At this time, prayer,
andj preaching, and reading the Scirplures, were
t their height ; every man prayed, cvery man
preached, every man read, and no man listened.
cripture authority was pleaded for cvery atrocity.
The ordinarv Dbusiness of life was transactedin
scripture language. Inscripture phrase were
Jiscussed the internal state of the nation, and its
xternal relations. In the language of Scripture
nspiracies were formed, proscriptions planned,
asons hatched, and by scripture authorities they
ere not onlyjustified but consecrated. These his-
torical facts haveoficn astonished the good and stars
tled the pious. Engrossed by such feelings, the
eader too often overlooks their awful moral, that
the Bible without nate or commentisunfit for the
perusal of the rude and illiterate.

“Its doctrines, never con’trary to reason, are
sometimes above it ; its truths, generally deep, are
sometimes mysterious, but slways important. §3
that thelcharacter and matter of the sacred volume

ter in the original languages ot the Old and New

‘estament, are faithfully transfused into our au
thorised version, while many others naturally
spring up from the imperfection of transtation
Accordingly, 1t 1s only by long and severe study
that men of the best und.rstandings, enlarged by
multifarious reading, can acquire an adequat
nowledge of the sacred writmgs. The Bi-
ble ought to be approachedeven by the wise ana
learned, with an humble sense of their own limited
apacities.”  The author then proceeds 1o shew
that reading these sacred writings without due
precautions produced a variety of mischievous sects
and even were made a pretence for rejecting the
Messinhamong the ancient Jews; and that the
ame cause produced effects equally lamentabl(;
mong the prinutve Chnstans, some of whom,
says St. Paul, wrested the sariptures to their own|
destruction. “ Yet these men,” says our author.
“ who thus perverted the sense of St. Paul, and
that of the other inspired writers; were cotempo-
raries of the Apostles,and spoke the language of
the New Testament, and Septuagint version
Asiatics themselves, they were familiar with orien
tal idioms and oriental images, with the figurative
style, and bold amplification of castern nations
nd shall it be said, that illiterate peasants, dis-
tant two thousand miles from the country, and
early two thousand years from the age of the
Apostles, will not grossly pervert the meaning o
\e sacred oracles, reading them, without oral or
written explanation, through the medium of an)
‘English versionof two hundred years standing
scrupulously literal, aud therefore retaining al
the difliculties of the original, and superaddin
thers?

¢ The experience and observation of mankind
lead to the same conclusion, that the scriptures ar
{themselves 100 obscure for the generality of man
ind. This the History of the Church in all ages.
but, particularly since the reformation, abundantly
testifies.

“In opposition to the Caurch of Rome, the first
formers loudly asserted the right of private judg
ment in expounding the Seriptures—but anxiou
to emancipatethe people from the authority of th
Roman Pontiff, they proclaimed it without expla
nation or restriction and the consequences wer
readful. Impatient to undermine the foundation
f papal jurisdiction, they maintained it without
ny limitation, asserting that every individual
whatever had an undoubted right toexphin th
cripturcs for himself. The principle, now ex
tended too far, was nolonger tenable; so thatit
we necessary to fortify it with another, namely,
that the Bible is aneasy hook, level to all capaci.
ties, and that the greatest perspicuity is the nece
ary characterof a divine revelation.  Butneithe:
ingle nor combined, are these principles capabl
{Tesisting any serious attack.

% The private judgment of Muncer discovered
cripture, that titles of nobility and large esta
were impious encroachments on the natural equali
v of the faithfu). and invited’his followers to ex
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«ame arguments, and the same conclustons  which
vur divines have always employed agawmst yours,
I thesc arguments in your hands be conclusive
agunst Dissenters, they are conclusve wah ten-
“ I force, when employed by our Church against
aou,

2. Of the numcrous tracts which have lately
come from the pens of your clerzy on the subjeet
ol Bible reading, I consider Thoughts on the Zen-,
dencyof Bible Societies, §c. by the Rev. 4 O Cal-
faghan, 1816, to be the best.  Its lowest merit is
its clegance and precision. It s the bighest merit
of this publication, that, except i a few instances
avhere the professional prepudices of the author in-
terpuce, it takes a most masterly and comprehien
wive view of the subject. It is curious, though no
wnusual, to sce your divines unconsciously advo-
cating our cause, and not a little amusing, to sce
Protestants fighting for us our controversial bat-
ties against Protestants. I will read you some of
Br. O’Callaghan’s remarks. because they subvert
the very foundation of your friend’s pamphiet, v'2:
‘Fhat the Bible interpreted by private judgment is
the Rule of Faith; and confirm by Protestant evi
dencemy general argument, that the Bible alone,
without the Apostolical Tradition and the inte
preting nuthority of the true Church of Clrist,
canpot lead to the unity of faith, bu, in its gen
cral operalon, tocrror, delusion, and absurdity.

“ Tiic common assertion, that the Bible is suit
cd to all ages, capacities, and stations of life, is not
¢rue,” says this Protestant clergyman, “or tru
only in a very restricted sense.  Of all books, it i
perhaps the most difficult. This is natural and
unavoidable. 1Itis the workof different men, wri
ting in different ages, and all very remote. Somd}
ofits books are the most ancient compositions ex
t1af, and none of a laterdate than the first centu-
¢y of the Christiangera. They are written ina
country far remote trom western Europe, whose]
ciimate, soil, animal and vegetable production
arestrikingly contrasted with our own: while th
&aws, manners, customs, civil and military institu
tions, opinions, and form of government of the in
habitants, discover scarcely any resemblance
those with which we are acquainted.  Aif thes
circumstances powerfully influcnced their Janguag
and produced modes of spealiing, aliusions, and
emages, obscure, or unintelligible to the peasantry
of'modern Europe. Necessity, as well as choice,)
would lead the writers of the Old Testament t
wdapt a style highly figurative, as thatalone could
enable them to pour out their exuberant conce
tions, ina language deficient in copiousness. Th
want of appropriate words would be supplied by
snctaphor, and ideas sometimes communicated by
external action.  Most of these sources of obscuri
{y are common to the Old and New Testament,
while the Jatter bas some peculiar to itselfl ¥
cxtrerpe conciseness, its elliptical phrascology, fi
qucnﬂy darken the mea"]ing, which is still furthe
abscured by Hebrew idioms, withwhich the Gree
of the New Testament abounds. Now all th
difficudtics, which the lcarned reader mustgncoun
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