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IF'OR ALLIANCE AND INTERCOMMUNION

THROUGHOUT

Euangeliral

@hristentum,

Vorume 1L.] NOVEMBER, 1855. [Noumper 7.
“ Oxg 1S YOUR MASTER, even CHRIST ¢ AND ALL YR ARE BRETHREN.” .

——— e e

As it is now necessery that all should possess the means of forming a sound and (rue judgment, as to what the
Seriptures teack respecting the use of wine, the reading community are brought under a debt of gratitude to Dr.
MHair, by the manner in which he brings the sulject under their consideration e thiswell-timed Essay. Let it be

attentively aad prayerfully studied : that € was so prepured none can doubt who know the esteemed author.

Let

none muke light of tt; the magnitude of intemperance as a monster evil is cvery day crowding upon the atienlion—

already, 1 makes the cars of cvery one to tingle.
drinks 1s a0t a Seriptural requirement 2 Lo prove that

Lrrom whence can deliverance come if abstinence from intoxicating

cvery inebriating cup showuld be shunned, in obedience to

God, as “The Cup of Devils,"— the poison of dragons and the cruel venom of asps,” is the object of this Essay.

The Topic fov the Kontl,

OBSERVATIONS ON THE TEXT
*Ye camnot drink the cup of the Lord and the cup of devils.”?
1 Cor. x. 2L,

The Bible has much to do with distinctions between
truth and error, right and wrong, [Lev. x. 9, 10.
Ez xliv. 21, 23. Phil. i. 10, sce marginal reading,] and
notwithstanding the bold and startling paradoxes of
s recent writer in the Wesiminster Review, as to the
equal harmlessness of alcohol, and the food which
we daily use without suspicion or scruple for the
sostenance of our bodies,—proves them to belong to
apposite categories, and the former 10 be o moral,
intellectual, and physical poison. We must not let
men of this stamp, ® glorying in their shame, as
natural brute beasts, waade to be taken and destroyed,
speak evil of the things that they understand not,”
and thrust their absurd and mischicvous dogmas
upon tho voracious wmaw of *the world, lying in
wickedness,” without giving to the word of the Lord,
“like a hammer,” an opportunity to shiver to atoms
their base and brittle argnments, and esxpose to
scorn their vile and despicable sophistries. With the
view of counteracting such evil influences, we have
selected the passage © Ye cannot drink the cup of the
Lord and the cup of devils,” as the basis of the
following remarks.

In this ‘portion of Scripture we opinc that only

- iwo modes of interpretation can be recognised.

Let it be premised that the persons addressed are
viewed by the apostle, as in their, normal state
of health, nothing being said to the contrary.—
Then, the truth expressed, “Ye¢ cannot drink,”
must apply either to the liquid to be drunk, or
the manner of its being drunk; either—I. To two
cups—the onc salutary, which can be lawfully drunk
by the persons addressed; and the other noxious,
which cannot be lawfully drank by them: or—II. To
'only one cup, and that salutary,—which there are

two modes of drinking, one lawful, and the other
unlawful, one permitted, and the other prohibited.
We shall endeavour in humble dependence upon the
teaching of the loly Spirit, to ascertain which of
these alternatives is according to His mind, and there-
fore to be received as Divine truth:—and may e who
is ¢ Light and Love” dispel all darkness from our
understandings, and cause us to comprchend this
glorious theme in all its simplicity and grandeur.

We are {irst to take into consideration the doctrine,
that there are two cups mentioned in the text, one
salutary, which can be lawfully drunk by the persons
addressed ; and the other noxious, which cannot be
lawfully drunk by them.

Two cups are mentioned in this passage, “the
cup of the Lord, and the cup of devils,” and the
impossibility of drinking the one and the other.
“Ye cannot drink the cup of the Lord and the cup of
devils.” We purpose treating the subject under the
following heads:—

I What is the meaning of the expression,  the
cup of the Lord ?"

II. What is the meaning of the cxpression, * the
cup of devils ¥

III. What is the meaning of the declaration #Ye
cannot drink the cup of the Lord and the cup of
devils 7

I. What is the meaning of the expression “the
cup of the Lord ??

In the 16th verse of this chapter we find the fol-
lowing words:—“The cup of blessing which we bless
is it not the communion of the blood of Christ;” and
in the 21st verse, the passage beforeus: ¥ Ye cannot
drink the cup of the Lord.” We believe that «the
cup of blessing” and “the cup of the Lord” aro
synonymous or nearly Synonymous expressions, or
scriptural equivalents. By the word “cup” is to bo
understood the wine contained in “the cup.” What
is the meaning of the qualifying term © of blessing”
—the cup of blessing?”’ To find out this we must

refer to Isaiah, Ixv. 8, where these words are presented
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to our view: ¥ Thus saith the Lord, as the new
wine is found in the cluster, and (omitting one in
italics) saith, Destroy it not; for a blessing (omitting
s in italics) in it: so will I do for my scrvants
sakes, that I may not destroy them all.”

The meaning of this interesting and important
portion of Scripture, plainly is,—that fthe new
wine' contained in the grape is a good thing, isa
blessed thing, and worthy to be compared with ¢God's
clect,—as may be scen by referring to the 22nd verse
of the same chapteri—* They shall not build, and
another inhabit: they shall not plaut, and another
eat: for as the days of a tree are the days of my
peopie, and e elect shall long enjoy the work of
their hanus.”  Jehovah there assents to the prayer
oftfered up to Ilim, that ¢ the new wine' may not be
destroyed. (Sce also Psalm exvi. 13, for another
scriptural equivalent of this good wine.)

But what is meant by ‘the new wine in the cluster,
in its full sense? The meaning of this expression is
—wine which has not undergone the vinous fermen-
tation, or wine possessing the same essential qualities
which it bad when contained in the bottles (grapes
with their air-tight tunics), formed by the Divine
hand—for preserving it incorrupt—or withont the
formation of alcohol; for when once alcohol has
heen gencrated in or added to the expressed juice of
the grape, it can no longer be justly affirmed respect-
ing it that ‘a blessing is in it

But is there no other passage of Scripture which
can be brought to confirm this solitary testimony in
favour of this interpretation? Yes,—we point to
Deut. xxxii. 14, where we find these words, “and
thou didst drink the pure blood of the grape;”"—one
of the blessings in store for the Israelites, when they
should inherit the promised land,in conjunction with
other good things enumerated by Moses, viz. ¢ butter
of hine, and milk of sheep, with far of lambs,” &c.
We also direct attention to Canticles, v. 1., where
Chiist the bridegroom invites lis friends to partahe
of lis choice gifts :—** I am come to my garden, my
sister, my spouse, I have gathered my myrrh with
roy spice; [ have caten my honey-comb with my
honcy : I have drunk my wine with my milk : eat U
friends; drink, yea drink abundantly O beloved;"—
and to Proverbs ix. 5. where Jesus under the figure
of wisdom says,—* Come cat of my bread and drink
of the wine which I have mingled.” And we may add

Nore.—Various processes hive been used for preventing vinous
ferentation in the juice of the grape, and other saccharine fruits,
such as boiling, filtering, &c¢.; butthis is not the place f r cu-
larging on uns subject. 1t may, however, be noticed, that in
ancient times, must, or unfermented wine, could be kept fok the
gpace of a year without damage, as may be scen by referring 1o
the writiugs of Cato, Columella, and others ;—and the names
given to certain of their wines by the Greeks, such as adynamic—
or impotent,—and amethystic—or incapanle of producing drunk-
enncss,—celhical,—&c., might be sutlicient to show that the use
of such wines was ot unconunon amongst them: thus Columenta
—¢ Inerticula tamen  nigra, quam quidem Graci apeQusov
zppell g, potest fn 2da qusi tribu esse quod et boni vim est et
fnunoxut, unde ctram no.r  trasit, quod ners in tentandis nervis,
quam vis in gusiu non it hebes.” The following quotation from
Thenasd the jtlustrious Freuch chemist, shows that some years
sluce, the preparaton of sweet or unfermented swine, formed a
considerabte brauch of comumierce in the south of Frauce:—' On
preparait il ya queique anuées dans le inudi de 1a France, pour le
besoin de commerce un assez grande quantité de sltop de raisin.
La ]ltCTlﬂt-‘lllOn g'en faisait comwe celle du sucre erysallis& s
<2 wes que, pour prevenir la fermentation du wiout, et le
bravailler 3 losir, it ctat necessaire de le muter, et qu au Heu
de Pevaporer qurqua bouillant, il fallait sculement l'evaporer

Susqu’ a 32 &c.'? ~ Traite de chimie, par L.I Thenard, Tome iti.
p. 175,

that Milton, the snblime author of Paradise Lost,
borrowing his thoughts from the fountain-head of
mspiration, faveurs this view of the subject, for ho
says of ve, when by request of Adam preparving a
repast for Raphael their heavenly visitant:

——<% For drink the grape
She crushes, inoffensive must, and meaths from iany a berry,

and from sweet kernels press'd

She tempers dulcet creams.

He would be o bold man indeed, who in the face of
such facts would contend for the doctrine that tho
Loty Spirit never intended that any other wine should
be used by holy men of God, but that which Solomon
says ‘ biteth like aserpent and stingeth like an adder?
—and Moses calls ‘the poison of dragons and cruel
venom of asps’ ;—and who would dare to asscrt that
Jesus invited his beloved friends to drink abundantly
of such wine, and chose it to be the symbol of 1is
sin-atoning blood.

We hold it, then, to be established that the wine
spoken of 1 Cor: x. 16. was the pure blood or juice
of the grape, in which the process of fermentation
had not tuken place, and in which there was no
alcohol. .

5o much toyards the explanation of the term ¢ the
cup of blessing”, or ¢the cup of the Lord’'—its syno-
nyme. But it may be remarked still further upon
this part of the subject, that to the term “ the cup of
blessing”, some specific meaning must have been
attached, or some intrinsic good quality ascribed by
the inspired Apostle of the Gentiles; otherwise God's
blessing could not havebeen invoked upon it, if ithad
been an evil thing. The phrase #s ¢ the cup of blessing
which we bless,” or literally, the blessed wine, upon
which we implore a blessing, as the symbol of
Christ's blood. By which weare to understand that it
was a good thing by creation, before the special bles-
sing of God was invoked upon it,and when that prayer
should be answered by Jehovah, it would berendered
a double blessing by Him. In confirmation of this
view we refer on the authority of Dr. Lightfoot, to
the thanksgiving of the Jews at the passover-supper:
“ Blessed be Thou, O Lord, who hast created the fruit
of the vine.” They thanked God for so good = gift,
as * the fruit of the vine,” which they used unfer-
mented, and unadulterated. They did not thank
Him for fermented, alcoholic wine, which is never
spoken of as a blessing in the Bible, but which we
often read of in connexion with God's judgments
upon the wicked (vide Lev. x. 8, 9, 10, 11. DPs.
Ixxv. 8. Prov. xx. 1. Prov. xxiii. 20, 21. Jerem.
xxv. 15, 17. Jerem. li. 7. Rev. xiv. 10; Xvi. 19;
xviii. 3). By the cup of the Lord, then, is to be un-
derstood simply ¢ the wine of blessing,” or “the
good wine,” which on account of its intrinsic excel-
lence, the Lord Jesus Christ has selected to be the
appropriate emblem of His precious blood, similar
in its qualities to “the pure blood of the grape,”
Deut. xxxii. 14, and the new wine in which is a bless-
ing, Isaiah Ixv. 8, but not necessarily involving the
iden of its being specifically set apart at the * table
of the Lord"—to be drunk as the uaigue symbol of
His blood.

Let us now pass on to the consideration of the
question.

1I. What is the meaning of the expression ¥ the
cup of devils 27 If we bave been successful in finding
out from Secripture the precise acceptation of the
term ¢ the cup of the Lord”—a clue bas been pro-
vided by means of which, wo may be able to thread
our way to the exact meaning of the opposite term,
“the cup of devils.” By referring again to Isaiab,

Ixv. 8, we meet the words #Destroy-it not ; for & bless-



THOHE GOSPEL TRIBUNTE.

s

175

ingin it, . e. Destroy not, orlet not be destroyed the
new wine found in the cluster.” Now-—what is
the process by which *the new wine found in the
cluster” is destroyed,—if not the vinous fermenta-
tion; and the result of that fermentation, to which
we are conducted, if not alcohol? Thus we arrive
at the meaning of’ the term “ the cup of devils,” in
a very easy manner. It is fermented, or alcoholic—
or intoxicating wine. But are there no other parts
of Scripture which corroborate this conclusion t—
Yes—we can refer to more than one parallel passage,
e. 9., Deut. xxxii., the same chapter in which the
good wine is spoken of with approbation. We
find in allusion to the idolaters, at the 33rd verse,
these words, “Their wine is the poison of dragons,
aud the cruel venom of asps,”"—and in that most
remarkable passage, Prov. xxiit 31, 32, we have the
interdict—* Look not thou upon the wine when it is
red, when it moveth itself aright,” and the reason
assigned for not doing so—**at the last it biteth
like a serpent, and stingeth like an adder.” These
are figures of speech which cannot Le mistaken.—
They evidently imply physical and moral evil, as re-
sulting from the use of such wine, for they are taken
from * the old dragon and old serpent,” * the devil,”
whowas ‘& murderer and a liar from the beginning.’
But our pronfs and illustrations need not be confined
to the Old Testunent.  Let us surn to the New,
where, Ephes. v. 18, we find the following words :—
“Be not drunk with wine, wherein is excess, (aowra,
from aow7os not saveuble, incorrigible, dissolute, from
a priv., and gwlw, the principle of destruction, the
poison aleohol, which, alas! often destroys both soul
and body in hell,) ¢ but be filled with the Spirit.”
Now we venture to express our opiniun upon this
passage to the following effect,—that it cannot be
considered as merely forbidding deankenness, in the
ordinary acceptation o1 the term, because we have
no instance in Scripture where anything less than
complete abstinence from intoxicating wine is en-
joined as a remedy for intemperance, (vide Deat. x.
9, 12, 11 ; Ezekiel xliv. 21; Prov. xxiil. 31,) and it
would be countrary to the ‘analogy of faitl’ if this pas-
sage were to be understood to tolerate the use of
such wine up to a certain point below the degree
necessary to constitute incbricty. Moreover the
force of the antithesis would thus be destroyed. Let
us invert the passage, and say,—* Be not filled with
the Spirit, but be drunk with wine wherein (or
in which) is excess, (the principle of destruction,)”
words which might very aptly be put into the mouth
of the devil, and what would his meaning be, if not
that his votaries should take their fill of alcoholic
wine, and thus become totally devoid of the Spirit;
for to be fully intoxicated gvulgarly dead drunk)
necessarily involves the fact of being utterly deprived
of all spiritual influence. But can it be conceived
that the Spirit of lies would be more zealous in car-
rying out his wicked devices than the Spirit of truth,
who has said, ¢ it is good to be zealously affected
always in a good thing,” (Gal. iv. 18,) in accom-
plishing his gracious purposes for the advancement
of the Messiah's kingdom ? We see no alternative,
then, but to interpret the passage under consideration,
(using the Greek word pefuonesfe, after the example
of the Septuagint translation of Ps. xxxvi. 8, and
Ixv. 4, not in thesense of drunk, but satisfied or filled,)
thus, “ Be not filled with wine in which is excess,
but be filled with the Spirit;” and when we analyse
itinto its component clements, as authorised by the
reasons stated above, we extract the following mean-
ing from these words,—“So far from being filled
with wine in which is excess, or the principle of
moral and physical ruin, be filled with tho Spirit:”

implying entire abstinence from intoxicating wine,
the synonyme of “ wine wherein is excess ;” for if a
state of complete drunkenness must eatirely destroy
all spiritual influence, is it too much to believe that
any quantity of such wine, however small, received
into the body, (in man’s normal statc of health,) will
proportionally diminish spiritual influence, and so pre-
vent the individual using it, from being filled with -
the Spirit, which is thé command of God? Thus we
have ascertained by searching the Seriptures, and
comparing * spiritual things with spiritunl,” that the
meaning of the expression, ¢ the cup of devils,” is
fermented or alcoholic wine; or in the language of
the Bible itself, * the poison of dragons and the cruel
venom of asps;” the red wine which at the last
« biteth like a serpent and stingeth like an adder ;*
 the wine in which is excess,” or the principle of
worul and physical ruin—all Scriptural equivalents
signifying wine in which.the poison # alcohol” ig
found, and to which it gives its pernicious qualities.

IIL. What is the meaning of the declaration “ Yo
cannot drink the cup of the Lord and the cup of
devils 77 Or, as we have ascertained the signification
of these two last clauses—* Ye cannot drink the purs
blood of the grape or unfermented wine, and ferment-
cd or alcoholic wine.” By the words, “Ye cannof
drink, we arenot to understand thatthere existed phy-
sical impediments to the Corinthians drinking unfer-
mented and fermeuted, or non-alcoholic,and alcoholic
wines, which could not be overcome by them, or that
such obstacles now exist to the use of such wines;—
but we are to look upon these words, as signifying s
wmoral inability, on the part of the Corinthians and
others, to drink alcoholic wine, because of its internal
use by man in his normal state of health being forbid-
den by the Almighty. Let us endeavour to analyse
the expression * Ye cannot drink the fermented and
unfermented wine.” It is plain that the use of unfer-
mented wine by man is not contrary to the Divine
Law, for the beloved friends of the Saviour are
invited to drink abundautly of it, and it was one of
the special blessings promised to the Israclites as
already noticed; but the force of the expression turns
upon the assumption that if a christian has been
taught by the Holy Spirit that the use of alcoholic
wine is contrary to the law of God, and will there-
fore be highly displeasing to im, he must be in a
state of mind which will effectually prevent his mak-
ing use of that noxious wine which God has stamped
with the brand of His execration, while he will thank-
fully receive from His bountiful hand, and joyfally
drink that good wine which He has included
amongst His special blessings to His chosen people.
The words “Ye cannot drink the cup of the Loxd
and the cup of devils” might thus be paraphrased.—
#Ye cannot drink the cup of devils without sin, and
ye will not use the pure blood of the grape with
thanksgiving to God for so good a gift—while at the
same time you do not hesitate to violate His law in
drinking that wine which He has denounced as ‘a
mocker, andto which He has issigned the appalling
name of ‘the poison of dragons and the cruel venom
of.asps,’ conveying the most terrific ideas of its vast
powers of physical and moral evil to man.” Inshort, ,
the inspired Apostle means that “the pure blood
of the grape” will be thankfully received by chris-
tiang, taught by the Holy Spirit the truth in this
matter,—as a blessing from God; and its opposite, the
wine in which is the principle of moral and fhysical
degeneracy, will be rejected by them as “an evil
thing.” -

We infer then from the preceding considerations
that it wasthe mind of the Holy Spirit—1st. That the

Corinthian christians in their normal state of health
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should abstain from the uscof aleoholic wine, and other
aleoholie drinks, as intrinsically poisonous in a moral
and physical point of view: and 2d, That alt christians
in all ages in their normal state of health, should
ubstain from the use of alcoholic wine aund other
alcobolic drinks, as intrinsically poisonous in nmoral
and physical point of view :—according to the ‘word
#all Scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is
profitable for doctrine, for reproof, fur correction, for
instruction in righteousness, that the man of God
may be perfect, throughly furnished to every good
work,” 2nu Tim. iii. 16, 17.

Having thus endeavoured to bring out the truth of
Scripture upon the text, we now proceed to consider:

II The doctrine that there is only one cup and that
salutary, which, there are two modes of drinking,
one lawful, and the other unlawful,—one permitted,
and the other prohibited.

In consulting the commentaries immediately acces-
sible to us, we find little to satisfy. It scemsas if their
authors had shrunk from grappling with the sub-
ject, and merely glossed over it in their remarks, —
We refer to the writinga of Burkitr, Scott, and Barnes.
Thus Burkitt—upon the text which we have had
under review, and its context—* Ye cannot drink the
cup of the Lord and the cup of devils: Ye cannot
partake of the table of the Lord, and the table of
devils,” offers the following comments by way
of explanation :—* That is, y¢ cannot have commu-
nion with Christ and with idolaters, too: your commu-
picating with Christ in the Lords’ Supper is utterly
inconsistent with communicating with devils in the
idol feasts, tor this were to do homage to two con-
trary lords, God and Satan, and to profess service to
both.” Ie then goes on to say that a “ sacramental
table is here described,” and that * it is impossible
that those that hold communion with sin, and particu-
larly idolatry, can be worthy partakers at the Lord's
Table.” Scott does not surpass Burkitt in his exposi-
tion of this portion of holy writ, for neither
of them.distinguishes between the things which differ
in sense in these two adjoining but remotely con-
neeted passages. Thus Scott in his note on verses 18-
22, attempts to explain both in the following words:
“Indeed they could not render the ordinances of
Christ consistent with these abominable "rites (their
sacrifices to devils, fallen angels, and malignant
demons); and if they attempted it, they would pro-
voke the Lord to jealousy by this familiarity with
His detested rivals; as if they were ‘stronger than
He, and could defend themselves against Iis judg-
ments; even as & woman though not guilty of gross
adultery, must excite the suspicion and indignation
of her husband, if she associated familiarly with the
mauv of whom he entertained a peculiar jealousy.”

The nearest approach to an explanation of the
passage, “ Ye cannot drink the cup of the Lord and
the cup of devils,” by itself, is that of Barnes; but
even it is far wide of the mark. He says in his note
on verse 21st, # Ye cannot drink,” &c., * This does
not mean that they had no physical ability to do this,

" or that it was a natural impossibility, for they cer-
tainly had the power to do it; but it must mean that
e they could -not consistently do it. . . . . This
is a striking instance in which the word cannot is
used to denote not natural but moral inability.” He
then descants upon the custom of drinking toasts at
feasts, as & practice that partakes atill of the nature
of heathenism, and originated in the heathen custom
of pouring out or drinking winc in hooour of their
gods. It was onc of the abominations of heathen-
ism,’ continues he, “to suppose that their gods
would be pleased with the intoxicating draught.” AN
these commentators scem .nearly agreed a8 to the

sense which they attach {o this complex passage, ma-
king no distinction between the two sentences which,
we believe, contain two separate and most importact
doctrines. Their interpretation of the whole passage,
as far as we can discover from their notes, is simply
this: that the Corinthians could not consistently
with their profession of christinnity, and without pro-
voking the Lord to jealousy, be present at, and par-
take of the Lord's table, and of the feasts which the
heathen celebrated in their temples in honor of their
idols, &e.

The objections which we have to uwrge against this
int(‘(l]‘pl'cu\tion may be included under the following
heads:

1st. The views of Burkitt, Scott and Barnes, if they
afforded a justhnd adequate representation of the doc-~
trine contained in the whole passage—*ve cannot
drink the cup of the Lord and the cup of devils: ye
cannot be partakers of the Lord's tuble and the table
of' devils"~—would show that the first division of
that passage was superfluous and unnecessary to the
establishment of that doctrine. .

2ud. The nature of the langnage used by the Apostle
in the passage—¢ye cannot drink™— the cup of the
Lord and the eup of devils”—does not admit of its be-
ing intelligibly used in conjunction with the terms
“ the table of the Lord, and the table of devils.”?

3rd. The ordinary interpretation affords no solu-
tion of the enigma, that liberty was granted by the
apostle to the Corinthians to eat whatsoever wis sold
in the shambles (market), or presented at a feast,
“asking no guestion ;” butthat no liberty was given
by him to drink whatsoever was sold in the market,
or presented at a feast for their acceptance.

1st. The views of Burkitt, Scott and Burnes, if they
afforded a just and adequate represeutation of the doc-
trine ontained in the whole passage—*‘ye cannot
drink the cup of the Lord, and the cup of devils: ye
cannot be partakers of the Lord’s table, and the table
of devils”—would show that the first division of
that passage was superfluous and unnecessary to the
establishment of that doctrine.

It has been shown already that the meaning of the
expression “the cup of the Lord” is *the wine of
blessing™ or *the gqod or unfermented wine;” and
of the expression the cup of devils, “ fermented wine,
or the wine in which is th% principle of moral and
physical destruction.” If the terms “ the cup of the
Lord, and the cup of devils,” were used by the apos-
tle to signify essentiully the same wine, possessing
kindred qualitics; and the only thing in the drinking
of it which he represented as objectionable was the
contingency af its being drunk by a Christian com-
municant at the idol feast of idolaters, and in com-
pany with them, after it had been offered in sacrifice
to idols (a difference of relation not of kind); no
reason can be scen why this passage should have
been introduced at all into this didactic discourse,
for then the wine spoken of would have belonged to
the same category as other articles of drink or food
used at the Lord's table, or at the feasts of idols, to
which no exception was taken on their own account,
and all addressed by the apostle would have been
fully aware of its being one of the things included
under the general term ¢ the table of the Lord” as
wnuch as bread, and which it was therefore lawful to
use equally with bread upon all occasions, except
in the circumstances stated above in connexion with
idol worship. The same reasons exist then, accord-
ing to this view, why bread (or any other indifferent
article) should have been specified by the apostle as
well as wine, in the passage referred to, or both omit-
ted; but no notice whatever having been taken of
bread by him in that passage, neither ought any no-



THE GOSPIEL TRIBUNE. 177

tice of wine to have been taken by him. Thus thela poritive or abstract truth, and a rclative verb and

inspired apostle is implicated in the charge of having
introduced into the record of divine truth his own
words, void of right meaning, and having a tendency
to lead its readers into error—a charge tantamount
to the imputation of the crime of violating the com-
mandment “ye shall not add unto the word which
I command you, neither shall ye diminizh ought from

general term to signify a relative truth, both of great
importance to mankind. And here ‘we do rejoice and
will rejoice’ that the ‘Spirit of truth has sclected a
word to express Ilis precise meaning which cannot
by any hook or crook, be warped so as to bring out
a different meaning; for if instead of the term drink,
the term drink of—had been used in conjunction

it:” (Deut. iv 2:)—or, blasphemous alternative ! thelwith the term “the cup of the Lord—and the cup
Holy Spirit must be made the author of words void ofof devils,”—a tranposition might have been ef-
right meavning, and ther¢fore having o tendency to'fected, and the sense perverted thus :— Ye cannot
lead into error; both of which suppositions, or even|drink of the cup of the Lord aud the cup of devils;”
the faintest idea of the last must be rejected by every{Ye cannot be partakers of the Lovd’s table and the
Christian with feelings of righteous indignation and table of devils,"—might be written intelligibly in this
abhorrence. manner— Ye cannot be partakers of the cup of the
So tar as we have advanced in the examination of Lord and the cup of devils—Ye camnot drink of the
the views of our opponents, we are constrained to'table of the Lord, and the table of devils,” (7. ¢ of the
adhere to the interpretation given above; because;drinkable things on the table,) and thus the wean-
as has been briefly-—but we trust correctly—shown, ing be brought out which we have been endeavouring
their views are inconsistent with the fundamental to controvert because we belicve it to be false.
doctrines upon which our faith in the testimony of; Tt is perfectly plain then that the inspired Apostle,
Seripture is established, repugnant to the sensibili- [if it bad been his intention to convey one truth only
ties of the renewed heart, and do not explain thelin the passage referred to, instead of using diversified
phenomena of the case. How differentiti- vith thein- forms of expression as he has done, would have
terpretation which has been propounded on the other:confined himself to one mode of expression ¢ thus—
side of the guestion. It the apostle intended by in- | Ye cannot be partakers of the cup of the Lord and
spiration of the Holy Spirit to teach 1st, the Corin- the cup of devils,—ncither can ye be partakers of the
thians—and 2dly, all Christians, (as we have en-}Lord’s table and the table of devils,"—or as the
deavoured to prove,) that ¢ the wine of devils” was'genceral term includes the particular terms belonging
an intrinsically poisonous thing, {and not objection- to it, under it, and “ the table” therefore includes the
able by association merely, as bread was,) and there- ’cup, or wine underit—he would rather have omitted
fore to be eschewed upon all occasions in accordance '« the cup of the Lord, and the cup of devils” altoge~
with the principle laid down in the commencement of jther, and have expressed himself simply in this man-
the chapter—* These things were our examples tothelner, “ Ye cannot be partakers of the table of the
intent we should not lust after evil things,” &c.; and|TLord and the table of devils"—including under the
the saying “Flee from idolafry;” then we can see!generic term “table” everything placed upon it, and

good and substantial reasons for the special reference!

made o that noxious wine in this passage of holy writ,
and to its antidote “the cup of the Lord;” for the

the warmest friends of idol-worship, and very fre-
quently itself idolized, while “the wine of the Lord,”
or®the wine in which is a blessing,” is one of the most
formidable enemies of idolatry and Satan’s power, and
highly propitious to the advancement o, the true re-
ligion, and the establishment of Immanuel’s kingdom
throughout the world.*

The nextohjection to the prevailing doctrine which
we have to consider is:

2nd. The nature of the language used by the Apostle
in the passage “Ye cannot drink the cup of the
Lord, and the cup of devils”—does not admit of its
being intelligibly used in conjunction with the terms
#the table of the Lord and the table of devils.”

Transposition of the very words, without addition or
subtraction, fixing the meaning of these affirmations,
ought to be capable of being made, without the sense
being impaired or altered, if it was the intention of the
Apostle, to express one kind of meaning in both
paragraphs. Let us tryif we can separate the words
“ Ye cannot drink” from their connexion with  the
cup of the Lord, and the cup of devils,”” and unite
them with “the table of the Lord, and the table of
derils,” so as to bring out & meaning. We find this
to be an impossibilty—for “ Ye cannot drink the
table of the Lord and the table of devils,” would be
sheer nonsense—although it can be said intelligibly
“Ye cannot be partakers of the cup of the Lord and
the cup of devils.” The reason is thawv the Apostle
used different kinds of terms to convey different
kinds of truths—a positive verb and nou: to signify

Nore-—In a future essay the truths bere assumed may be wuny and
«ripturally proved,

'cessary and misguiding.
one, the wine of devils, is an cvil thing, and one of|

expunging altogether the saying “Ye cannot drink
the cup of the Lord and the cup of devils,” as unne-
Here then we are still more-
confirmed in the truth of the doetrine we havs
endeavoured Lo deduce from Scripture in the prezed~
ing pages. .

3d. The ordinary interpretation affords no salution
of the enigma, thatliberty was granted by the Apostle
to the Corinthians to eat whatsoever was sold ih the
shambles (market) or presented at a feast # asking
no question,” but that no liberty was given by him to
drink whatsoever was s9ld in the market, or present-
ed at a feast for their acceptunce. * YWhatsoever is
sold in the shambles that eat, asking no question for
conscience sake””  Upon this text Barnes remarks,
# the meat of animals offered in sacrifice would be
exposed there (in the market) for sale as well as
other meat, The Apostle says that it might be
purchased, since the mere fact that it had been offered
in sacrifice could not change its quality or render it
unfit for use.” They were-to abstain from attending
on the feasts of the idols in the temple, from partak-
ing of meat that had been offered to them; and from
celebrations observed expressly in honor of idols;
but Jest they should become too scrupulous, the
apostle tells them that if the meat was offcred indjg-
criminaiely in the market with other meat, they were
not to hesitate to purchase it or eat it “asking no
question for conscience sake,” “not hesitating or
doubting as if it might possibly have been offered in
sacrifice.” “If any of them that believe not, ask you.
to a ™ .st, and you be disposed to.go, whatsoever ig
set before you, cat, asking no question for conscience
sake.” Upon this text Barnes has the following
remarks: “ Whatsoever is set before you, and whether
it has been offered in.sacrifice or not, the connexion
requires us to understand it, ¢Eat.’ This should ba
interpréted strictly. Tho apostle says eat’ not
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¢drink,) and the principle will not authorize us to
drink whatsoever is set before us, ¢ asking no ques-
tion for conscience sake,” for whilst it was a matter
of indifference in regard to eating, whether the meat
had be:n offered in sacrifice to idols or uot, it is not
a matter of indifierence whether a man may drink
intoxicating liquor. “That is a point on which the
conscience should have much to do, and on which its
honest decisions and the will of the Lord should be
faithfully and honestly regarded.” Under the 25th
verse of this chapter, Barnes moreover says,—* That
which is purchased should be in itself’ lawful and
right. It would not be proper for a man to use
ardent spirits or any other intoxicating drinks, more
than it would be to commit suicide, because men
offered pistols; and bowie-knives, and halters to sell.”
Here the point seems to be conceded by this eminent
commentator, for which we are contending, viz., that
Intoxicating drinks (or as expressed in the Iloly
Bcriptures,the wine in which is agwria,or the principle
of destruction) cannot be lawfully used by man any
more than he can lawfully commit suicide. ow
strange it is then that he should have slurred over the
passage which appears so clearly to bring out the
doctrine of the apostle, that fermented, alcoholic or
intoxicating liquors, are according to christian law
contraband, and to be shunned by man except for
medicinal and mechanical (not sacramental) purposes.

The reason then why permission was granted to
the Corinthians addressed by St. Paul, to purchase
meats, but not drinks at the market;and to cat meats,
but not to drink liquors at feasts, without scruple or
inquiry, was neither more nor less than this, that
there was a divine law of universa! obligation against
the use of ¢ the cup of devils,” or fermented wine,
while no moral or even ceremonial obstacle, existed
1o the indiscriminate use of meats since the abroga-
tion of the Jewish polity. Thus the enigma issolved
which otherwise must have remained inexplicable.

In couclusion.—It has been seen that Moses, Solo-
man, Isaiah, and Paul,—those cminent children ot
light, and of the day, (to whose honored names a
Yong list of sacred writers might be added,) concur in
declaring sentiments, and applying epithets expres-
sive of the divino approbation to unfermented wine,
and of the divine disapprobation to fermented wine, as
adrink for man. The esseace of ferniented wine, upon
which its deleterious qualities depend, is alcohol. [t
therefore follows that all alcobolic drinks belong to
the same category as fermented wine. Concerning
it St. Poul, addressing the Corinthians says, “ye
cannot drink the cup of the Lord, and the cup of
devils ;” but it has been shown above that this say-
ing in a secondary sense applies to all christians: if
is therefore the duty of all christians to abstain from
alcoholic drinks. Butnot only can we claim the il-
lustrious names given above in favour of this doc-
trine. Immanuel himself, “in whom are hid all the
treasures of wisdom and knowlege,” stands forth pre-
eminently conspicuous as the author and patron of
%otal abstinence; for when upon earth, and accused
by his bitter enemies, the Pharisees, of being “ a wine
bibber,” He made use of these memorable words in
+ Hig vindication—* wisdom is justified of all her chil-
dren,! (Luke vii. 35,) evidently referring to the wine
which He under the personification of wisdom (Prov.
ix. 5), mingled, and of which be invited his beloved
friends to drink abundantly, (Solomon’s Songs, v. 1,)
as the only wine which he sanctioned for a beverage
40 man, and which he has signally honored by choos-
ing it to be the sole symbol of his sin-cleansing,
soul-saving blood!

From the preceding statements the following doc-
#rinal principle and moral precepts may he deduced :

I. Total abstinence from alcoholic drinks by man
in his normal state of health, is a clearly revealed
doctrine of the Bible, and ought to be received by
Lkim as of Divine, and not of human origin and
obligation.

II. Tt is high time for those christians who have
imbibed their notions of total nbstinence from the
traditions of’ men, and not from the fountain of di-
vine truth, to ask themselves the question as “iu the
sight of God”—*llow can we continue any longer to
drink of that wine as the sole symbul of our Savi-
our's siun-atoning blood at lis table,* which
the Holy Spirit Las stigmatized as ¢amocker,
and to which Ile has given the appalling uame of
‘the cruel venom of asps,” instead ot ¢ the cup of bles-
sing'—: the fruit of the vin¢' unfermcnu-d,—wh%ch
twisdom hath mingled for her children 2"

III. It behoves those christians who have hitherto
stood aloof from the temperance movement alto-
gether, because it has seemed to them to introduce
a transcendental morality, not warranted by Scerip-
ture, to conform not to it as the teetotalism of hu-
man _expediency—which shall be as the * morning
cloud, and as the early dew that passeth away,” but
to that of the Bible, which is like its divine author,
immutable; “being built upon the foundation of the
Apostles and Prophets, Jesus Christ himself being
the chief cornerstone.”

JOON MAIR, M. D.

© e~ ——

Nore--Nr. Adam Clarke in his noteson Deut. xxxif 14, ¢ and thou
didst drink the pure bood of the grape,” thus wites = ¢ This was
the ligind bountnrully given to the Israclites by their covenant
God, aud no mgenious perversion of thought or ctmnng inven-
tion of man can make me believe that e liguid uscd by ouwr
Lord was essentlafly different from it. \What analogy can he
traced Letween the corrupted juice of grapes, with its soul and
body destroving poison, and the pure and muocent bluod of the
Lamb of God, which taketb wway the sin of the world 2

UNEXPECTED FAVORS.

Many encouraging letters are received at the office
of the Gospel Tribune, which tend greatly to strength-
cn and cheer the publisher in his work. These some-
times come from parties so situated, as to make the
receipt of their favors an agreeable surprise. Of
this, the fotlowing is a pleasing example, as it indi-
cates a clear appreciation of the Pribune’s mission.

Dumfries, 1855,

Dear Sir:—I have never seen you and, perhaps,
never will. T hope you are not a stranger to Jesus
Christ our Lord. If you are not a stranger to Him,
you are not a stranger to my spirit, for the spirit of
Chrrist s only one spirit, which animates the whole
Mystical Body.

1 hope party spirit will soon comé to an end, so
that instcad of glorying in it, and other mean things.
all may come to glory in Christ and in him alone,
“ Other foundatiou ¢an no maa lay than that is laid,
which is Jesus Christ” But, asI am not a good
scholar in the English, I will bid you
Farewell,

PHILIP GLESS.

This kind correspondent seems to have made good
proficiency in the school of Christ, whatever may be

his lack in the learning of the English.
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Woval and 3cli§inus Wiscellany,

AN AN AR

AL,

From the London Watchinan

A SHETLANDER'S LETTER TFROM TIIE BALTIC
FLERT,

Before Crossraprt, 28th June, ILM.S. Cesar.

#Dear Paruer Axp MoTHER, SISTERS AND Bro-
takrs,—\With the greatest of pleasure do I embrace
this opportunity of wri.ing you, to let you know that
I am well in health, comfortuble in body, and above
o', I an happy in mind, aud have before my eyes
the hope of heaven. Irejoice in Christ my Saviour.
Father, father, [ have been several years on board a
man-of-war, but it appears in this ship the day of|
Pentecost has returned ; may God carry on his work
more and more. There were only three, I think, in
this ship last year that professed Christ (the other
two besides myself are gone away or invalided,) yet
now we are increased to between 60 and 100.  More
than one-half ot these can rejoice in the pardoning
love of Chrlst, and have the witness of the lloly
Spirit. They know their sins are forgiven, and can
go on in the good old way, rejoicing in the hope of]
heaven.

# Dear father, we have a regular Wesleyan Class-
meeting twice a-week, and a leader chosen from
ourselves. Our prayer-meetings are held every night,
the class twice a-week, as there is neither room nor
time to spenk to all one night, nor can all attend at
once, considering the ship’s duty. We commence our
prayer-meeting at eight o'clock, andit is very seldom
we all break up before twelve at night. We have it
between the launclies. After our first prayer-meet-
ing, we generally have penitent-meetings. Almost
every night some are set at liberty. Time would fail
me to tell you all the particulars, and I am not al-
lowed to send more than one sheet of paper by this
meil; but I cannot help mentioning a smart young
man, a coast-guard, who came in between the boats
with us the other night, and sat pretty close to me.
All the people had gone out except five or six be-
tides him and me. I did not know his name, nor had
Ispoken to him before, although he had been all the
time in the ship. Seeing him bathed in tears, I said
to him, (putting wmy hand on his shouider,) I cannot
go down to my hammock till you pray. He fell on
bis knees at once, believing in the power of God ; and
ifever I did hear & man carnestly pray for pardon, he
did. Very soon he got up rejoicing. Then, after, O,
low he prayed for God to keep him watchful, and
give him grace, strength, faith and love! Dear pa-
rents, it is the Lord's doing, and wonderful in our
tyes; but nothing is impossible with God. You, if
you were on board here, might hear a man blas-
pheming awfully, and before a fortnight the same
wan praying to God in earnest, and praising him for
what he had done for him in snatching bim as a brand
from the burning, imploring the mercy of God to stop
the current of iniquity, and save his wicked ship-
mates and messmates from blasphemy. I can assure
you this is no strange occurrence on board the Cesar.
Glory be to God. O Lord, keep us humble. Another
man, one night, who had a good desire once, but
left off to watch and pray, and lost his peace, came
to the meeting. I suid to him, You must pray be-
fore you and I go to sleep this night; I want you to
commence afresh. e told me he was the greatest
sinner in the fleet (thinks I, that's good.) Itold him
Christ was a great, good, and merciful Saviour, and
that he must find peace with God through Christ to-

night, for to-morrow he might be in hell. Ile hiad a
hard struggle, but stepped into liberty that night.

“T am happy to say that every part of the ship, and
in both watches, there are two or three of the little
flock, and likewise in each boat. Night afore last, I
was away in the second launch, pulled cighteen oars,
the bont I belong to; so the side wall of our chapel
was broken down. Well, they got between guns on
the main deck, were turned out of these, and then
got right in the middle of the deck, praying and sihg-
ing, A glorious meeting they had. This is the
news they had to tell three of us belonging to the
little flock when we came on board. OQur class-
leader asked the ship’s minister to inquire of the
commander if he would allow us to go down into the
cockpit on the Sunday afternoon, for we have men
who can preach as well as pray. e allowed us to
go on the main decl, and a glorious mecting we had.
They will soon get tired of that, howevet, and send
us to the cockpit.

#1 have the pleasuve of telling you that I have had
a letter from my brother A———, begging of meo to
give my heart to the Lord. What a blessing! You
have two sons on the voad to glory. Pray oun, father;
the Lord will hear you. I hope brother R—— has
given his heart to Goa.  { wrote to him inside the
Iast letter I sent to you. I have no more time to
write to you.

“We had a blessed Wesleyan meeting yesterday,
being Sunday, in the afternoon, on the main deck no
one to molest us. I never saw so many praying men
in oue place in all wy life as are here,

#Dear parents, brothers, and sisters, begging an
interest in your prayers, [and you have mine,]

I remain, your's till death,

. Jaugs Jounson.®

From the Londouderry Standard.

OPEN-AIR PREACHING—OPPOSITION OF
ROMANISTS.

The Roman Catholic journals in this country have
commenced a furious crusade against “ open-air
preaching,” as if there were a grievous invasion of
the civil rights and religious privileges belonging to
thedenomination which they represent. It would not
surprise us to find illiterate partizans, who have no
reasoning credit to De endangered, talking in conse-
quent stupidity on this or any other subject of tem-
porary discussion ; but weare certainly disappointed
at finding the Dublin Weekly Telegraph in this cata-
logue, especially since its conductor is not without s
literary reputation worth at least moderate care. In
the last number of the journal mentioned, there i3 an
cditorial article on * open-air preaching,” in which
this species of service is described as an intolerable
insult to the Roman Catholic community, almost ex-
hausting to their * patience,” and such as “ no other
people in Europe would submit to.” A case of out-
rage, which lately occurred at Kingstown, is to be
teied at the next Dublin Commission, and the writer
intimates very pluiunly that, in consequence of the
partisau character of the judges, the law will proba~
bly be declared to be against the riotors] and this,
he adds, is a result calculated to endanger the ¢ peace
of the country.” The Roman Catholic people ars
exhorted to “feel that they are men,’—that it is
“not safe to insult them ;”, and, at all events, that
#it cannot be done with impunity.” If thesesentences
méun any thing, they certainly imply direct encour-
ageinent to acts of violence on the part of the Roman
Catholic masses ; while it iz argued, that if Roman
Catholic missionaries in England should publicly
preach against Protestantism, they would be soundly

\
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drubbed, and the © law in England would be with the! (tho apostles) disturd our city, being Jews, and preach
Protestant people of England in such a case!”  The . n fashion which it is not lawful for us to receive nor
sum of the matter, accordifyy to this writer, ig, that'obs erve, heing Romans.”

“there is ons law for the Protestant, and anather for| 0. In order to convince the civil authorities that it
the Catholic;” and he accordingly suxrests that,would not be “safe” for them to grant to the apos.
whenever a street-preacher appears, he shall be in-tles the rights of {oleration, the Jews and their
stantly surrounded by seme hundreds of ballad-'heathen auxiliaries resolved, not indeed to sing bal-
singers, chanting saveastic lyries in ridicule of »Sou- ‘lads, unless Cwsars laws should leave to them no

a =

perism,” so as to “rhyme the rats to death.”

Taking as our premises the abuve quoted state-
ments and declarations of the Weskly Teleyraph, we
draw from them the following logical cunulusions,'
viz —

1. Roman Catholicism must naturally be a very
weak, delicate system, or it must somehow have fal-
len into bad health in Ireland, whena the voico of an
itinerant preacher upon the streets is so terribly dan- |
gerous to its life amongst the people. The tme'
Apostolic Church holds & divine guarantee against
the “gates of hell,” and cares nov even though the:
gatekeeper himself should assail her with open
mouth. The Roman Catholic church in Ireland must
either be troubled with a misgiving consciousness
that she is no¢ the true Apostolic church desceribed,
or she must distrust the security that is pledged for
her maintenance.

2. “Rhyming the rats to death,” in the way sug-
gested,—that iz, by raising such an uproar as to pre-
vent preachers from being heard,—is just an evidence
of the conscious infirmity alluded to. If men really
gelieved that they had infallibility at their back, and
the Redeemer's pledge as their churceh’s shield against
the “fiery darts of the wicked,” they would never
dream of taking a leat out of that book of the old
Pagans, who frequently beat drums, and kept up all
sorts of disturbances avound burning martyrs, lest a
syllable of Christian truth should perchance be caught
up by the spectators.  Au internal monitor told those
old Pagans that the divinity of Jupitar would be
struck down in the light of the Christian’s God, and
hence they prudently declined the experiment. It is
a bad symptom, when, relatively to its own theology,
any Christian denomination is a visible participator
in the fears of the old Pagans:

3. Christianity was originally propagated by street
preaching. Its first missionaries were street preach-
ers, and were expressly sent out on this identical
errand; for thus it is written in the Rhemish Testa-
ment, (St. Luke xiv. 21), “Go out quick.y into the
streets and lenes of the city, and bring in hither the
poor, and the feeble, and the blind and the lame.”
Accordingly, the second public sermon which the
apostle Peter preached, after the day of Pentecost,
was in an open porch of the temple (Rhemish Testa-
ment, Acts iii. 11.}) And Paunl and Barnabas were
content with street preaching in great cities, but they
perambulated the country districts in detail. Thus
saith the Rhemish Testament, (Acts xiv. 6)—** They
understand it, fled to Lystra and Derbe, cities of
Lycaonia, and to the whole country round about, and
were there preaching the gospel.” It is hardly ne-
cessary to inform our readers, that this version of the
New Testament is a standard authority in the Roman
Catholic church. We therefore quote it in prefer-
ence to the Protestant translation.

4. The consequences of this street and field preach-
ing were, that Jews and Gentiles became mightily
offended at it, and maintained that if the civil law
did not¢ put it down, a gross insult would be perpe-
trated against all their civil and religious preraga-
tives. Never had poor martyrs been so badly used
as were those associated enemies of apostolic street
preaching. Hear their complaints, as recorded in the

..
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other alternative, but to try what bludgeon-men and
stone-throwers could accomplish.  IHear the Rhemish
Testament again—* But the Jews, moved with envy,
and taking unto them some wicked men of the sulgar
sort, made « tumult, set the city in an uproar, and, he-
setting Jason's house, sought to bring (the apostles)
out to the people.”—(Acts xvii. 5.)

6. “But although from the inspired narrative it ap-
pears that the real authors of this ‘“tumult” and
“uproar” had been the ¢ vulgar” and ¢ wicked men"
who disturbed the ‘ open-air preaching,” yet their
cmployers very dexterously tried to lay the blame
upon the apostles; for thus udds our awthority, that
having failed in their attempt to seize Paul and Bar-
nabag, the ¢ vulgar' and ‘wicked’ personages alluded
to actually ‘drew Jason and certain brethren to the
rulers of the ‘city, crying, They that sef the city in an
uproar are come hither also '—(verse 6.) Itis an
old trick of the adversaries of the gospel, to raisc a
tutnult, and then throw the blame upon others.  The
Jews and heathens of apostolic antiqui - were capi-
tal hauds at this order of manwuvring.

7. These insulted innocents, moreover, appealed to
the law : all the matters complained of were, forsooth,
tcontrary to the decrees of Caesar.”  [ehap. xvii. 1.]
And when Gallio, though a heathen judge, [chap.
xviii. 14—16], refused to convict the apostles for
quictly preaching wherever they could find people to
listen, the Jews attempted before the judgment-seat
to take the law into their own hands, by cudgelling
the ruler of their own synagoguel At Ephesns, too,
the Rhemish Testament informs us [Acts xix. 23],
“there arose no small distubance about the way of the
Lord.! First, because Paul's ‘open-air’ and otker
labours had interfered materially with certain par-
ties who honestly acknowledged, ¢Sirs, you know
that our ywen is by this trade’ [Verse 25]. Sccondly,
Paul had taught heretical and very ¢swaddling’ doc-
trine, namely, ¢ that they areno!l gods which are mads
by kands [verse 26]; and at that time an ‘immacu.
late virgin named Diana was the heavenly patroness
and special protector of the Ephesian ¢ity.  Thistwo-
fold ground of the ‘disturbance’ mentioned is sot
forth by the ¢ virgiw's shrine-maker in verse 27, as
given by the Rhemish translators, in the following
words, viz. :—¢So that not only this our craftis in
danger to be sct at nought, but also the temple of
great Diana shall be reputed for nothing ; yea, and
her majesty shall be destroyed whom all Asia and the
world worshippeth.” The doctrine ¢ that they are
not gods which are made with honds’ was held to in.
volve both these terrible consequences; and hence
the origin of the ‘no small disturbance,” which avose.
The parallel teaching of our own day, that they are
neither gods nor goddesses who are ‘made’ by the
hands of popes and bishops, is regarded with equal
apprehension ; and it is quite natural, as well asin
appropriate keeping with the Ephesian precedent,
that heretics abetting the aforesaid teaching should
be put down by violence, if practicable; and if not
practicable, then by ballad-singing to the tune of
‘Great is Diana of the Ephesians,’—[Remish Testa-
ment, Acts xix. 28.]

8. The enemics of ‘open-air preaching’ by the
aposties were quite sure that the law was all on their

Rhemisb Testament (Acts xvi. 20, 21)— These men

own side. They felt decply ¢insulted,’ showed them-
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gelves tobe ¢ men,’ and they believed, no doubt, that o
more hardly-used set of religionists than themselves,
did not exist within Cwusar’s dominions, when they
discovered that they couid not be permitted to ¢ malke
tumults,’ to set cities in an ‘uproar, and to have the
street-preachers bastinadved, or banished for the
deeds of their mob-as.ailants

9. This was a hard case truly, and the Weekly
Telegraph canuot, in consistency, avoid sympathising
largely with the victims of so much ill-treatment, in-
flicted by Panl and Barnabas and their companions.
Had theinjured parties possessed the power of making
Ciesar's ¢ decrees,’ they would certainly have passed
stringent Iaws against all preaching in the streets
snd in the fields, and in every otherlocality in which
tproselyti=m’ might have been suceessful.  From the
complaires of our modern victims in a similar liwe,
we conc.ude that it they had the making of British law,
they would suppress ¢ opeu-air preaching’ by pains
and penalties,—that is, they would repeal the act of
toleration to the extent required,—aud yet these same
men can talk about civil and ¢religious liberty P

10. Ttis all humbng, or something worse, to pre-
tend there is fone 1w for the Protestant and another
for the Catholic,” and the authors of this assertion
are moreover, perfectly aware of its absurdity. Ifthe
law protects Protestant missionaries, the same law,
wo engage for it will equally protect Roman Catholic
missionaries, if their church think proper to send
them out as street or open-air preachers. Let the
experiment be made, and it the law shall, on trial, be
found insuflicient for the purpose stated, we hereby
engage to join the Telegraph in a constitutional agita-
tion for the equal extension of local protection to Ro-
man Catholic in common with Protestant street
preachers.

11. In theso circumstances, the outery about ag-
gression, insult, invasion of religious immunities, is
therefore sheer ignorance, or actificial hypoerisy. If
Protestants preach in the streets, or on the waysides,
Roman Catholics can do the same thing if they choose;
and if they do not deem it proper or expedient to act
upon this right, their declinature is no reason why
other people should be disfranchised. Were Protes-
tants privileged in thig respect, and Roman Catholics
laid under disabsiities, there would be just ground
for complaint ; but when both parties arc equally en-
titled to employ the same theological instrumentali-
ties for the propagation of their doctrines, it does
séem to betray a suspicious weakness to find men
raising a cry of terror at the very name of free inves-
tigation. '

12. So far as we in the North are acquainted with
‘open-air preaching,’ ministers make it a point, on
these occasions, to avoid all controversinl topics
likely to cause popular irritation. This, we believe,
is a judicious course, since the plain gospel, intelli-
geatly embraced and self-applied, will usually ac-
complish its ¢perfect work’ without the aid of any
polemic accompaniments. It may be unwise on the
partof the street-preachers to followa different rule,—
a8 a general principle we think it is, but still, we can
never admit that the, have not a constitutional »ight
in British law to act upon an opposite conviction,
unless we are prepared to advocate,.in whole or in
part, the restoration of the penal code. A dmirers of
the King of Naples may entertain no objection to this
retrograde policy; but having no sympathy with
physical force as an instrument of men’s conversion,
and believing very potently that the ferrors of the
Inquisition have never yet conducted a single soul
to heaven, we reject coersion and all mob-agency as
insults to divine truth. Ballad-singing may be deemed
a0 innocent employment, and so it is, except when

made a synonyme for religious burlesque. In .his
lutter aceeptation, it stands in the same moral cate-
gory with that ancient ¢ form: of godliness’ which sug-
gested the mockery of ¢ Hail, King of the Jews,’ by
way of divertisements to the solemrities of the Cross.

SCATTERING, YET INCREASING.
BY THE REV. JAMES HAMILTON, D. D., LONDON,

Were it not thatthe process is so familiar, we wou'd
see something very strange in the operations of tne
husbandman,  Here, on the threshing-floor, stands a
heap of corn, so daintily sifted, 50 pure and so preci-
ous, like a little mountain of bLurnished gold or glis-
tening pearls; and there, outside, iz a picce of
ploughed earth, so black, and bare, and uninviting;
and yet into that beautiful heap he plunges his sieve,
and from the snug barn carries it abroad, and ruth-
lessly consigns to the cold and dreary loam the bright
relies of last summer, and leaves them in the rain to
burst, and macerate, and waste away. You remon-
strate, and he replies, “ There is no other way to
change that black loam into an cxpanse of waving
verdure.  And now that this barn iz well-nigh empty
there is no other way to fill it with sheaves next au-
tumn.  Each of these grains, I hope, will grow into
an car, and for this bushel I hope to get back twenty.
I seatter to increase.”

So with the merchantman. Ilow can you let go
those sovereigns, so fresh and true, so radiant with
the regal visage, so rich in multifarious promise ?
How can you bring yourselfto part with all this solid
joy and concentrated happiness?  “Iintend thatthey
shall come back to me, and before they return I hope
each messenger will find his fellow. ~ By trading,
hope that my ten pounds will grow to ten pounds
more. I scatter to increase.”

But it is not in husbandry and merchandise only
that the principle obtains. You read a new publi-
cation, and you close the book, the story or the argu-
ment is bright in your remembrance. But havingno
society, or having that silent humour which even in
society makes the man a ‘solitary, you keep your ac-
guisition to yourself; you never speak of it, and six
months hereafter a rusty reminiscence, a dim notion,
or an ambiguous fact, i3 the entire remainder:
whereas, your aflable companion, who shared his in-
tellectual feast with friends and neighbours, retaing
his treasure unimpaired. Or a young scholar is ma-
king his first trial of composition ; and he fears that
this essay will- exhaust the sum-total of his literary
property. e thinks he has a few good ideas, and
one or two rather striking illustrations. But if he
puts the whole into the present speech or poem, what
is to become of him? There will be no assets left:
he will be reduced to intellectual bankruptey. But
you say, no fear. An earncst mindis not a bucket
but & fountain; and as good thoughts flow out, bet-
ter thoughts flow in, Good thoughts are gregarious;
the bright image or sparkling aphorism—fear not to.
give it wing ; for, lured by its decoy, thoughts of sub-
limer range and sunnier pinion will be sure to descend
and gnther ronnd it. As you scatter you'll increase.
Aund it is in this way that whilst many a thought
which might have enriched the world baslain buried
in a sullen or monastic spirit, like a crock of gold in
a coffin, the good idea of a frank and forth-spoken
man gets currency, and after being improved to the
advantage of thousands, has returned to its origina-
tor with usury. It has been lent, an? so it has not
been lost. It has been communicated, and so it has
been preserved. It has circulated, and so it has in-

creased.
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Again, it is the Christian's duty to scatter kind
looks and gracious words, good pills and f{riendly
deeds ; and although not the prompting motivein so
doing, Ciod has so arranged the moral husbandry,
that he who thus scatters will increase. Not only
will he make the world the better, but a recompense
will come back into his own bosom.

The goxpel is the expression of God's love, and the
believer isa man who, filled with heaven's emanating
kindness, becomes in bis turn 2 living gospel, Lhere
is an ceclesiastical Christianity, and there is a dog-
matic Christianity. The former regards it as the
main thing to belong to a particular church; the
latier lays all the stress on maintaining certain doc-
trines. The true Christian of the one is o sort of kerb-
stone, warning off trespassers ; and the true Christian
of the other is a denominational flug-staft] displaying
a specifie testimouy, or a theological lantern holding
on high a certain light or doctrine.  But the Chris-
tian of the Bible, if he be all this, is also a great deal
more. By believing what God reveals, he becomes
what God desires—a holy, devout, benclicent pre-
gence in society ; a sick world’s healer; a sad world's
comfurter; a sympathizer and a fellow-worker with
the Supreme Bencficence. Remembering,

tPhat throned above all height He condescends
‘To eall the few that tustn Hun His ficads s
That m the heavess of heasveas, ity place fic deetns
Too seanty for the cxestion of His beams,
And shines, asf impattent to bestow
Lute aud a hinzdom upan wonns below §
Like hun the soul, this Kindled iomabove,
Spreads wide her s of umiversal love,
And sull calurged, as she receves the gisiee,
Iucludes creation n her cleze embrace.”

In othier words, important as are soundness in the
faith, and steadfastuess of principle, these are but the
roots and stem from which spring love, joy. peace,
longsuflering, gentleness, govdness; and it is hardly
unchartabie to doubt if that religion be Divine which
does not visit the fatherless and aflicted, as well as
Keep it itsclf unspotted from world.  Not that we dis-
parage church order or systematic theology, but that
we deem vital Christiauity s great deal more than
either. It is the life of Gaod in the soul; itis a trans-
fusion into the disciple of the mind of the Master; it
i3 a ray of Davine gladuess kindling 2 human heart,
converting 1t into a living sacrifice, and flhng all the
circle with such a fragrance, glow and brightness, as
can only be created by fire from heaven.

Wihen a man is thus possessed and animated, it
becomes his propensity—a neccessity of the Divine and
diffusive nature within him—to “scatter.” To do
good and to communicate, are his purest delight, his
favourite and familiar employment.  To the hungry
he draws forth his soul, aund from his relaxing grasp
his abundance drops in alms-decds on the indigent.
and in alleviation on the surrounding miscery.  His
pleasant words are a healing elixir to the chafed car
of mortified hope or disappointed affection ; and even
in a case where grief is so great that, like Job's friends,
be is constrained to be silent, there is a soothing
charm in his presence, aund, refracted through lus
glistening cye, there steals & ray of comfort into the
very soul of sorrow.  Moved with compassion for-the
mult:tude, he performs 2 good shepherd's part to

gome ot those sheep he finus in the wilderness, and,
with loving contrivance—thsvugh the ailuring bouk, |

care for the heathen, it would be hard to tell how
much he does 10 augment the sum of human happi-
ness, and diminish human misery. Losing none of
its stateliness or strength, in such a man the religion
of Jesus puts forth its beauty. No mere sectarian
kerb-stone ; he rather resembles a tree in a linden
avenue, whose soft shade and mellifiuous murmur at
once mark the path and refresh the passenger; whilst
a church composed of such members daes not sug-
mest lamp-posts all in a row, iron and colaly orthodox,
but rather reminds you of an orchard on an antumnal
evening fete, where tinted lights gleam forth from
every leafy canopy, and wellow apples are handed
down by every laden bongh—where every trunk is
a living pillar, and holy love the banner over all.

The believer in Jesus is the universal benefactor
a&d it is by such free giving of his free receivings,
that he not only enriches the world, but he obtains
arace for grace, and angments the strength, the beauty
and the happiness of his own soul. By such scat-
tering he increases.

THE LITTLE SWEEI'S PRAYER.

A certain pdstor relates the following fact: ¢ like
to repeat the answer a little sweep gave me, the other
day, in a Sunday Scheol. Knowing that all the
children of my class were constantly oceupied during
the week, T feared that the duty of prayver was soue-
times neglected.  linsisted that day on the importance
of prayer. At the close, I asked a little boy of ten
years of age, who led a very uncomfortable lifein the
service of ¢ master sweep, “And you, my friend, do
vou ever pray?” “Oh yes, Monsicur.” ¢ And when
do you do it? You go out very carly in the morning,
do you not?" ® Yes, Monsicur, and we are only half
awake when we leave the house. 1 think about God,
bat cannot say that I pray then.,” “When, then?”
“You see, Monsicnr, our master orders us to mount
the chimney quickly, but doces not forbid us to rest
a little when fe arcat the top.  Then 1sit on the top
of the chimmney and pray.”  * And what do yon say?”
*Ah, Monsicur, very little! I know no grand words
with which to speak to God. Most frequently I only
repeat two verses that T have learnt at school.” My
scholar repeated with frrvor, “ God be merciful to
wme a sinner,” # Let the words of my mouth and the
meditation of my heart, be acceptable in thy sight,
Oh, Lord, my strength and my Redeemer.” —French
Sunday School Slagazine.

DR. CCMMINGS OX UNION.

“T,et me urge union and communion among all
trne Christians, on the ground of our near and dear
relationship. We are fellow soldiers, fellow travel-
less, feliow voyagers. Let there be no strife, I pray
thee, between thy herdsmen and my herdmen, for we
be brethren. It is our solemn duty to cultivate this
union. We are only tnsupcrable whilst we are in-
sepurable.

«To enforce and illustrate this advice, let me call
upon all true Christians to lookless at the defects by
which their Lrethren are deformed, and more intense-
Iy at the beautics by which they are distinguished.
Act the part of the painter who was called upon to
sketch Alexander the Great. Alexaoder had u sear
upon his furchead, which he had received in the
course uof his Macedonian battles, and the painter was

or the afectionate letter, or the fervid outpouring of | perplexed to find & way by which to escape showing

some sulvmn interview—lie longs and labours to lead this defurmity on the portrait.

gouls to the daviour.  Aund betwixt his radiant smiles
and cordial recognitions, his obliging scrvices and

At last he hit upon
the happy expedient of representing the monarch
sitting in lus chair, his head leaning upen his right

friendly ofhices, lus gifls and intereessions, his provi-jarm, and the forefinger covering the scar upon his
dent care for his own house, and his fur-stretching| brow.”
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Klobements of Organizntions.

A VS o e

From the News f the Churchics.
ALLIANCE CONFERENCE 1IN PARIS.

. Pams, September 18, 1855.

The great religious event of the month is of course
the Conference of Evangelical Christians of all na-
tions, convened by the French branch of the Evan-
gelical Alliance, and which met, as appointed on “e
22d of August, and following days. Such a con-
course of brethren of so many countries, languages,
and denominations, was I believe unprecedented. 1
had the honor and privilege to be present at a simi-
lar gathering in London in 1851, but it was nothing
like this oncin point of numbers. We, Paristans did
certainly expect great things, but we were fairly
overrun by the multitudes which were asking for
respectable hotels, for tickets of admission [about
1500 were distributed] to the Conference, and for in-
structions -without number on all sorts of subjects.
Hence a certain amount of confusion was unavoida-
ble during the first days. An oflice had been organ-
ised, it i3 true, but where we had one man. five or six
at least would have been needed; the mere labour, for
instance, of distributing « rery day the letters, news-

spapers, and parcels which were directed to the office
for different persons, might have employed a post-
man for a great portion of the day. This confusion
however did not last; the brethren helped one
another as best they could 5 and they were all ready,
I believe, to say long before the close of the meeting,
“ Al right,” since *all's well that ends well.”

Another consequence of the great influx of foreign
brethiren was i first 2 certain amount of stiffness or
constraint. We were overjoyed at sceing so many
new faces, and yet we did not teel altogether at home.
But this alvo very soon worcoff. We were notlong in
finding out that we were brethren, saved by the same
Saviour, and heirs to the same kingdom; and then
our meetings became more expansive and of a thril-
ling interest.  Hence the rcjoicing fact that the last
sittings of the Conference were as well attended as
the first, and even better in some cases.

We are thercfore happy to say that upon the whole
the twenty sittings of the Conference have been good,
very good. The excellence of the reports [the only
defect of which was therr length,] the amount of in-
formation that was brought forward, the unity of
feeling of the brethren, notwithstanding the great
differences in their language and habits,—all these
made us thank God tbat we had been enabled to be
present. >

After these introductory remarks, we may enter
into some dcetails on the meetings themselves.  rhey
were gencrally held in the morning at ten o'clock,
and in the evening at €even, and invariably ended, as
well as begun by singingand prayer. Thenatural lan-
guage of the Conference was French, but when the
circumstances required it, abstracts of the reports and
speeches were givenin English andin German. The
foreign brethren were not all presented to the Confer-
ence at the time, as was the case in London in 1831,
but when the subjectof their respective countries was
taken up, they were welcomed to Paris and addressed
in their own language by a member of the cummittee,
whilst the audience testified their approbation and
sympathy in various manners.

On Wednesday the 22d, the Conference initiated its
prorcedings by a solemn mecting for reading the
Seriptures and prayer, in the Lutheran Church of the
Redemption.  Pastor Vallette, formerly the chaplain
of the Duchess of Orleans, presided. Prayer was

uffered in English by the Hon. and Rev. Baptist Noel,
in French by Pastor Fisch, of Lyoifs, in German by
Dr. Krummsacher, of Berlin. Luther’s celehrated
German hymnu, “ Ein, feste Burg ist unser Gott,” was
alsu sung befure the close.

EVANGELICAL ALLIANCE.

The first day of the Conference, Thursday the 234,
wis very appropriately devoted to the Evangelical
Alliance, and the Young Men's Christian Associa- -
tions, which are nothing but the Evangelical Alli-
ance practically carried out. In the worning Dr.
Grandpierre presided, and gave an admirably suita-
ble speech, drawing a most striking contrast between
that day and the cevent ofvwhich it was nearly the
300th Aniversary, the massacre of the St. Bartholo-
mew. What a change! a Protestant Queen is now
welcomed and “onored by the whole nation, invited
by the Catholic imperor himself; and at the same
moment the descendants of the persecuted Huguenots
invite and welcome Christizns frowm all parts of the
world! What a spectacle 1o present to Rome boast-
ing of our extinction! We are willions, and we are
progressing in life, love, and union.

Pastor Fisch read the report of the Evangelical
Alliance. The last four years have been years of
rapid progress and blessing. In conclusion, as all
agree in the desirableness of union, they are, he said,
but three alternatives. Union by the spirit of secta-
rinnism,—that is the unity of Rome, casting out all
who do not belong to a narrow party, and striving to
extend that party alone; union by all agreeing to
remain in statu quo,—that is death; or union in the
Spirit, liberty, Christian union in the broad princi-
ples of Christ,—the latter is the unity of the Alli-
ance. .

Dr. Kunkze, of Berlin, then spoke of the Evangeli-
cal Alliance in Germany. Attempts at union have
been made for three handred years, especially in
Brandenburg.  The late King Frederick William 11k
tried to unite the Lutherans and Reformed, but theso
efforts to unite churches by force led to no result.
Now the diffculty is that the Lutherans and Reformed
and other evangelical communions join, but will not
give the hand of fellowship to the Baptists, who re-
mind them of Muuster and the Anabaptist of the
Reformation, while the Baptists, on the othcr hand,
are often very harsh against Established Churches.

Dr. Cappadose, of Amsterdam, said that the Alli-
ance had met with much opposition in iiolland, from
the erroncous idea that it was opposed to Established
churches.

R. A. Macfie, Esq., of Liverpool, brought before the
meeting a resolution of the committee of the Alliance
of that town, requesting that the attention of the
Alliance should be turned to the state of isol ed
Christians and converts in the midst of Romish,
heathen, or infidel populations, and to the means of
encourging them.

Pastor Gauthey, of the Courbevoir Normal School,
also spoke on the necessity of manifesting the union
which really exists amongst Christians; and Pastor
Hoffman, of Fraunkfort, called the attention of the
meeting to the gathering of the Jews at Jerusalem,
and to the means of promoting that movement.

TOUNG MEN'S CHRISTInN ASSOCIATIONS.

In the cevening Pastor F. Monod presided ; and Mr.
Max Perrot, president of the Geneva Young Men’s
Christian Association. read & decply nteresting, but
too long, report, on the origin, the aim, the means of
action, and the basis of Young Mcen's Christian As-
sociations in diferent parts of the world. We heard
with pleasure, that although theseAssociations are of

v
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a very recent date, their statistics are of an encourag-
ing character. 'J‘hus, in Westphalia there are already
130 vereine, as they are called, with 6000 members :
in England there are forty-three Associations, with
about 7000 members, who exercise a lCll"lolla in-
fluence over at lcust 40,000 young men, most of
whom are in business. In America forty-four As<o-
ciations were organised some months ago, with 8000
members; but the spread ot the Associntions is so
rapid, that that number is perhaps now actnally
doubled. Sweden and Denmark are the only Pro-
testant countries where they do not yet exist. France
and Switzerland have about 100 unions or special
meetings frequented by 1500 young men.

Mr. J. P. Cook then read the following resolution
and declaration of the principles which had been
adopted the day before at the convention of delegates
of Younz Men's Christinn Associations :

* The representatives of various Young Men's Chris-
tian Associations of Europe and America, assembled
at Paris, on 22d of August, 1835,—fecling that they
are one in principle and in operation, recommend to
their respective Societies to recognise with them the
unity existing among their associations; and whilst
preserving a complete independence as to their parti-
cular organization and wmodes of action, to form a
confederation on the following fundamental princi-
pie, such principle to be regarded as the basis of ad-
ission of other socicties jn future :—

“The Young Men's Christian Associations seck to
unite those young men who, regarding Jesus Christ
as their God and Saviour, accor dnw to the Holy
Seriptures, desire to be his disciples in “their doctrine
and in their life, and to associate their cfforts for the
extension of his kingdom amongst young men.”

The meeting was afterwards addressed by Pastor
Dursclen, president of the Rhenish Westphalischen
Jungling-bund, or alliance of the associations of
Westphalia; and by Mr. Smart, president of the
Philadelphia Young Men's Christian Association.

GREAT BRITAIN.

On Friday morning, August 24, the religious state
of Great Britain came under consideration,—8ir
Culling E. Eardley in the chair. From the report
written by the Rev. T. R. Birks, and read by Pastor
J. P. Cook, it appeared that in Great Britain, five-
cighths of the population may be regarded as under
the Christian influence of the churches, and three-
cighths not.

Denominations professing the same principles as
the Church of England in her articles, are ahout
twelve in number, aud are aspuring to unity in their
diversity. No great modilication appears to have
taken place during the iast four years, ueither revival
nor decline.  Three clements have modified the cha-
racter of English Christinans:—1. The papal aggres-
sion has roused Protestant fecling. 2. The Great
LExhibition bas drawn countries nearer together, and
cnlarged the intellectual horizon. 3. The discovery
of gold, by drawing multitndes to Australia and Cali-
fornia, has enlarged missionary eflort; it has
awakened care for emigrants, creaed ragged schools,
and dirceted attention to the goud of crinunal trans-
ports. Then the death of Wellington, and the revi-
val of the French empire, seem to have comimenced
a new era; the war has had, with all its evils, some
good results, such as sympathy with France and
Freuch Protestants, an increase of missionary cffort,
a diminution of scifishness, and attention to prohecy. |G
A part of the population has been injured by the
infidel or pantheistic writers of Amecrica and Ger-
many, but the good derived from Christian authors
of Germany has preponderated. The literature,—

quarlerlies, wonthlics, weeklies, and dailies,—as ro-
gards standard or religious publieations, has im-
proved. The books of the present day are short;
the telegraphic despateh takes the place of the folio
volume. Of the three divisions of the Church of
Engluand, the Evangelical is increasing the most nu-
meromlg in numbers and clergy ; the Iligh Church
is losing ground; and the Broad (;Imrt.h has compa-
mtn'el) few representatives, but those few intellec-
tual.  The Unitarians were but one in two hundred
in the last census, and tend to diminish. As to the ’
various Christian Dissenting denominations, the papal
aggression served to press them closer together with
Evangelical Churchmen. The aberrations of reli-
gious opinion may be seen in the adherents to Ame-
rican Mormonism, accounted for by ignorance of true
religion and the spirit of emigration; and still worse,
in the careless latitudinarianism, which would re-
duce religion to mere poetic feeling, refusing it sap
and life.  Present duty seems to point to the field of
missions,—to be active in the Lord’s service,—and to
the second advent of the Lord, which is now an ac-
tive principle among the majority of religious men.
Let us live so asto say, “ Evenso,come, Lord Jesus!”

The British brethren present at the Conference,
seventy-three in number, were then introduced, and
welcomed by Pastor Fisch in a few heartfelt words.

The meeting was also addressed by the Rev. A.
Dallas, on the progress of Protestantism in Ireland;
Rev. J. Jones of Ireland. on open-air preaching ; Rev.
Dr. Craig, and Rev. Normon M'Leod, of the Estab-
lished Ghnrch of Scotland; Rev. Robert Ashton,
Secretary of the Congregational Union of Ingland
and Wales; Rev. Dr. 1lenderson, Moderator of the
Free Church of Scotland; Rev. J. Bonar, L., Irving,
C. J. Glyn, Dr. Urwick of Dublin, and Edward Baines,
Esq., of Leeds.

INFIDELITY.

The evening meeting was devoted to Infidelity. Dr.
Krummacher, who presided, announced that he had
been commissioned by the king of Prussia to attend
the Conference, in order to brning back to him a cor-
rect account of ail the procccdmw. In a speech of
two hours’ duration, he mentioned seven differcat
forms of infidelity, which obtain in Germany,—viz,
1. Indifference; 2. Rationalism, making man's reason
the highest and only religion; 3. Pelagiamsm, which
is rite among pastors and schoolmen; 4. Gnostic
Panthe'stical doctrines, which dethrone a personal God,
annthilate all idea ot futurity, all sin; 5. Materialism;
. Crittcism, which pretends artlessly to sift history,
but in reality operates with @ prior: principles, such
ag, * The gospels are myths,” &e.; 7. A Moral Spiri-
tualism.  Opposite this camp of infidelity is the well-
armed camp of faith, the Universities being generally
at the head of Evangelical movements.

The report was presented Pastor de Presense,
who successively characterised the Deism of England,
the Pantheasm of Germany, the Unutarramsm of the
United States, and the two new schools which have
wm France succeeded St Sunomathsm and Fourerism,
namely, Sprruualism and Lositicesm

The lateness of the hour only admitted of an clo-
quent speech from Pastor Rognon of Moutpellier.

UNITED STATES.

The meeting of Saturday morning was one of the
Hl(\st interesting, and certainly the liveliest of all
G. . Stuart, Esq., of Philadelphia, took the chair.

Dr. Baird gave & cancise abstract of the report he
hagd prepared at the request of the Conference. He
successively made known,—1. The position, extent

[three millions of square miles), and resources of the
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United States. 2. The manner they were colonised
by the English, Swedes, Dutch, Germans, French and
Spaniards. 3. Their progress in every branch of
material interest. 4. Their progress in moral and
intellectnal interests. In 1850, there were 80,938
public schools in the different States, with 91,966
teachers, and 2,890,507 scholars; 6089 ladies’ board-
ing schools, with 12,230 teachers, and 263,096 pupils;
119 colleges, with 11,903 students; 44 schools of
theology ; 36 schools of medicine ; aud 16 schools of
law ; 35,000 Sunday schools, with 230,000 teachers,
and 2,500,000 scholars. PFifty millions of dollars
were annually spent for cducation. The proportion
of scholars to the entire populution was 1 to 5. There
were 1200 public libraries, containing 1,500,000
volames, The number of newspapers was then 2302,
it now is doubtless 2500. 5. Their progress in reli-
gion. From 1800 to 1850, the members of the Evan-
gelical Churches multiplied by ecight or nine, while
the general population had only increased fourfold.
The census of 1850 revealed very important fiacts;
the number of edifices couseerated to divine worship
was 338,183 containing 14,270,139 hearers—that is,
much more than half the population; besides which
the gospel is prenched in many schools, private
houses, court-houses, and” even forests and fields.
The Episcopal church is the oldest; it has33 dioceses
and 38 bishops, two being superanuated, one in Af-
rica, and another in China; 1714 ministers; 105,350
communicants. The Congregationalists have 2449
congregations, 1843 ministers, and 207,609 mewbers.
The Baptists form a group of cight branches, the
total number of churches being 18,181 ; ministers.
§525; communicants, 1,058,65¢. The Presbyterian
Church has cight branches also; its congregations
amount 7752, ils ministers to 5807, students and li-
centiates, 1544, and members, 650,021, The Metho-
dist Ghurch has nine branches, 8389 active ministers,
1,672,519 members; it is the most numerous of all
the American churches. The Lutheran Church and
others have 2391 congregations ; 1418 ministers; and
212,500 comuaunicants. The number of ministers of
different denominations may be stated at 27,729, and
if we add the thousands of Mcthodist local preachers,
together with many licentiates and supernumeries,
this number will be raised 10 40,000, making about
one orthodox preacher for 8937 inhabitams.  The
con-Evangelical Churches,—Romanists, Unitarians,
Swedenborgians, Mormons, &c.,~have about 2946
ministers, 3607 congregatons, and Some 700,000
members; but they are diminishing. The Bible
Society has distributed 11,000,000 of copics of the
Scriptures ; the Society for Religious Publications
has 1306 volporteurs, nnd effected sales last year te
the amount of 526,009 dollars. There are socictics
for the observance of the Lord's day, for temperance,
anti-slavery objects, home missions, foreign missions,
&e. The last general receipts of all these societies
were 3,053,535 dollars.

The American brethren, seventeen in number, were
introduced and welromed by Dr. Grandpierre, who
congratulated them on having travelled thousunds of
milesin order ¢o attend the Conference.

The Rev. Dr. Maclend, President »f the Board of
New York Missions, put the question, whereis Chris-
tianity in the Unitea States? and answered : It is, 1st,
In the hearts and lives of their Christian inhabitants;
2d, Tu their cecleciastical organization, and in the
various churches, all onc in the confession of that
truth by which we are sanctified and saved; 3d, In
their voluntary benevolent associations.  The palaces
of the United States arc the hospitals and asylums
for the poor: 4th, In their state and federal goverm-
ment. The Congress has two chaplains, who open

and close the proceedings of both houses with prayer,
and preach before them on Sundays; it also pays
about 40 chapluins for the army and nuavy.

Mr. Danblay, an ex-member of Congress, the Rev.
Dr. Patton of New York, the Rev M. Wyllie of Phila-
delphia, and others, expressed the interest felt in their
country for France, to which they owed much.

HOLLAND AND BELGIUM. :

The sedate and proverbially phlegmatic character
of the Dutch guve to this meeting, held in the even-
ing a very diffcrent aspect to that of the morning.
Mr. Elon. van Soeterwande, member of the second
chamber of the States-General of Holland, presided,
and the Rev. Chaatessia de la Saussaye, of Leyden,
read a learned report on the ditferent theologiclal and
ccclesinstical tendencies of the Datch  Reformed
Churches. Iis conclusions were: ¢ Protestantism
has been the glory of Holland.  Holland is one of the
glories of Protestantism.” The report on Belginm
was presented by Pastor Panchaud of Brussels. The
increasing power of the priests, in consequence of the
death of the queen, the confirination of the young
prince, and the Duke of Drabant's marriage, excite
serious apprehentions with vegard to Religious

Liberty. At the court aund the government, all are
Ultramontanes.  Education 1s generally Papistic.

Jesuitism has the upper hand. Protestantism is a
very small majority, composed of a few state churches,
and fifteen free churches, with a general synod.
There arc only twenty-five Evangelical schools in
Belgium.  Three rehgious papers are published
monthly, and 30,000 tracts distributed aanually,
together with about 6000 copies of the Scriptures,
The mecting was addressed by Dr. Valeton, of
Groningen, and Mr. Cornct, delegate of the Synodi-
cal churches of Belgium.
The brethren of these countries were welcomed by
Pastor F. Monod.

GERMANY.

The meetings on Popery and on Religious Liberty
having been suppressed, on account of the abisence of
Dr. Merle D'Aubigne’s report, ¥ and from prudential
motives, it was resolved by the Commitice of ar-
rangements, that the excellent repurts which bad
heen sent from Germany on these subjects should not
Le put aside, and in orderthat they might be Lrought
forward, the whole of Monday, Mugust 27, was de-
voted to Germany.

In the morning, Pastor Fisch, and in the eveving,
Pastor Mayer, of Lyons;took thechair.  Reports were
preseuted by Pastor Faube, of Barmien, on the state
of Germany during the last five years; by Prelate
von Kappf, of Stuttgard, on the same subject ; by
Professor Dorner, of Gottingen, on the German Uni-
versities. ¥ Amongst the speakers were Dr. Tholuck,
of Halle, who showed the progressive development of
Evangelical truth during the last twenty-six years
agongst the students in the universitics. Formerly
there was but onc university professing christian
faith, that of Tubigen; now there is pethaps only
one where Rationalism is dominant, that of Giessen.
In colleges where indifference or enmity against liv-
ing Christianity were rife, the students now excite
better hopes. Pastors de Pressense aund E. Bonifas,
who had studied in Germany, also gave their testi-
mony in confirmation of the words of the illustrious
professor.

® Family and per~onal afthctious prevented him from preparing
2, and evean fean auctding the Confercuce.

t The :ast two were respectively read by Dr. Grandpicrre, and
Az, de P'resscuc.
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FRANCE.

Tuesday morning was devoted to France. Pastor
Ruillerat, the venerable President of the Consistory of
the Reformed Church in Paris, was called to the cbair,
In his introductory remarks, he feelingly compared
the present time, when Protestantism holds its meet-
ings openly, with the times when it was said: % There
are no more Huguenots in France.” There were
some, however, even then, and Louis XIV. might
have known it for our prisons were filled with them.

The report was read by Pastor Farjat, a Wesleyan
minister and military chaplain in Corsica, who had
been requested at a very late hour to prepare it,instead
of Pastor Adolphe Monod, actually laid up on a bed of
suffering by a painful and dangerous illness. This
trial, which is a severe aflliction for the whole of
French Protestantism, was twice alluded to by the
subsequent speakers, and Pastor Cuvier, president of
the Consistory of the Lutheran Church of Paris, pro-
posed that a deputation should be sent to him, to ex-
press the affectionate sympathy of the assembly, and
endeavour to strengthen him in the Lord. This was
donc on the following day, the beloved invalid being
well enough to receive the deputation.

But to return.  Mr. Farjat took a general survey of
the fine arts, the literature, and the philosophy of
France, and showed that with a few exceptions, they
are far from being imbued with the regenerative spirit
of Christianity. As to Popery, it has fulminated its
maledictions against all thatis opposed to its symbols.
proscribed all study of the Word of God, undermined
religious liberty, served up three ages of calumnies
and invectives against those who proclaim the Word
of Jesus, ridiculed and slandered Bible Societies and
Protestant nations, directed the public mind towards
superstitions and image worship, and worm-eaten
religues, and money-bought medals, and scapularies
micaculous and preservative; it has increased the
pomp of its theatrical ceremonies, and proclaimed the
impiousdogma of the Immaculate conception of Mary.
Protestantism only has really donv something through
its churches and socictics, and is daily improving,
though we yet have too many neterodox,or indifferent,
or spiritually-lifeless pastors, and too large a majority
of unconverted and carcless hearers. We want more
love and more faith; we want the influence of the
Holy Spirit, and then France will be onrs.

Pastor William Monod, of Rouen, said, that however
paradoxical it might appear,France isthe naturaland
the best auxiliary of Protestantism in Europe; first,
by her kistory, which makes conspicuous the fuith of
our persecuted ancestors,and prefers against the faith
of the persecutors an indictment which can never be
refuted ; for whilstPopery triumphed over Protestant-
ism, it was itself wounded to death. Second, by her
political constitution. France was the first country to
proclaim liberty of conscience and of worship. For
the last sixty years, every successive governmenf—
the National Assemby, Napoleon I., the Bourbgyps,
Louis Philippe, and Napoleon 111, haveall proclaimed
it. Let France dare to practice what she has pro-
claimed, and the holy cause of this liberty will
triumph, for in order to triumph Protestantism only
wants a hearing.  Third, By her &terature. . Her lan-
guage is universally known, and that, in a great
measure, is owing to the Reformation; the works of
the Reformers are admired by Europe; then the per-
sccution which dispersed them spread abroad the
Freoch tongue, until a door for the gospel was thus
opened in every country. Her literature is constantly
becoming more European; true it is not always
Christian; but it strikes mare violent blows at Rome
than cver Protestantism did, for in such controversy

Christians would not indulge. Tt might be said that
Catholicism also had its influenti."® writers; true, but
Bossuet's works are not so Romaun Cathalic after all;
and where wouald you find the Pope’s supremacy, or
the worship of saints and images, in Fenclon, Massil-
lon, and Pascal, who were not without some taste of
Rome's persecutions themselves? Is there any popu-
lar writer of the present day who does not do his best
to subvert Popery? Not that he joins cause with
them, but he states facts. The most accredited and
the most popular journals are against Rome; the
Debats, the Siecle, the I’resse, and we have no better
servant to our cause than the Univers. Fourth, By
her moral and religious state. France is not without
some religious worship ; true, but it is witheut reli-
gion. Now, there are two ways of being without re-
ligion, either.because the religion of truth has been
put aside, or because the religion of error has been
trampled on ; in other words, ecither from hatred for
the gospel, or from disgust for superstition. Now
Prance is without religion, not because she will have
none, but because sheis too much enlightened to
keep that which had been given her.  As a proof of
this, see the veneration with which the people speak
of Jesus Christ; see the crowds which flock to hear
the truth in some towns and villages. God has there-
fore prepared France by its very irreligion to receive
the religion of Jesus Christ.  When the Gospel was
preached to herin the sixteenth century, it spread as
in the times of the apostles, and nothing could put a
stop to it excepta wur of extermination. France has
now recalled it, and will finally receive it.

After this speech, which was one of the best we
heard in the conference, the Rev. Baptist Noel spoke
on the responsibility of Protestantism in France;
Pastor Dhombres, of Alais, mentioned o threefold
revival which was takiug place in the south of France,
—in the pastors, the congregations, and the Mission-
ary spirit; Pastor Bois, of Montmeran presented to
the Conference the brotherly salutations of the villa-
gers who constitute his flock; Pastor Puaux, of
Rochefort, alluded to the interesting work begun by
means of Sunday-schools amongst 60,000 Protesants
of the Poitou, and insisted on the importance of be-
ginning by the young, if we wish to renovate France;
Pastor Gallicnne, of Ganges, told of the awakening
spirit brought sbout by means of prayer-meetings in
the Cevenner, where helabours as a Mcthodist ; Pas-
tor Cadicr, of Blois, gave a checring account of the
churches on the Banks of the Loire, so ravaged for-
n.erly by the revocation of the edict of Nantes ; Pastor
F. Monod gave & few details on the union of Inde-
pendent churchbes, which he represents, as president
of their synod ; Pastor Larclier, of Achicourt, spoke
of the work of the Central Socicty for Evangelization
in the North of France; Mr. Lucien Desmenard, editor
of the Temoin de la Verité, et Saintes, told of the fra-
ternal conferences of the Charentes, and® of their
wecekly, monthly, and quarterly Bible classes; and
Pastor Deribeaucourt of Lons-le-Saulnier, referred to
the very isolated position of Christians in Franché
Comté, where there is only one pastor for seven
churches.

At ke conclusion of these addresses, and others
fromn Pastors Bost and Lambert, the meeting solemnly
engaged in prayer on behslf of Mr. G—— of Orleans,
who is threatened with the removal of his two little
daughters from bis guardianship, because he has be-
come a Protestent.

(Continued on page 201.)

The remainder of this deeply-interesting sketch is
necessarily withheld till the mext issue for waut of

room.
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Piotos anwy Boings of Judibidanls.

For the Gospel Tribune,
WHAT 1S LIFE?
A BY ‘C1IE FOREST BARD.

Tae golden orb that dlumines the da;,,

Had travelled fir on his western way,

And softly and mild did the west breezes rove
Through the lofiy aixles of the vaken grove ;

Buta pow'r 1more strong than the breeze was there,—
The Dooster At roTENT, that rides on the air,—
Aud his volice, more deep than the wild wind’s strife,
Whigpered e thus, say What 8 Life?

And 2 maiden play'd, through the oak-grove there,

With a dimpted chn ek, and with jeuy hair;

And the winds that blew o'er tins wild retr at,

Bore a stall, small seed to her tiny feet 5

And she planted it there 'en without a design,

Aad it grew 10 a tall and a graceful pine,

And the breeze in its bough was hush*d from strife § '
Yet how straugely it whispered—\What is Life 2

The malden then wondered what life coutd be,—

Tug sun’s bright ehade, or the green-teaf'd tree,

Or the thunder s roar, or the lighming’s flazh,

Or the close-falling rain-drop’s babbting plash.

But ah, uo, she thought, for it may not be these,

The thunder’s hoarse roar, or the howline brecze :

And the waiden grew sad with her thoughts' deep strife,
And she wondered whick, of all these, is life.

Now she homew rd turn*d with the fast-fading day,
But thought's dark gloom <lie could not chase away,
For the voice wae still there with a voice how clear,
That whisper’d, stiil sce ning afar and now near,
With gloom undispell’d, for the maden was young,
And love's tlame in hee youthful heart bad sprung:
But aye that one thought in hier breast was fife 5

It ask'd, but she, yet, had to scek—\Vhat 1S Life.

Now ycars fied away with a magical speed,

Aund the woman 's from chitdhood's thratdom freed,
4nd Time swept along in bis uncloying course,
And childhod to womanheod ripened with force,
And she loved with a deep and a L.sting love,

And felt it bli=s in this ciccle to move,

For anotlier had loved and pledged her his wife :
And then, she quernied i thes could be lite.

On, onward sped Time with hie pitiless pace,—

Ceas less hus tread, and undyiog his race,—

And wisdow of years with her youtl's bloom did twine :
Agatu stie approached het owu tavorite pine,

And kaclt by s roots, where her youtis-tide had fled 5
Love's scroll was 1 nfolded —the missive was read ;
Anew in her heart hurut love's passionate sirife,

And sic asked of solitude— Can this be life2

The wmurmusing voice of the bireeze seeined to coax :

She paused. for she'd learucd to convers¢ with the oaks =
8he tistenedd to carch the first sound of their voice =

Their language she'd learned and made it her choice =
‘Twas the wisdom of age, not the fancy of youth :

She kncw that they spoke but of wisdom and truth,

And louder than cver they spoke fo their strife,

Asserting Endurance the science of life.

And the swift gale passing along in its flight,
The axiom bore on to the bosow of night,
" Till echo redounding, returncd with the trope,
From some far-otT goal whence she bade us to hope,
Then the heatt's strings burst forth ag a fountain that playetb,
And they murmur'd in joy the sweet talisman Faith,
But hark ! the Avw-ForesT, for hushand or wife,
Tclls Love {s the vital conducive to life.

Suil her spirit was sad, and she knew not why,

Her Losom unconsciously heaved a deep sigh.

She sald, when ten years are again grown wine,

Ul baclk o thy shade, sweet whispering Pine.—

She camne, butalas ! how altered ! how changed !
‘T'he eye's tla-h was fled, the sodle was deranged 5
She mourned her helov'd, ~ he had made her Ws wife,
A child, an adored : oh, this was notlife !

Her soul now was bow'd, and her spirit was crush'd §
She ka. It by her plag, while the pearly tears gu=h'd;
‘Thas sald hersweet lips thae in prayer scewed 10 move,
*ve tasted Endurauce. andd Faith, Hope, and Love :

fhe labyrinths of life T have threaded again.

Aud found thein confusion, and sorrow, and pain @

1 have tound in the world but a merciless strife;

But oh, sure our Lord hath not said this is life.

Again then I net, on the world's crowded stage,

The waiden ouce faie, but now wrinkled by age:

She stood by the vortex where Folly’s waves tossed, 4
Estending her hand to the sinking ere lost,

She stoad there to save the poar wretch fit to sink,

A beacon of wwercy, on misery’s brink,—

An angel of pity, to point the world's stri‘e,

Warned by a whisper, she totd them of life.

What js lifc 1 cver scewmed her whole thoughis to engage
She found it when youth had full ripened to age.

Yes, she found it at last, which so long was dizgutsed,
A volce ot by mori .13 neglected —despised.

How clear burst the truth, and how dear to her soul 5
‘T'hus angels thy wmwusic in cadence would roll 3

*elieve on the Lamb who hath freed man from striie =
Dear, bless'd invitation, *tis unending life.

Aurara, Nov. 1855.

For the Gospel T'ribune.

REST NOT ON EARTH.
WRITTEN FOR A FRIEND.

Whoc'er thou art. that deigns to scan this pagey
Whate'er the projects which thy thoughts engage 3
In age or youth's decline, or gay, cr spirlt-pressed ;
Oh ! stiill remember, this is not thy rest.

In Pleasure’s bowers thou scekest rest in vain g
And Manuuon gives not rest, but toil and pain <
Vice gives her votaries a thorued pittow,
And Folly bids hiers rest upon the bitlow.

Nor for the Christian Aere can rest be fouud 5

Mid these rude scencs where sin has cursed the ground.
Then let him seek it not, but onward go,

1 0 Heaven's own rest where cndicss pleasures flow..

Restnot till the fight is done ;

Rest not till the victory 's won -
In armour rest not § *tis not mweet =
Girded traveller, haste to greet
Those whoscorned on earth to rest,
Who now repose on Glory's breast :
Rest on earth 1s never given ;

On then, ook for rest in Heaven. -

CHRISTIAN TNION.

To the Editor of the Gospel Tribune.

Drar Sir:—I rejoice to see that the excellent let-
ters of your correspondent, W. B., have brought you
into the very heart of the subject of “Christian
Unicn,” into a discussion of the nature of the union
among Christians, which is desirable and to be aimed
at, the basis on which it is to be founded, and the

Jmeans by which it is to be sought. The question is |
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one which has not hitherto been discussed in itslbigotted-—those who love Christ, and those whs love
practical aspect, to an extent at all proportioned to {Ilin not” The language here quoted was usec with
its intrinsic importance. A union of all true Chris- Ispecial reference to the formation of the Evangelical
tians in one organization, is o thing so utterly diverse | Alliance, but it is applicable with still move force
from aught that meets our view in casting our eyes|to a union of believers in Church fellowship, and in
over the present state of Christendom, that it has|lnbours of love in Christ’s cause. Before union can
been assumed to be unattainable, and the mode of{be effective, there must be a previous separation.
bringing it about, has scarcely found a place among (Were all the various Protestant denominations, con-
questions for the practical cousideration of Christinn |stituted as they now are, united together to-morrow
men.  That this feeling is not universal, and that the jinto one vast Church, we might find that we were
contrary fecling is a growing one, the establishmeut | further away from what we are seeking, than we now
and success of the Gospel Lribune, is o pleasing indi- {are, There would be set up, as in Roman Callj‘olic
cation.  Still, the subject is comparatively new to|countries, an imperium in imperio, a government of
thinhers of the present generation, and much friendly jecelesiastical rulers, as well as a government of civil
interchauge of sentiment will be necessary, ere the frylers, which again would naturally tend to the
faithful in Clrist Jesus, now scattered abroud through jre-establishinent in the Protestant world of a spirit-
almost innumerable denominations, should be enabled ;ual despotism, in comparison with which our present
fully to understand cach other, and to see how they {divisions into sects would be tolerable, ~

may unite and harmoniously co-operate in advancing|  « My Kingdom is not of this world,” said our
 Gud's cause in the earth, without compromising one  Lord, and yet we sec our \arious Church organiza-

iuta of what cach holds to be the truth. 1 \\'ould;liuns used as worldly engines to advance the selfish

respectfully suggest that you should invite corres-'inlcrc:ls of scheming politicians.  Instead of being
pundioce on this topic, thaty from a cumpatizon of jsiwply Instrumentahties for the conversion of the
the views of individuals in different circumstanees, ungodly and the cdification of Saints, the influence
aud suljedt to different influcuces, it way be scen of this and the other Churdly, is made an impurtaut

what are the difficaltivs in the way of union, aund emant in the struggle of one political party to gain
what grounds fur hope there are that these vifficul- ascendancy over the othiers. Woildly men scehing
ties shall be eventually overcome.  And, with your pworldly advancement, cajule and flatter and bribe
permizsion, T would aunticipate this iuvitation, by the representatives of ceclesiastical bodies with &
statiug freddy afen of the thouglits which Lave long view ty secuting the votes of the several denomina-
had a place in my own mind, while thinhing of the tions of which they are ecither the recognised or
.approaching realization of our Lords's prayer, for virtual leaders; and when they succeed in this,
the unity of Ilis followers, and the consequent con-|which is not unfrequenlly the case, the effect is
version of the wotld; “that they all may be ouc; doubly disastrous.  Greater acerbity is introduced
that the wotld may bedieve that Thou hast suut me” 'iulu vur political dissensivns, when there are super-
In the first place, allow me to express the convic- |.u1dcd to them ecclesiastical anticipations, and the
tion that the univn of & number of dcnomin.lﬁuna|“'(‘11P0“S of the Church lose their keen edge and
into one large incorporation, might be accomplished celestial tempes, when they are made use of in the
without in any considerable degree promoting the conflict of carthly politics. Men in becoming Chris-

objects for which Christian union is desirable; and tians, do not cease to be citizens, and it is their duty,
as far as their individual influence extends, to co-op-

that the amalgamation of two, three or four sects, > . ’
erate with others in measures which they conceive

into one more comprehensive sect, might be produc- )
tive of cvils more than counterbalancing any good calc:ulatcd to promote the wc.lfnre and happiness of
results that might flow from it. Inthe words of one their country.  This they do in the capacity of citi-
whose praise is in all the Churches, the Rev. Baptist #¢2S; but in their capacity of Church members, the
Noel of London, the union we seek must be “a objects they comhme‘to promote, should be purely of
union of believers—followers of Christ, else it will Le (& Spiritual character.” A Church should not assume
fraught with danger and disappointment. If it be a [the badge of any political party, and if she docs so
union of the living and the dead—of believers and (in order to secure for herself peculiar favours of any
unbelicvers—of those who love Christ and those [Sort, she sells her birthright for & mess of pottage,
who love Him not; there will be seeds of disunion [and betrays the cause of her Lord and Master. And
sown, which will constantly spring up. Now, if it is jmore than this, if the Church is enticed into med-
s union of believers, then it must be & union founded [dling with matters out of her own province, the
on a common faith; and on this point, I agree that natural result will Le the growth of a spirit of ec.les-
it carnot be a union of Churches, inasmuch as we do Jinstical domination. When the early Church forgot
not sympathize with cach other’s systems; but still | that Christ's Kingdom is not of this world, ecclesias-
more, because Churchies, as they are now constituted, !tical tyranny and ecclesiastical corruption grew up
do not, even in the judgmen: of charity, consist;together side by side, uutil they attained such gigan-
purely of living believers.  We do not want to unitc'tic proportions that throughout Christendom little
the cold and the warm—the enlightened and thc'was left of Christianity but the name. But hunan
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neture in the same circumstances is the same in all
ages, and if all our Protestant denominations could
be incorporated into one, which should contain all
the worldly elements now existing in the several
denominations combined together, the ecclesiastical
rulers of such an incorporation would constitute the
mest important powers in the State, and wounld be in
a position to set up or cast down civil rulers at their
pleasure. The pe ple would find they had got a new
master, whose tyranny would be all the more crush-
ing and irresistable, that it had attached to it the
sanctions of a supposed sacredness exceeding aught
that any merely civil power can claiin. It was such
a tyranny as this that our forefathers threw off at the
Reformation, and we would act unwiscly if by any-
thing we should do we should contribute to bring
sbout its re-cstablishment. )

The reason why more evil than good, is expected
from the mere union of several Churches into one,
arises simply from the circumstances so strongly

.urged by the Rev. Baptist Noel, in the paragraph
quoted above—the circumstance that the Churches,
as they are now, are not as they vught tu be, con-
sisting as they do of the cold and the warm, the
liviug and the dead, thuse who love Chirist, and those
who lose Him not.  Did they consist purdy of living
believers, seeking above all things ¢lse, the glory of
God and the spiritual welfare of their fellow men,
the cvils we have referred to would not arise from
their union. On the contrary, the further that union
was carried, the more powerful would it be for good
and not for evil.

If then there Le any force in the sentiments I have
thus ventured to express in opposition to the idea
that all we4vant, is to be attained by the incorpor-
ation of existing sects, we must consider what
other modes of action are open to those who desire
to promote the cause of Christian union. It scems
to me, at least at the present moment, and until a
clearer light is cast upon the subject by ample dis-
cussion, that there are but two. The first of these
is for Christian men totunite together into a Christian
‘Church, of which the sole term of membership shall
be unicn with Christ, the Head of the Church.—
Failing this, the other mode of action which may be
pursued with advantage, is for Christians in the
various denominations to promote within their
respective communities, greater purity and separa-
tion from the world than now exist, so as to hasten
the time when the Churchies thus purified, and assim-
ilated to the likeness of Christ, shall be impelled as
strongly to a thovough incorporation, as are the
streams of carth to minglg their waters in the mighty
ocean.

You secem to fear that any attempt to realize the
objcct we bave in view by the first of those modes,
would merely result in the formation of 2 new sect,
which would soon become as sectarian asany already
in the field. Undoubtedly this danger is to be ap-

prehended from any attempts at union, if they do not
proceed on the right basis. But I do not sce that
the idea set forth by your correspondent, W. B., if
fairly carried out, would imply anything like the for-
mation of & new scet.  Let a Church be formed,
which, however excellent and liberal in other re-
spects, yet necessarily excludes any one class of
believers in Jesus, it is still a sect. But let it be
formed on such a basis that it shall not knowingly
shut out any whom Christ hath received, or admit
any whom He hath not received, and it would be an
abuse of language to call such a body « sect. A
sect properly means somecthing cut off; separated,
ideas altogether incompatible with the constitution
of a body which should open its arms wide to re-
ceive all the true followers of the Lord. You speak
of the “ Brethren,” “Disciples,” and  Christians,”
having degenerated into sccts. But were they ever
anything else? A merely Catholic name does not
necessarily imply a Catholic spirit or a Catholic con-
stitution ; and, if I am not mistaken, the denomina-
tions to which you allude, have been from their very
origin, the most sectarian of all sects.  Other denom-
inations muke a belief in a certain set of ductrines
their term of cummunion ; these, the submissivn to
an outward ceremony, performed in a particular
manner. A Catholic basis is the all important con-
sideration, the name a merely secundary watter, all
that is propused, is o return to the puosition veeupied
by the Church in the first three centurics of her
story, during which period, greater inroads were
made on the Kingdom of Satan, than in all the fiftcen
centuries that have since elapsed.  In these our days,
when the powers of evil are more than ever rampaat,
we want revived the old divinely appointed instru-
mentality wherewith to oppose them, and to carry
forward the peaceful triumphs of the guspel of sal-
vation.

I am aware, however, that before any such union
can be realized, many, very, many prejudices, and
these too the prejudices of good men, will have to be
overcome, and unless the spirit of God work more
powerfully than our fecble faith anticipates, we can-
not expect to see it speedily brought about. But<to
the other mode of action suggested, no possible ob-
jection can be raised. We cannot avoid sceing that
the standard of communion is very low in perhaps
all denominations. It would be hard to find &
Church, by simply connecting himself with which, a
new convert would find that Christian communion
and fellowship which his renecwed spirit longs for.
In o felloww member of the Church he has scarcely
any greater grounds for hoping to 'ﬁnd a brother in
the Lord, than in a fellow clerk or a fellow merchant.
In sceking for disciples with whom to hold spiritual
fellowship, he will find them just as readily in the
circle with which his daily avocations surround him,
as in the Church itself. This surely ought not so to

be,and while we uphold the principles of freedom
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of comnuuion against sceretarians, we must struggle
for purity of communion agaiost those who, luoking
only to the swelling out of the hist of Church mem-
ship, mahe no distinction between the precivus and
the vile, but incorperate wood, lay, stubble, with
the guld, silver, and precivus stunes, which shuuld
alone be aceepted in building up the temple of the
Lord. If etforts to this end were earnestly put forth

"in the several denominations, we might hope cre long
to sce them in a condition fit for being united into
one glorious and irresistible phalanx, which should
go forth strong in the Lord and in the power of His
might, to bring all nations into & willing subjection
to the Prince of Peace.

With your permission I may take up some other
aspects of this deeply important subject, on a future
occasion. E.

REMARKS.

It is particularly gratifying to find so much in the
preceding article worthy of being denominated strict-
ly practical ; and that more may be expected of equal
value in E's. treatment, of the remaining aspects of
his subject. Let him continue his observations, by
all means; and let them be seriously weighed by the
memberships of all denominations; and let any who
may be competent improve upon his suggestions;
and let all Christians be anvious to understand each
other correctly, and a donbt need not be entertained,
that a candid and free interchange of sentiment, will
lead to such « generous interchange of affection, as
will secure the union and ultimate incorporation of
all the sincere followers of the Lamb. E. is pre-
gressing admirably—his enquiries are leading him-
self and many others to sound, common sense, prac-
tical conclusions of great value. It is hoped that he
will have Lis nest article ready in season for the
December Tribune.

Believing that the Communion question has re-
ceived ample attention in the columns of the Tribune,
and even more than a common share, it is the inten-
tion to admit, hereajter, simply enough to maintain
the ground which has Leen taken; and hence cor-
resondents must expect that all inferior articles and
peragraphs will be rejected. The following is a cor-
respondence in an abridged form, which is too valu-
able to be withheld.

CORRESPONDENCE.
i , Oct. 4th, 1855,

—

To F." Malcolm.

Dsar Brotaer:—I am fully of opinion that the
New Testament gives no ground for open or general
communion. If we admit the example of the primi-
tive churches to be really and positively binding on
us now as the followers of Christ; the question sim-
ply is, were the converts to the gospel-faith baptized

in order to be admited into, and have the privilege of
communion with the apostolic chiurchus? If this is
admitted, then we have o divine example which must
be binding and obligatory in every age, unless we
take up the unscriptural dogma that & change of cir-
cumstances may demand and justify a change in the
order and ordinances of the church of Clirist.  You
well know that this glaring errov is at the root of all
the heresies and anti-christinn practices which have
corrupted the professing churches of God ever since
the days of the Apostles. It is the principle of hu-
man expediency grounded on human authority,
changing by the changes of human caprice; and has
led to evils of the most awful kind. . . . If we
set aside one ordinance of the gospel, and make the
dispensing with it a matter of forbearance, why not
set aside the whole of Christ’s laws together? On
your principle there is, I think, great danger of’ verg-
ing to thé error of the Quakers, who both set aside

baptism and the Lord's supper. * * *
REPLY.
2! East Zorma, Nov. 'Tth, 1855,
Dear BroToer:— | % * % 3 Inow

offer a few observations on your declaration that
“you are fully of opinion that the New Testament
gives no ground for open communion.”

I should have Leen very much surprised at this de-
claration, were it not plain from what tollows that
you view open communion to be disregard of the ex-
ample of the New-Testament churches, or the doctrine
that we may act as we think proper in regard to the
ordinances of Christ; lay them aside,—~dispense with
them, or otherwise, just to st our convenieace.
Tins being the hght in which you view wpen com-
munion, no wonder yuu declare ** the New Testament
gives no ground for it.”  But, Brother, there is ano-
ther light in which opea communion may be viewed:
and I must say “I am fully of opinion’ it is really
unfair,—absolutely unjust to view it in the light in
which you view it; for fn reality there is no such
thing as disregard of the example of the New-Testamend
churches,—no such thing as setting asule, or dispensing
with an ordinance of Christ contended for or counten-
anced by open communion. -Itis mere misconcep-
tion. What! no doubt you will say, did you not
admit to your church that Pedobaptist without im-
mersion? And is not that setting aside the ordinance
of baptism? We did admit that Pedobaptist bro-
ther ; but we did not luy aside the ordinance of bap-
tism when we did so. Both we and our brother held
at the time, and still hold with unflinching tenacity,
the permanency of baptisma. He was admitted with
the full understanding that he regarded bhaptism as
an ordinance of Christ, and was resolved to act in
refcrence to it conscientiously, according to the best
of his knowledge and belief. Nvither we nior hie then
bad the least idea of setring it aside. You will say,
why then was not the ordinance observed before ad-
mission, as was the case in New- Testament tiines ?
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Simply, Brother, because of the apostolic injunction,
“Let every wan be fully persuaded in his own mind.”
The sole reasvun why vur Pedobuptist brother was not
‘immersed before adwission was, that he was not per-
guaded iu his uwn wind that it was bis duty ; nay,
he was pursuaded it was not his duty.  In such cir-
cumstances, would you, Brother, have baptized him?
No, I am sure you would not. In this respect, then,
we did just as you would have done. We did not
baptize him ; neither would you bave done it. For
us to have baptized him, or for him to submit to it
while comvinced it was not his duty, would have been
equally culpable as it would be for you to sprinkle
the infants of a Baptist, or for him while a Bap-
tist to ohserve thatrite. But perbaps you will say
you would neithier have baptized nor admitted him.
Why not admit him ? he is a disciple of Christ, and

~ag such it is both his privilege and his duty to cele-
brate the Lord's Supper. Why should we hinder
him from doing that which both he and we believe
to be his duty; because he has not done that which
he does not believe to be his duty ? or which indeed
would have been wrong for him to do; for it is cer-
tain it would be wrong for him to be immersed while
persuaded it was not his duty.  Our close brethren
may consider thewselves warranted to assume the
responsibiity of hindering acknowledged disciples
of Christ from attending to that which is confesscdly
the privilege and the duty of every disciple without
exception, un the pretext that they ought first to at-
tend to baptism, or any thing else: we will not,—
we dare not assume it.  Regard Leing paid to such
passages of Scripture as Acts xi. 17; xv. 10;
Rom. aiv., thiouglout, especially verses 1, 4, 10;
with many othiers, the solemn interrogations con-
tained in thesc Syriptures would stare us in the face,
awake aund azleep, should we dare to hinder our bre-
thren from attending to their privilege and duty.
Allow me to say, Dear Brother, we caunot but feel
wronged when we find our brethren broadly insinua-
ting that our open communion is the result of dis-
regard to the ordinances or commandments of the
Lord, when we feel conscious it springs from pure
regard to the plain language of the whole tenor of
the word of God, and the express injunctions of
many particular passages, which we regret they seem
to disregard or overlook.

I am aware you will say we caunnot be wrong in
following the exmmple of the New - Testament
Churches, which was to admit to fellowship and the
supper thc baptized only. Dear Brother, allow me
to say that the tenacity with which you cling to this,
while you resolutely refuse to listen to any other con-
gideration, astonishes me more than I can express.
Suppose it granted, that the primitive churches com-
wmuned with the baptized only; and that in this one
respect you iwitade them : to make you right, all the
unbaptized now must be classed with the unbaptized
then! But I know, Brothier, you would spurn at the
idea of classing pious Pedobaptists with the unbap-

tized of apostolic times: the latter were “stransers
«nd.forciguers”™; but the former aro  fellow-citizens
with the suints, and of the houseliold of God”; and
we contend that they Lhave an indisputalle right to
the immunities of citizens and children.

Suppusing it proved that in respuct of receiving
the baptized only, you imitate the apdstolic churches;
do you imitate them in every respect? They re-
ceived all the accepted of God, even the weak in the
faith; do you Imitate them in this? Peter, by di-
vine warrant, taught his audience that to refuse to
receive those “ whom God had cleansed”, and on
whom he had bestowed the gift of his Spirit, and
granted repentance unto life, would be to withstand
and tempt God. To this tenching the people gave
heed, and joyfully assented to receive the Gentiles,
though not the subjects of an ordinance which, as
Jews, they believed was divine. I~ this example fol-
lowed by the ministers and members of close-Baptist
churches? Close Baptists exclude, reject, or refuse
to receive those whom they admit are as good Chris-
tians as themscelves, and consequently as high in the
favour of their Lord, In this do they follow the ex-
ample of the apostolic churches? They generally
commune with unimmersed Christians in every reli-
gious and devotional exercise, except church fellow-
ship : for instance, they recognize many unimnc.sed
miunisters as faithful ministers of Christ, and jomn
with them in the most solemn devotional ex reises:
for this ~ill they say that they have the example of
the apostolic churches?  TUnless these questions can
be answered in the aflirmative, Close Baptists do not
follow a divine example in all they do.

1 have said, and I repeat it withi all deference, and
in the utmost sincerity, it does appear to wme as evi-
dent as any thing else in the New Testament, that we
are bound by the erpress terms of the law of Christ to
receive into the communion and to the privileges of
the church, every one who has obtaived grace to re-
pent and believe the gospel, and to walk so as to con-
strain us to belicve that he loves Jesus Christ in sin-
cerity. We are bound, I say, to receive such, when
circumstances induce him to request to Le 50 re-
ceived, either to occasional ov to permanent commu-
nion. I repeat, Brother, this position appears to me
sustained by such ample evidence, that I wonder
that any attentive reader of the New Testament
should for a moment set himself to gajusay it: and
when I sce ou and other good men conscientiously
repudiating the priaciples, I cease to wonder at that
blindness which Baptists are so ready to charge upon
their fellow Christians.

In your estimation we disregard the example of the
New Testament churches. I assure you, Brother,” in
our estimation you disregard not ouly the example of
these churches, but the express injunctions of the
Apostles of the Lord, in refusing to receive those
whom he has reccived.

It is not, as you insinuate, the principle of human

espediency that we plead: you know that our con-
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stant appeal is “to the law and to the testimony;“'writings have been of evil; and may the sun of
and it is because Jose communion amounts, in our, Righteousness, which, we trust, will at some futurs
estimation, to disregard of both apostolic precept period, arise on him, be bright in proportion to the

and example, in regard to what is of fur greater im-:durl\ness of those clouds which guitt has raised
arouud him, and the Lalm whick it bestows, healing

portance than baptism, that we feel itupelled to repu-
and soothing in propertion to that agony which the

diate it.
punishment of his vice has inflicted on him! May
the hope that the sincerity of my own cflorts for tho
To the Editor of the Gospel Tribune. attainment of holiness and the approval of my own
Dear Sime:—The fllowing incident in the Tife ot love to the great Author of religion, w ill reader this
Lord Byron not recorded in his memoirs, not likely prayer and cvery other for the welfure of aankind
to meet the notice of 1any of your readers, appears, more eflicacious—clhicer me in the path of duty ; bus
to me to Le su iuteresting as to warrant an insertion Ict me not forget, that, while we are permitted to
in your excellent puper.  The testimuny of such a animate ourselves to exertion by every innocent Mo-
man to the wretchoduess of scepticism, and the excel- tive, these are but the lesser streas which may serve
lenee of true religion is well worthy of consideration, [to increase the current, but which, deprived of the
Traly “their rock is not as our Rodk, our cnemies; grand fountain of good (a deep com iction of inborn
themselves being judges”  John Sheppard, Esq., of,sin, and firm Lelief in the efficacy of Christ's death
Frome, author of scveral very excellent treatises, for the salvation of all who trust in him, and really
found among the papers of his pivus and talented  seek to serve im), would soon dry up, and leave us

. F. MancoLy.

wife after her death. a prayer written evidently with
reference to the distinguished nobleman above men-
tioned. 1fe immediately conceived the design of ac-
quainting Lord Byron with the circumstance. Ilis
reasous for doing so and the manner in which he
performed the task, will be gathered from the follow-
ing letter:

To the Right Honorable Lord Byron, Pisa.
TFrom Somerset, November, 21st, 1821.

My Lord,—More than two years ago, a lovely and
beloved wife was taken from me by lingering disease
after a very short union. She possessed unvarying
geutleness and fortitude, and a piety so retiring as
rarely to disclose itself in words, but so influential
as to produce uniform benevolence of conduct. In
thie last hour of life, after a farewell look on a lately
born and only infant for whom she had evinced in-

as barren of every virtue as before.”
July 31, 1814, lastings.

There is nothing my Lord, in this extract, which

(in a literary sense can at all interest youj but i

may, perhaps, appear to you worthy of retlection, how
deep and expansive a concern for the happiness of
others the christian faith can awaken in the midst of
youth and prosperity.  Here is nothing poctical and
splendid, as in the expostulatory homage of M. De-
lamartine ; but here is the sublime, my Lord; for
this intercession was offered on your account to the
Supreme Source of happiness. It sprang from = faith
more ~onfirmed than that of the French poet; and
from a charity, which, in combination with faith,
showed its power unimpaired amidst the languors
and pains of approaching dissolution. I will hopse
that a prayer, which I am sure was deeply sincere,,
may not be always unavailing. It would add nothing,

expressible affection—her last whispers were “Gods my Lord, to the fame with which your gening hag
happiness! . . - Godshappiness.” Sincethe already surrounded you, for an unknown and ob~
second Anniversary of her decease, [ have read some|scure individugl, to express his adwiration of it, I
papers which no one had seen during her life, and | had rather be remembered with those who wish and
which contain her most secret thoughts. I am in- pray that wisdom from above, and peace and joy
Quced to communicate to your Lordship, a passage|may enter such a mind.

from these papers, which there is no doubt refers to THE ANSWER.

yourself; as I more than once heard the writer men- Pisa, December 8th, 1821,
tion your agility on the rocks at Hastings: Str—I have recejred your letter. I need not say
that the extract which it contains, has affected me,
because it would imply a want of lfecling, to have
read it with indifference. Though I am nut quite
for whom I have lately been much interested. May sure that it was intended by the writer fur me, yeb
the person to whom I allude (and who is now, wethe date, the place where it was wiitten and some
fear, as much distinguished for his neglect of Thee, other circumstances which you meution, ronder the
as for the transcendant talents Thou®hast bestowed  allusion probable.  But, forwhom everit was meant,
upon him), be awakened to a sense of his own dan-, I bave read it with all the leasure whick can arige
ger, and led to seek that peace of mind in a proper| from so melancholy a topic. I say pleasure, becauge
sense of religion, which he has found this world's, your bricf and simple picture of the life an demean-
enjoyments so unable to procure. Do thou grant,our of the excellent person whom, I trust that you
" that his future cxample may be productive of far, will again meet, cannot be contemplated without the
_more extensive benefit than his past conduct and admiratioa due to her virtues and Ler pure and up-

. THE PRAYER.
“ Q my God I take encouragement from the assur-
ance of thy word, to pray to thee in behalf of one
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pretending picty. ller last moment. were particulnr-!called to his son within, but got no answer. There
Iy striking; and 1 do not know that in the course of was a moveable window over the door, through
my reading the story of mankind, and still less in my" which he succeeded in gelling into the room, and
observations upon the existing portion, I ever met opened the door. Ie then asked his son what he
with anything so unostenta’ively beautiful. Indis-|meant by such conduct, but reccived no reply. Re-
putably, the firm believers in the gospel have a great peating the question he slapped him upon the face,
advantage over all others, for this simple veason, that us he lay in his day clothes upon the bed. The son
if true, they will have their revward hereafter, and if turning over with a pistol in his hand, replied that he
there be no hereafter, they can be but with the inﬂdcl;mcant a good deal, and at the same time, shot his
in bis cternal slecp, having had the assistance of an futher through the abdomen. It is not my pufpose
exalted hope through life, without subsequent disap-, to give a detailed account of this bloody scene; but
pointment. Since (at the worst for them) “out of I wish particularly to bring it before the notice of
nothing nothing can arise,” not even sorrow. But a young men, together with its probable cause, in order
man’s creed dor:s not depend upon Aimself; who canthat from its thunder tones they may learn a lesson
say, [ will believe this—that—the other? and least of' of wisdom. Itis the testimony of those who know,
gll, that which he can least comprehend. I hm-e,!that the leisure hours of that young man [of seven-
however, observed that those who have began life teen], were wholly occupied in reading—but in read-
with extreme faith, have in the end greatly narrowed ing what? works of blood, murder, ‘histories of
it as Chillingworth, Clarke, (who ended as an Arian),ll’imtcs: and the like—works which have destroyed
Bayle and Gibbon (once & catholic,) and some others ;’thousmlds besides him. T'hat the horrid deed is to
while on the other hand, nothing is more common b¢ referred to the influence of such reading, there
than for the early sceptre to end in a firm belief, like, 2ppear to be little doubt. The young man has a
Manpertuis and Kirk White. But my business is to‘vcry pious mother; and his father was frank, amiable
acknowledge your letter and not to make a disser-.“"d kind. e now lies in Utica Jail, with stoical in-
tation. Iamobliged toyou for your good wishes, and:diﬂ‘crencc, awaiting the sentence of the law. What
more than obliged by the extract from the papers of jheart-rending sorrow must that mother endure, who
the beloved object whose qualities you have so well: daved not trust her life in the hands of her patricido
described in few words. I can assure you that all Son, when he requested a private interview! DBad
the fame which ever cheated humanity into higher:reading has nearly as much influence for evil as bad

notions of its own importance, would never weigh
in my mind, against the pure and pious interest
which a virtuous being may be pleased to take in
my welfare. In this point of view,I would not ex-
change the prayer of the deccased in my behalf, for:
the united glory of llomer, Csar, and Napoleon,
could such be accuinulated upon a living head. Do
me, at least, the justice to suppose that Video meliora
proboque ; (I saw and approved better things,) how-
ever the JDeteriora Segnor, (1 followed worse things,)
may have been applied to my conduct.
I have the honor to be,
Your obliged and obedient serv't.
Byrox.

Were it not for encroaching on your space, I would
add a few comments on this interesting disclosure
of Bytous feclings, but forbear to do so, resting as-
sured that the letter itself, will be abundanty sug-
gestive to the mind of every reader.

Yours very truly. M.

For the Gospel Tribune.
Yul i% MEN BEWARE.
Last Sablath T attended the funeral of a man who
was murdered by his own son. The awful tragedy

occurred at Clark’s Mills, N. Y. Tle circumstances
were these:—The father and son, who were employed

company; while it is more dangerous, inasmuch as

’itis more easily concealed. If a man caunot take

ot coals into his bosom and nut be burned, no more
can the mind, however self-sufficient, receive the cor-
tents of an impure and bloodstained volume and not
be contaminated thercby. Then we say, shun such
books more than death.

A. D.
Toronto, Nov. 2d, 1855.

“«THE CHRISTIAN UNION.”

This is the name of a projected new Monthly, the
Prospectus of which has recently made its appear-
ance. It is to be edited by J. S. Lamar and A. G.
Thomas, assisted by D. ook and P. . Lamar, and
published in Augusta, Ga., for one dollar per annum.
According to the printed announcement,

« This Work will be devoted to the Union of all
Christians upon Christian principles. It will be the
object of the Editors to give prominence to the ex-
cellencies of the various denominations, leaving oth-
ers, whose qualifications or tastes may fit them for
the work, to spy out and expose their defects. At
the same time they will feel authorised to animad-
vert, in the spirit of kindness and love, upon suci
practices and principles, as being manifestly unscrip-
tural, are incompatible with the formation of that
union for,which they plead.

“ They believe that the time has come, when all
who love the Lord should rise superior to party spirit

in the Factury, occupied the same bed. Upon going

and sectarian feeling, and cordially unite in their

to his rovm one evening, about nine, to retire for the | opposition to Sin, in the advocacy of Truth, and in
aight, thefather found the door fastened inside. He{the practice of Virtue, They will devote much spuce
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to the development of the great principles of Faith
and tope and Love, as revealed in the Holy Serip-
tures, assured that no union can be permanent or
desirable which is not based upon the fmmutable
truths of the Bible,

“They contidently anticipate the countenance and
support of the good of all parties, in this their hum-
ble attempt at healing the unfortunate divisions
which have so long estranged- the mewbers o the
family of God.  And to bring the work within the
reach of all, they have resolved to issue it at a cost
barely covering the expenses of publieation,

“o Lhe Christian Union’ will be published in the City
of Augusta, in monthly numbers of 32 pages each,
neatly covered and trimmed.  The first number will
be issued by the Ist of January, 1856.”

Thus the evidence continues to nccumulate that
the church on earth is ripening for the Union of the
Wlatter days,” through which ¢« the world” will be led
to believe, in answer to the prayer of the Great IHead
of the Chureh. ,Let the advocates of this Union mul-
tiply and inerease—let ¢ Phe Christian Union” unfurl
its banuey —let every heart and voice be lifted up in
promotion of ¢ Glory to God in the Highest, peace on
carth, and good will to man"—that every yoke may
be broken and the oppressed set free.

l

tor the Gospel Pribune, T
ON CHRISTIAN COMMUNION.
BY THE REV. JORN GILMUUE.

We beyg aticntion to the two quesaons, to which the
few farihier remnarks of tus paper will particalarly apply.
They scem to us 10 etubrace the whole su- ject, and de-
serve the attentron of all denommations of Chnsnans
in the preseut duy.  Honest, earnest men will attach
themselves to the denonmunanions wiich they consi.er
mostwt accordance with the directions of the New
Testament. Having done so, are they authorised by
positive injuntion or just inference to refuse all other
Chnistians access to 1he tuble of the Lord? To clicit a
reply we now state the two questions.

1st, Should the spir tual family o' God enjoy free ac-
cess to alf the privileges of that fanuly as far as they
understand and appreciate them? Or, -

2udly, Are there instances in which any portion of
that spiritual faumly should deny those privileges toany
acknowledged member of the family 2 Though these
questions cqually concern other denominaiions, the
remarks which we make in reference to them apply
especially to the Baptist denomination, as in this sec-
tion of the church the question of communion has been
agitated more than in any other.  We think Christian
communion is enjoined in the New Testament, and no
other. And by Christian communion we mean, the com-
munion of all the peop'e of God, notwithstanding the
differences of opinion and practice which obtain among
them : and even should that difference extend to a pos-
itive institnte, such as Baptisin,

I. Because there 1s no declured connection between
Bap'ism und the Lord’s supp-r. Between the rite of
circuncision aud the Paseover under the former dispen-
sation there 1s a derlared connection. It is written,
Ex. 12. 43, 19.  * For no uncircumcised person shall
eat the Passover. One law shall be to him that is
home-born and unto the stranger that is born among
you.”” Now between these two institutes we perceive

a declw ed connection, and therefore the Passover could
not be properly celebrated uless circumeision had been
previously practised, No such dependence is declared
between the two ordinances of the New Testament ;
and we cannot see how by nny just inference sucha
cunnection can be established— becanse we ftind that
the ordinance of the Supper was celebrated both before
hie adimristration of Chaistian Baptisin aud also after
. Now had Christian Bapti m been necessary to the
proper celzbration of the Lord’s Supper we do not sup~
puse thar our Lord would have celebrated it before he
ever instituted Christian Baptism.  The Lord’s Supper
wasg celebrated before our Lord’s death by himself and
his disciples, but the ordinauce of Christian Baptism
was neithe r jnstituted nor practised +ill alter the resur-
rection of Christ from the dead. It could neither exist
nor be practised before the commission. It wax not the
duty of the apostles under the injunction, ** Go vot into
the way of the Gentiles, and into any city of Samuria
enter ye not,” to ** go and preach the Gospel to every
creature.””—This was not their duty until the commis-
sion was given, nor wasit the duty of any to be buptized
with Christian Baptism until that comnussion was
given, True, John's Baptism was binding on ail under
that dispensation, but not Christian Baptism. It may
however be stated in reply, that John’s Bapti-m obtained
before the celebration of the Supper, und the two Bap-
tisms are identical.  We deny this,

1. Because they differ in formula and io spirit.. The
ormula of Juhn's wan, “ That thery should believe on
him who w: s to come®’—that of Christ, ¢ Li the name
of the Loord.” **In the name of the Father. the Son,
and the Holy Ghost.** They differed also in spiritual
sigmfication. * Repent, £ r the Kinzdom of tlcaven is
at hand.” As a symbol it referred to the future.  Chris-
uan Baptsm is a symbol of that wlhich is past. * Into
Christ’s death, and resurrection *  See Rom. 6. 4, Col,
2. 12, They were not therefore idenucal. Farther, wers
not so,

2. Because Paul ignores John?s Baptism, as Christian
Baptism, seeing that he baptized those again, who had
been baptized wath John?’s baptism: see Acts, 19, 5.—
Now had that of John’s been identical, or valid, he
would not have administered Chrstian Baptism to the
disciples at Ephesus. Itis then a fact thai the Lord’s
Supp 'r was celebrated before Christiun Baptism was
instituted, and heuce we conclude, as there is no de-
clured connection, neither is there any necessarv con-
nection of priority deducible from fair inference. The
institutes stand on distinct grounds: anda mistake con-
cerning the one doea not disqualify for a proper atten
tion to the other. John’s Baptism was temporary, and
passed away with the intermediate dispensalion which
he came to proclaim. The Christian ordinance is us
perinanent as the commision its«l . Circumeision was
incorporated with the Mosaic ecounoiny, and endure? at
least as long as that economy. John’s Ba,tism was
not incorporated, but a new institute was established,
and is contained in the commission Butif as perma.
nent as the commission, is it not binding on all that
believe ? We think it is. How are we then to act to-
wards those whom wedeemin erroron this puint 7 Just
as you would act towards Brethren in error on any other
point ; since there is no declared counection between
the institutes. Does the New Testament suppose that
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error may obtain umong brethiren, and diversity of opin-
ion prevail ? and does ¢ nake any provision to meet
suchan emergency ? Lt does: and therelore we thunk
noone :ection of the spiritual fumily of God has author-
ity to exclude any other section of the fanily of God
from the Lord’s Supper, though a nnstake in the other
institute may obtawn, P

1I. Because he has enjoined them to forbear one ano-
ther in love. The Bible never contradicts uself. A
full attention to one precept, will never be at vadiance
with a full artention to anather. If therefore my view
of any precept of the Worlof God infringes on the legiti-
mate range ot another, itis my interpretation that is at
fault, not the precept.  ‘The precept is God’s, the inter-
pretation is mine The precept is the dic.ate of unerring
trutly, the interpretation is the conclusion of an erring
man.

Did my views of forbearance oblige me to ignore the
ordinance ol Baptism, or did wy view of Baptisi inter-
fere with the fair range of Christian forbearance I might
suspect the correctness of my view in either case, as |
fiud both are urge.: upon me in the sacred volume, My
view of the ordinance itself might be correct; but my
view of its relation to all Christian practice might be
wrong. ‘

The question returns here,—ITow far am I to carry
my forbearauce T bas it no declared s1int 2 We think
it has, even to those who ate in the church; and exclu-
sion or non-association must erene; tosuch as are her-
etical 1n ductrine, Gal. 5, 12; vicious in practice, 1 Cor.
5 11, 13; schisinatical in temper, Roui. 16, 17; injurious
to brethren, Math. 18,175 or are willully and openly
disobedient to the cojumands of Christ, @ Thes:, 3, 14,

Now duts a persun involuntarily mistaking an ordi-
nance of Chii~t, come under any of these heads 7 then
in that case you are not called to exercise forbearance,
but to enforce exclusion. Do Pedobaptists, as such,
come under any of these particulars, aud do you con-
sider them all reprobate concerning the faith, then
they are to you us heather men and publicans. You
reject them because you have no confidence in them ag
Christinns. But if, notwithstanding their error, you
still consider them Christians, and as such associate
with them in many exclusively Christian acts, such as
socinl prayer, brotherly intercourse, Christian conversa-
tion, preaching the word, &c. &ec. ;—nay, you frackly
admit that many of them excel you and others (with
whom you associnte in full churchfellowship} in Chris-
tian knowledge, morul excellency, and holy zeal ; then
1 think on the principles of Christian forbearance you
are bound to admit them to the fellowship of saintsat
the table of the Lord.

Does the Apostie Paul or any of the Apostles contract
farbearance in love within narrower limits than Broth-
hood in Christ ? or do they show in any place, or can it
be deduced from fair inference that any of the acknow-
ledged Brotherhood has forfeited his right to such for-
bearance, or that any of that Brotherhood is in error by
exercising such forbearance toall the Brotherhood? We
speak with confidence when we say that the range of
Christian mutual forbearance n love is Christian Broth-
ethood. It should no* pass deyond, nor should it fall
short. ‘There1s no more authonty for falling short than
there is for going beyond.

It is true A. may require more evidence than B., or
evidence of a different kind, to satisfy him that C. is a

Chiristian ; in this case their forbearance will differ in
range, still itoperates in both cases towards the echnow~
ledged Brotherhoods  Should A. consider no man a
Christian who in his estecin mistakes an ordinanc - of
the Lord, or a plain precept of his word, and B. think
it possible thata man through prejudice, education, &e,
may wmistake a plain precept or divine ordamance, and
yet be a most decided Christian, we can see thal the
range of B.’sforbearance will be wider than that of A%,
but simply on the ground, that the Brotherhood is more
extended: yet A. we conceve is under obligntion to
exercise forbearance to the full extent of acknowledged
Brotherhood.

A. is a Baptirt, and cousiders no man a child of God
who mistakes the vrdinance of Baprism, and therelore
refuses to have communion with him at the Lord’s
table, and if consistent, refuses to engage inany religious
acts which reqaire christian chrracier to their proper
performance, such as a soiree, prayer, preaching, chris-
tian conversation, &c. Heviewshimasan unbelejver,
and ireats himaccordingly. Inacting thus, one cannot
say that A. lacks in christian forbearance, for it can
never legitimately operate beyond the acknowledged
brotherhood. But we do consider him at fanlt in his
estimate of christinn character, Facts, and the actual
graces of the spirit prove him at fault.

1. Because many Pedobaptisis possess the moral ex.
cellencies which the N.'T. declaiesare evidence of chhis-
tian character, such as Faith in Chnst, repentance
towurds God—brotherly love—see Juhn 1. 12: and 13,
35 ; 1, Johau, chep. 4 : 1, also manilest the £ uits of the
Spinit, love, joy, peace, lung suflering, zentleness, good-
ness, faith, meekness, temperance, &c. see Eph. 5:
9; Gal. 5: 22, 23; though all are, in my view, misiaken
about baptism. What a host of worthies crowd on the
mind : Lutherand Calvin—Leightonand Howe—Quw
and Baxter—Doddridge and Watt —Edwardsand*Brain-
ard—Newton and Cecil—Wardlaw and Pye Smith~
Chalmers and Bogue.

2. Because we think A. must admit, that men of un-
questionable piety—high christian attainment: and cf
teachable digposition, have mistaken a very plain pre-
cept, and persisted for years in disobedience not wilful
butignorant. What precept more plain or important
than, ** Go ye into all the v-orld and preach the Gospel
to every creature.” Surely this part of the commission
is as obviousas that which follows, baptizing them, &e.
And who in this day, more pious, more fully replenished
with the spirit of God, more ready to yield an obedient
ear to the instructions of truth than the Apostles of our
Lord, and yet for eight or ten years they mistook this
very plain precept, and lived in disobedience ; nor did
anything less than the remarkable vision of the sheet
let down from heaven, &c. remove Peter’s mistake, and
that of others in that day. Acts, 10 and 11th chaps.
Now we ask our baptist brother A. Is the ordinance of
baptiem more lucidly taught in the N. T. than is the
duty, “ Go ye into all the world and preach the Gospel
to every creature?” or does the mistake in regard to the
ordinance of baptism, involve consequences more inju-
rious and lasting? But men of no common attainment
fell into this mistake, yet were truly christians; and
why should A. hesitate to admit the piety of men who
in our day fall into a mistake on the ordinance of
baptism.

I am aware that Baptists do not question the piety ot
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Pedobuptists, while judging them 10 be i anustahe; but ',this chap. 14, 17, 19, the eridences of divine aceep ance
cheerfully recognize them as viothers in Chnst: then 'are specitied, ** Rightcousness, peace, joy in the Holy
we ask where does the head of the Church teach that,Ghost;?* “for he thatin these things serveth Christ is
spiritual members of his body shall be denied a place in [aceeptable to God, and approved of men. When any
his visible chuichi on canii g or where teach to stintvar ierrou possesses these great tioral exee llencies ormani-
forbearance witlhi narrower hints than the brotherhoud. ;iesis such giaces of the spirit, we are assured he is
We ask emphancally, Whe.e? and o forbearance is uol:ncwp»ed of Gud, and the mind must Le at fault that
to full short of the brothethood, why pracucally ignore ;dves nut approve, for it is added * Approved of nien.”

the imunenon of forbearance. In dotg so you show |, Ig 1ot a maxun m etdnes That a precept appl.es to
how possible 1t is for a good man to misunderstand @ af that comes within the limits of the geucral principle
plain precept. But in extending your forbearance to the jon whieh it rests; though it does not eatend beyond it ?
brotherhood, you show your honest conviction of the 'I'he particular case to which it first applied does not
truth of what you hold, yet afford no sanction to any |exhaust its furce, nor stint its range; it m:ly.bc required
error 1 Which you cousider your brotherinvolved. To 1y wihie instauces, and stll enfo:ced by the sauee reason
forbear 1s not to sancton : 1t is your stending practical [ When | say, * treat him with respect, for he is a man, **
protest agmnst the thng wvolved. A perfect state re- he person 1n question happeus to be a Frenchman;
quires no lorbearance : 1t supposes delect, there has'but does not the reasun given, eateud the wjunction
always been room for its oprrawe n, there 1s now and jalzo to an Engl:shman, and toa man of any nation.—
probably will be, winle maa is heir to flesh.  We con- [ When I say to a man afilicted with the guilt of taking
clude that, whesever evidence of brotherhood is given {his nraker’s name in vain—believe in the Lord Jesus
we are bound on the principle of christian forbearance 'and thou shalt be pardoned, because his blood cleanseth
1o admut to all the privileges of the fuily, the Table of ;from all sin; does not the cominand believe eatend to

o

the Lord not excepted,

111. Becanse this 18 posstively enjmined notwithstanding
the differences which may obtain. Rom. 14: 13; “Re-
ceive him, for God hath recetved him;*  * Receive ye
one ano her as Chiist &'so seceived us to the glory of
God.” 1l these exhortations were given tobelievers in
the days of the Aposiles, why suppose that they do not
apply 10 believers now ?  The things about which they
differed were Jewish rites which had become obselete,
or were done away in Chiist. Some understood this,
and therefore relinquished them; others were sull in
error, aud therefore insisted on their obligation. It does
not appe.r that they questioned each other's personal
rehgion, but dvubted v.hether 1t was proper with such
discordances of opinion 10 receive one anuther to clir's-
uan feillow=lup.  DPaul scules the question, not by
asserting that the one was right and the o'her wrong,
but urges them to mutual coufidence and communion.
from the fact that God had received them. Indeed this
secmns 1o be an Apustolic waxim, as upon the same
princip’e Peter justified his ~~nouct befare his brethren, |
whea he received Corneliws aud his family into thel
church, Acts, 11: 17, ** Forasmuch thercfore as God
gave them the like gift, as he did unto us who belicved
on the Lord Jesus Christ, whatwas I that I ceuld with-
stand God ! To have proof that God has accepted 2
man, and vet refuse him the fellowship of saints, is
branderd here with, to withstand Gad. It perfecily sat-
isfied the church, and * They glorified God, be-ause he
had also granted to the Gentiles repentance unto hife.”
You sce the stress of the statement which removed
their difficulty, was that * God had received them,”—
bad granted them repentance unto life.

It may be objected that, the diffcrences of opinion
which nosw obtain, are not those which then prevailed,
and therefora the precept does not apply : there was no
difference of opinion then on the subject of baptism;
now there is, conscquently the injunction does not reach
the case. Butat wall surely be admitted that the reason
by which 1t 13 urged overiakes the difficulty. *For
God hath recetved him.” By whatever means we reach
the conclusion that a person 18 accepted of God, when
we have so concluded, the precept appears wath all its

the guilt of ahy other sin, as the prineiple on which it
tests extends to all. Thus it is obvious that the range of
a precept 1s only limited by the extent of the general

principle with which it is urged. Now what is the
seneral principle by which believers are urged to re.
ceive one another? it is * For God haik received him.”
We hence conclude that while ir the first instaice the
precept applied to the Jewish dificrences, 1et it extends
to all differences which lie within the general principle
by which it is urged. The question which settles
whether or not a person should be received into chri--
tian fellowship is, has God as furas we can judge receiv
cd lm? Should we with that convictivn reject him, we

jwithstand God, Acts 11: 17,

1V. Every member ot the family of God should enjoy
the common privifeges of that tamily, hecause they are
commanded (o walk by the rule of present attainment,
Phil. 3: 15, 16, “Nevertheless whereto we have al-
ready attained let us walk by the same rule, let us mind
the same thing.””  All have not the same knowledge,
all have not made eqaal progress,’all La.e rot cmbraced
the truth 10 the same extent. In tlungs in which we
differ we cannot have fellowship, yet this does not pre-
vent us from fellowship in things in which we are
agreed.  We may ditfer about the ordinauce of bap-
tism, yet be agreed in the doctrine of Christ crucified :
we may differ as to the extent of the atonement, yet be
agreed about the efficacy of its application: we may
differ about the personal reign of Christ, yet be agreed
as to his coming to judgment : we may differ ehout the
(recdom of the will, yet be agreed in the moral respon-
sibility of every man: we may differ about the kiss of
charity, yet be fully agreed in the communion of the
body and blood of Christ in the ordinance of the Lord’s
Supper.  Let our differences come under the rule of
“christian forbearance,” our agreement, the rule of
mind the same things.”” Thus minded, the things in
which we differ, we may expect to pass away, under
fresh light from heaven; for if in anything you arc othet.’
wisc minded, **God shall reveal even this unto you.»
We then eaforce the communion of saints at the Lord’s
table. 1st. Beeause it stands upon its own basis, and is

urgency—"Receive him.” In a subscquent verse of

independent of baptism. 2d. Becausc christians are
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commanded to forbear one another in love: 3. Archnrtemburg minister, who has lately visited the

enjuined to receive one another, for God has received,

them; amd i, To walk together in things in which
they are ngiced.

Is it objected, to act thus, is to dispense with the
proper admiuistration of an ordinance of Christ: we re-
ply, no. \We practise it according to conviction, we
edminister to all to whom the strictest Bapuist can
legitinna oy adaunister 11, and meehly prowst against
the opjusite pracuce, by furbearing—for ~uiely to toler-
ate is no: to sanciion, to forbear is not 10 upprove.

Is it olhjected we depart from primitive order—we re-
ply, no: we overke it intoto : primitive order is
apostoljc order: he halts in his step who proceeds hall
way in ihat order. s 1o baptize on a profrssion of fanh
primitive order, this we do. Is to cummune with all
believers primitive order, this we do. Is 1o recene
them, Lut not to doub.ful disputations, whon God his®
received, primitive order 7 This wedo: fiom this erde!
you depart.

Is it oljected, we render void the evidence of faith
We reply, No! Baptism is never me ntioned as an evi-
dence of faith, nor spaken of as a badge of disciple=hip.
The Saviour says, luze i1s the badwe, and Bamabes
proved the di cipteship of Paul Ly wo such precanious
eviderce, Acts, 9: 27, and Simon Magus in spite o
it, proves himself no disciple at all. Love of the breth-
ren is the evider ¢ of having passed from death 1o lite
But by meking ita necessary term ot communion, Ist
You place snhmission 1o a 1ite igher than moral excel-
lency. 2ud. Youexclude an ackrowledged brothe xfrom
the felluwship of samts, and reduce him 1o the level o
2 heathen man and a publican.  Is not this unscriptural
in practice 7 Does it not reander church discipline
odious and inefiicient? and make the duty of independ-
ent judgment iwpracticable, Roni. 14: 5, Yourepelth.m
from cosnmunion, who have the faith and devotedness
which the rite eapresses; and instead of tahing thelow.y
place of a fellow servant, you assumic the place of a
judge, to become which, “ Christ had to die, and rise
and revive that he might be Lord:* and who art thou
that judgest another man's servant 7 and inflictest on
him the heaviest penalty of the law—viz: exclusion.
But why dost thou judge thy brotler 7 or why Jost theu
zot at nanght thy brother ? fur we shall aul stand betore
the judgment seat of Christ:?? 3rd. Yoummake Baptiem
the basis of ecclesmstical umon, wh -reas the New
Testament mukes Christ crucified the bond,—* are in
Christ Jesus,”? Gal. 3: 28, and 6: 14-16. One in the
rite of baptism overrides the oneness in the spiritua)
signification of the rite, as also oneness in Chrnst, in
your church fellowship; such is the practical aspect
af your procedure; personal godliness 1signored in your
brother, because he mistakes a nite, and he s left 1n the
world though he sceks a place among the sants,

ProtesTANTISH IN UrrEr AvsTRiA.—From tho ac-
cession of the Emperor Ferdinand 11, the Protestants
Tived for two hundred years under the most rigid re-
pression, their worship being wholly interdicted.
And yect when the Edict of Toleration wwas published
by Joscph II,, in 1784, many Protestant communities
arosc, who rcared chapels and called pastors. The
political convulsions of 115 procurcd them some
amcliorations, and they are now permitted to have
stecples and bells to their places of worship. A

Archduchy, gives some details of interest.  He found
that the Protestant pastors reccived salaries of 1400
florins, and that the schools and chapels were neat
and in good repair.  Their new churches at Wallern
land Wels are among the most. beauntiful in the coun-
try ; and the Romamst, who at tirst lnughed at these
jundertubings, now say with surprise, “That Protes-
tants huow hiow to sustais thumsedves!” These are
crecting aud enlarging other chapeds. At Liug, there
are mumbers who go four leagues, let the weather be
as it may, to attend worship ; and cven the poorest
contribute toward its support. The Austrian Pro-
testants receive no allowance from the State; and
tbesides maintaining their own ministers, are obliged
to pay tithes to the Romish clergy. At Gosan, the
inhalutants buve remained silently, but faithtully at-
tachied to Protestantism.  In 1783, after the Edict of
Toleration the agent employed in its promulgzation at
that place did uot supposc that any one would claim
the benefit of it.  To his astonishment, a man came
torward and avowed himself'a Protestant, and nearly
all the community joined him in the declaration.  Of
thirteen hundred people in the village, not more than
one hundred are Romanists.  In Upper Austria there
are ten thonsand Retorined Christians forming twelve
congregativns,  In Staria there are five thousand,
fortning three commuitics.  In Carinthia, there are
cighteen thousand Protestants: and in the city of
Vienna and Lower Austria, there are twelve thou-
sand.  In Bohemia are fifty-four congregations ex-
ceedingly poor.  Austrian Silesia contains seventy-
six thousand  Protestunts.—American  and Foregn
Christan Unwon,

LORD BACON.

Francis Bacon, the ¥ father of experimental philo-
sophy,” was born in London, in 1561, and educated
at Cambridge, where he made great progress in all
the sciences. e subsequently travelled m ¥rance,
and gave to the wotld the results of his observations,
in a work cutitled, © Of the State of Europe.”  The
sudden death of his father in 1579, obliged him to
return {o England. and pursue the study of the law.
In 1590 he obtained the post of Counsel Extraordi-
nary to Queen Elizabeth, and a seat in Parlimment.
Shortly afterwards the Earl of Rssex pre zented him
with an estate at Twickenham, worth £2vv0—atavor
which Bacon returned with the basest ingrautude.
On the accession of James he was hnighied, and ob-
tained successively the oflices of King's Counsel, So-
licitor General, Judge of the Marhalsen Court and At~
torncy General.  In 1619 he wars created Lord High
Chancellor of England and Baron Verulam: in the
following year the latter title ave place to that of
Viscount of St. Albans. Ile wad now reached the
summit of his awmbition, but h's arbitrary and un-
principled conduct exposed him to degradation and
disgrace. e received bribies from suitors before the
Court of Chaucery, and allowed Villiers to interfere
with his decisions as a judge. A parlianmentary
committee, appointed to inquire into his conduct,
pronounced him guilty of the crimes and corruptions
with which he was charged, and inflicted upon him
a fine of £40,000, together with imprisonment in the
Tower during the King’s pleasure. They also de-
clared him forever incapable of holding any office or
cmolumcat. Thus fell Bacun—* the brghtest, mean-
cst of mankind,” but the nature and importance of
his worhs bave done much to redeem bis name and
memory from merited infamy. At the period of his
death his debts amounted to £22,000, although he
possessed an annual income of £25C0.
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From the St. Louis Inteltigencer.

TRE BITTER FRUITS—THE SUICIDE OF
SLAVERY.

Our news (rom Westers Missouri is of ominous and
most disvouraging character.  That region is sufler-
ing from mildew and blight.  Its glory is dimmed, its
spivits abated, and its hope fuding.

The emigrarion to Kansas has been almost entirel)
checked.  Emigrants from the Nurthern or free States
have ceaved to go to Kansag, because they can find
as good lands elsewhere, not cursed by mob law, nor
ruled by non-resident bullies.  Emigrants from the
Southern States do not go to Kansag, beeause they
will not put their slave property in peril, by taking it
into a territory where there is a strong I'ree-soil cle-
ment, threatening; the security of slaves.

Any man of sense might have forescen this result.
Alabama and Georgia may hold public mectings, and
resolve to sustain the slaveholders in Missouri in ma-
king Kansas a slave State.  But their resolutions
comprize all their aid—which is not ‘material’ enough
for the crisis.  Wken slaveholders of Alabama and
Georgia enmigrate, they go to Louisiana, Arkansas,
and Texas.  They do not come, with their slaves, to
Missonri or 10 Kansas.  Call they that backing their
friends ?

Thus the matter stands. The Northern emigrants
shun Missouri and Kansas as plague spots of the
nation. The Southern emigrants shun Missouri and
Kansus, beeanse here is the batde ground between
Slavery and Freesoil.

The result iz, Kansas, the fairest land under the
sun, is neglected and idle ; occupied by a few honest
and earnest, but disheartened pioncers, and lorded
over by o dozen or two feudal tyrants of Missouri.
whe curse by their presence the land they have
dezolated.

Such is Kansas,—poor, neglected and despised—
and Western Missouri stands infected by the horrible
contagion of outlawry, and dwindles away under the
moral leprosy of its mobocratic leaders. We ar~
assured by two gentlcinen of high position in Western
Missouri, but totally differing in political sentiment—
one upolding the ohgarchy that controls the aflairs
and tramples upon the people’s sovercignty in Kansas,
the otlier deploring the accursed madness of the day
—that matters arc gloomy cnough in Western Mis-
souri. Business is dull. Commerce is stagnant.
Money is exceeding scarce, and a paaic pervades the
people. The fifty thousand emigraats that ought, this

_scason, to have poured over into Kansas are not
there. The prarie sod remains unbroken. The sound
of the axe, and the whoop of the husbandman is not
heard. Western Missonri towns are not thronged
with settlers buying their outtits and their equipments
of husbandry. The farmers find no market for their
horses, mules, oxen and cows. There is no new and
Jarge trade springing up in Kansas. The much
vaauted Kansas towns lie neglected—a mockery to
their owners and a laughing stock for all men.
@ Dead—dead—dead”—may be written on all the
country—so deep and disastrous has been the fall
from the high and fond hopes of the past year.

In May last, the editor of the Jatelligencer was in
Kentucky,-and he met numerous of the most respec-
table and wealthy farmers of that State, such as form
so large o portion of the population of Missouri, who
inquircd carnestly about the condition of things in
Kansas and in Western Missouri. They spoke of the
intention they had of removing to Kansas or Western

Missouri ; but said they had abandoned it utterly, for
the reason that they would never think of taking
their families to a region where law was set aside,
presses mobbed, and men driven from the country by
irresponsible and unknown bands of Regulators. They
preferred the rule of Inw to anarchy. Ina recent trip
throngh several Nuriitwestern States, we found that
the same circumstances were mo:t industriously and
Iatally used to divert emigration to those States; and
to prejudice Missouri and Kangas with every class of
people. The most aggravating stovies of insults and
ontrages committed by Missourians en the persons of
emigrants from the Old World or from the Free
States, who are found ascending the Missouri River,
are circulated in the newspapers all through the Free
States ; and it is impossible to cenceive of the deep
batred thus generated towards our whole State in the
Northern half Jf the Union.

Between these fires, Missouri is leading on her
languid existence.  St. Louis is retarded in o most
woeful way. Our railroads creep at snail’'s pace.—
We build ten miles while other Western States build
one hundred. In every department of life we feel
paralysis. Instead of bLounding forward. buoyant,
strong and rejoicing, we sit with dull eyes and heavy
spirits, and listen to the tick of n death-watch.

These are the bitter fruits of the repeal of the
Missouri Compromise—a wicked and wrongtul deed—
that will yet bring  hell of bitter self reproaches to
its authors. Miss¢ i did not dewand that repeal.
The South never asked it. Atchison solicited it—and
in a moment of political insanity, the South consented
to the wrong and made the wrong her own.  Zhis
was the suicide of slavery.

Every step since taken has deepened the wrong and
enhanced the danger.  The Free Statex organized
Aid Socicties,and sent their men to make Kansas free.
It had been free soil by solemn comypact, for thirty-
five years and they naturally were incensed to see its
character changed.  The South woulid have been far
more indignant if o slave territory had been thus, by
unexpected Act of Congress, converted into Free Soil.

The Free States had 2 right to be indignant that a
life-long Compromise had been repeated—and they
had a right to try and keep Kansas free s it had been,
by peaccable colonization. They attamnpted nothing
else. But a portion of the citizens of Missouri, head-
e¢d by Atchison and Stringfellow, denounced the
northern emigrants as * paupers and hiretings,” be-
cause they were sent west by the money of a society ;
and so they held county mectings in Missouri, and
raised money and! sent Missourians to Kansas to make
Kansas a slave territory!  Were these Missourians
hirclingstoo?and did these two wrongsmake oneright?

Atchison and Stringfellow, with their Missouri
followers, overwhelmed the settlers in Kansas, brow-
beat and bullied them, and took the government
from their bands. Missouri votes elected the present
body of men, who insult public intelligence and pop-
ular rights by styling themselves the « Legislature of
Kansas.” This body of men arc helping themselves
to fai speculations by locating * the seat of Govern-
ment” and getting town lots for their votes. They
are passing laws disfranchising uli the citizens of Ken-
sas who do notbelieve negro slavery to be a Christian
institution and a national blessing. They arc propo-
sing to punish with imprisonment the utterance of
views inconsistent with their own. And they are
trying to perpetuate their preposterous and infernal
tyranny, by oppointing for-a term of years creatures
of their own, Commissioners in cvery county, to lay
and collect taxes and see that the laws they are pas-
sing are faithfully exccuted. Ias this age anything
to compare with these acts of audacity.
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The Free State men of Kansas have resolved not
to submit to this daring usurpation of a non-resident
oligarchy. They have called a convention of the
people of Kansas, to meet in September next, and
frame a Constitution for their government. Tlns
movement will be supported by thousands in Kansas;
and it will rally and bring to their aid the Northern
States that have been for the time staggered and
confused by the untoward events in Kansas.

ir

The next Congress will find then this issue before

From the thurch Review.
ARCILELOGICAL DISCQOVERY.

A relic of antiqnity has lately been brought to
light which promises to be of some importance. Tt
is described as follows in the Journal of Commerce.—
‘We may add that an exact copy of the inscription
+has been sent to New Haven, and is now in the hands
of our best Oriental scholars, who are at work in
decyphering it.

“Un the 19th January last, some men were digging

5

them—a Free State Constitution presented by one.for hid treasure in an acient cemetery on the plam of
portion of the people of Kansas, and the pro-slavery Sigon, called Hughorat Tubloon, when at the depth of
territorial laws of the present fraudulent Legislature. yuout 12 feet below the surface, and near the walls of
The House of Representatives of the next Congressiay ancient edifice, they uncovered a sarcophayus, vnon
will be largely Freesoil or Anti-Nebraska. Th‘c Pro-,the lid of which there is ulong Phamnician inscription.
slavery law of the bogus Legislature will be rejected, Phe lid is of a blue, black marble, intensely hard, and
and without Congressional sanction they are not valid ' taking a very fine polish. "The lid is about eight feet
—and the contest will then be on accepting the Con-'long, by four feet wide.  The upper end is wronght
stitution presented by the Free State people.  The'jng the figure of a female head and shoulders, of al-
Free State Constitution may pass the House, but not'ingsta giunt size.  The features are  Egyptian, witl
the Senate.  But the effects will be as disastrous to arge, full, almond-shaped eycs, the nosc flattened,
Missouri and the South. Kansas will be left to an-iang lips remarkably thick, and somewhat after the
archy. The slavery that is there will flee from it—'pegro mould. The whole countenance is smilifig,
perhaps c¢ven the slave property of Western Missouri{ggreeable and expressive, beyond any thing I bave
will give way under the panic, and seek safety in the ever seen in the disinterred monuments of Egypt or

cotton fields and sugar plantations of Texas.

It has been the comuon opinion with thoughtless
persons and thick-headed bullies of the west, that the
northern and castern men will not fight. Never was
a greater mistake.  The sons of New England and
the Middle States do not like to fight. They would
rather work—plough—build towns, railroads—malke
money, and raise families, than fight. But fight they
will, ifneed be. Remember the sons of New England
shed the first blood iu the American Revolution ; and
they were the last to furl their flag in that terrible
struggle. They have never disgraced their county
by cowardice, and they will not. They are Aweri-
cans, with spirit, courage, endurance, and & deep
love of liberty to animate them. The Free State men
in Kansas will fight before they will be disfranchised
and trampled on. Mark the word.

Here comes, then, the suicide of Sluvery. The
outrages committed by Atchison and his fellows in
the repeal of the Missouri compromise and by String-
follow and his followers in subjugating Kansas to
non-resident rule, will bring on a collision first in
Congress and then in Kansas—and who shall tell
the end ?

Slavery wi never sustain itself in a border State
by the sword. . It may conquer in some respects; but
it can never “ conquer a peacc.” Never! neverl—
Once light the fires of internecine war in_defence of
slavery, and it will perish while you defend it.—
Slaveholders will not stay to meet the fight. Property
is timid, and the slaves will be sent to Texas to bein
a ¢ safe place’ while the fight lasts; and as soon as
the slaves are gone it will be found that Missouri has
nothing to fight about, and the fight will end ¢ before
it begins.”

Thus the Slavery propagandists, who repealed the
Missouri Compromise to make Kansas a Slave State,
will make Missouri frec; and in endeavoring to expel
sholition from Kausas and Missouri with an catire
free whito population—worth more to the two States
than all the negroes in Americe.

Is not the Kansas outrage the saicide of slavery ?
Have not the people of Missouri, interested in the
preservation of Slavery in tho State, brought them-
selves into a desperate predicament by following the

Nineveh. The head-dress resembles that which ap-
pears in Eagyptian figures, while on each shoulder
.there is the head of some bird, a dove or pigeon, and
ithe bosom is covered by what appears to be a sort of
‘cape, with a decep fringe, as of lace.

‘ ¢ On the lid, below the figure-head, is the inscrip-
-tion, conmsisting of twenty-two long lines, closely
written. The letters are in perfect preservation, and
can be read with the utmost ease and accuracy, and
the whole forms by far the longest and most perfect
linscription yet discovered in this most ancient lan-
i guage and character. It is mainly a genealogical
ihistory of the person buried in the sarcophagus, who,
ns it appears, was a king of Sidon. The names of
Rual and Ashtoreth, the well-known gods of the Si-
donians,occur repeatedly in thesc inscriptions.  Some
of the words arc Hebrew, as melek, king; while the
forms of some of the letters are so much like those of
-the ancient Greek, as at once to indicate the relation-
Iship. Letters were inventedby he Phoenicians. lero
{we scem to see them dropping from their bandsin the
first casting.”

Sufticient progress has been madein the translation
as to render it certain that from this inscription we
learn the names of three kings of Sidon, of one line of
descent from father to son succeeding cach other, also
the names of public edifices built and founded by this
dynasty. Theparticular deities who were the objects
of worship are also named, Baal and Ashtaroth, the
deities of Sidon and Tyre, in the most ancient time of
which we have any record, and Esmuna recogniscd
divinity of the Phenicians. Tliere are reasons for
believing the inscriptions much 1n0re ancient than
B. C. 111; it is most probable that it is as old as the
time of Alexander the Great, and future research may
prove it to be much older still. The substance of tho
inscription is & dreadful imprecation against any one
who should disturb the reposo of the deceased king.

s

From the London Times.
THE SLAVE TRADE.

A collection of papers aud correspondence relating
to the sleve trade in various parts of the world, and
to tho means adopted under the direction of tho
British Government for its suppressiou, has just been
issued from the Foreign-office. These papers bring

insane counsels of Atchison and Stringfellow 2

ap our information as to the progress made in tho
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work of humanity to which the British nation and fidence, was put into communication with a medium.-
Gavernment have applicd themselves tur so lung alAfter asking @ number of questivns mentally, and re.
period. and at the cost of such considerable sacrifices, [eeiving correct replies, he sud, * well, there is one

to the yeur ending on the thirty-first of March last.
We sce that an amount of guod las been cflected
mueh greater than could have been anticipated. This
is especially the case with regard Lo the slave trade
from the African cuast to the Brazils, whichi scoms to
have been all but extinguished, thauks to the guod
faith with which the Guvrnment of that empire have
fulfilled their engagements. It is true that svme in-
creased activity had been noticed by the DBritish
azents in shipments of slaves frum the ueighborhood
of Loanda, and sowme other part of the coast, within
the last few months, to which the reports refer. This
is, however, accounted for by the very reduced uaval
force which we as well as the French, have Jatterly
employed in the preventive scrvice, and as the ship-
ments appear to have been made principally for the
Havana, where the Spanish authoritics have recently
shown every disposition to put a stop to thetrade,and
enforee the penalties of the laws against thuse enga-
gedin it, there is every reason to hope that, ere long,
thie eaportation of Mrican sluves will be entirely
suppre-sod, the Havana bedng uow alwat the sole
market remaining open to the traders.

Frumn the Moraing Star.
SPIRITUALISM COXDEMNING ITSELT.

Tresident Malan, in lis exceilent and able work, |
inwhicl - Modorn Mysires ™ are most effectually + ex-
plained and exposed,” uses the following language :—
OAnothner fadd, iy dedsive of the guestion of
the origin of thest anifistations, is tlus. The opi-
nions and sentiments revealed in them uniformly
tahe for from, and correspond wath, thuse peculiar
to the particular cirdes in which they oniginate. in
Ching, * the spirits,” for they have spirit circles
there—are all worshippers of Confucins. In Siam,
they are cqually devoted Buddbists.  Jn Hinduostan,
they are worduppers of Juggernaut. In Cluistendons,
they are Cathiolic or Protostdnt, Christian or Infidel,
churchimen or dissenters, orthodox or heterodox, oty
all opinions, and no opiniuns, just according to the
peculiar complexion of the circles in which they ap-
pear. Take any spirit that can be named and intro-
duce him into cach circle on carth in ruccession, and
he will aflirm, as only true, the peculiaritics of opin-
jon exi.ting in cach drcde, and as pusitisely den
€rery vppusite opitiion, though Lie has for thousands
of times asserted 1ts truth befure. Thas he will do, g
with the most unblushing cffiontery, boldly denying
in every cirdde, that he has ever since he entered the
spirit-land, changed his opinions, or at any time, or
in any place, contradicted his present teachings.
There is not & solitary form or shade of human be-
licf, the dencal of the carstence of sparuts cacopted—a
form of Lulief hddd by Cliristian, Tuth or Infidel,—
whicli has not Leen absolutely afirmed and denied
by the same authority.”

The general fact involved in the above quotation,
is this, viz., It is the spirit of the circle actingthrough
the medium, and no spirit outside the circle that dic-
tates the responses. This bur able anthor abuad-
antly proves, resolving and relieving all the mystery
of spiritunlism, by reference to the Odyle Force.
Where spiritualism has abounded, his Ludh shuuld
much more abound.

The reader will note the italicized exception above.
The italies ate ours.  ThePresident, however, might
have spared himself the trouble of making that ex-
ception, as the following will show :

’t:l ~

more yuestion I wish to ask, and. then utatter
shall rest.”  He ashed it, and received the reply,
“Yes.” The question was ths: * Js thes Sparatualism
all @ humbug 2° ‘The spivits replied “yes,” wis alla
humbug,  Now this was in perfect accordance with
Muhun's notivn of the origin of the responses.  The
person in rapport with the medium really, though
uncunsciously, answers his own questivns.  Is this
all’a humbug ? asked vur friend.  He thought it was,
and that thought he odylically expressed through the
medium.  Spirits will deny the existence of spirits
when Sudducies are in rapport with th m, just as they
will pronvunce for vrthoduay, when an vrthodux cir-
e is studying theology at their feet! O temporal
O mores! We have scen strange things to day.—
M. J. S,

From the Wa.chman.
A SPANISIH HISTORY OF PROTESTANTISM.

Don Bertran Tomas y Soler, a gentleman of Darce-
lona in Spain, spent several years in Eugiand as a
refuace, becatne a Protestant, returned to his country
aler the last revolution, and lately sent to press a history
of Protestantism, A prospectus of the work fell into
the hauds «f the Bishap, who had alre.d, failed in at=
tempts to injure the author, and the following official
notice, a Spanish copy of which lies before us, appeared
in the papers:

1o fultibuent of our duty, we have to inform the
‘aithiul Catholics of this divcese, that we have received
the praspectus of a werk, that, under the title of * His-
tory of Protestantismn,’ contaios heretical. erroneous, and
wicked docirines,—doctrines destructive of society, and
condemned by the canons of the chuich and the lawaof
the kingdom. 11 places Jesus Christ beside Belial, or
the church beside. the most ternible heresy that the
world hes ever seen. It countamns an vpen apology for
this sect of peidition, to the scaudal of true behevers,
whom it str~ up to frateriize with the children of error,.
without making any acceunt of the anathemas which
the church has launchrd against it, or of the stnict vbli-
gation winch 1s luid on every believer.

“No ! ‘The Catholic religion will never be sister of
aparody on rehigion.  Chiistian virtues will never own
sisterhood wlth the prostuution of sects  Lternal glory
will never be the reward of thuse who are outsiae the
Catholic Apostolic Ruman Church.  Therefore weex-
hort 1n the Lord. and, it necessary, we command all the
subjects of this dincese 1o deliver up to us 1he prospeo-
tuses and numbers of 1his venomous production that
may fall into their hands.  Dx Kasos pe Ezes arno.
** Barcelona, April 26, 1555.”?

Startled by 1his thunder, the printer refused to pro-
ceed with his work, but the press is now free, and
another printer was soun found willing to biave the
malediction of Dr. Ezenarro.  The work 1s in the press,
and if the above notice of it be at all correct, 1t must be
worthy the attention of Spaniards. As for the irre~
concilable opposition which the bichopdeclares between
his religion and that of Protestants, it would be foolish

todispute. _Reconciliation is impossible. Bossuet,
Archbishop Wake, and a few others on both sides. have
now and then dieamt otherwige ; but we agree with the
Bi-hop of Barcelona that reconcihation is impossible,
and must also maintain that neutraluy is but another
name for defection. Spain, however, is awakening;
and this ** History of l'rotestaniism,”” we rejoice 10
know, altheugh written and printed without concert of
the author with other Protestants in Spain or England,
15 but one of several works that are now on their way t8
the press in Spain, or have issued from it, for the promo,

A Christian brother of our acquaintance and con-

uon of historical truth ard scnptural rehgion.
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