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AN INQUIRY, &c.

W HOEVER objects to the British and Foreign Bible Society is

invariably asked, Where is the harm of giving away a Bible ? I

will answer therefore by saying, ISlone whatever. On the contrary,

the more widely the Scriptures are disseminated, the greater in all

respects must be the good produced.

Having answered this question, and, as I hope, to the satisfac-

tion of every member in the society, I beg leave to ask in my turn

;

Where is the harm of giving away a Prayer Book? Of course I

propose this question only to those members of the Society,

who are also members of the Church. For I have explicitly

declared, both in the Sermon at St. Paul's and in the Address to

the Senate, that I have no desire to interfere, either with the reli-

gious opinions, or the religious conduct of the Dissenters. An
attempt to impose the Liturgy on men, who from principle

reject it, would be a violation of that religious liberty which I

sincerely hope will ever be maintained in this country. 1 neither

expect therefore, nor desire, unless it is tlieir own voluntary act,

that Dissenters should either give or receive our Book of Common
Prayer. I am addressing myself to Churchmen in their inter-

course with Churchmen, such as the Clergyman of a parish has

with his parishioners. And, as the Liturgy is the Book which

distinguishes Churchmen, I may certainly ask oi them, W'here can
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be the harm, uhen we give away a Bible, of giving also a Prayer

Book ? As I think no real Clmrchman would say that there is, he

cannot consistently object to those, who recommend their joint

distribution. Secondly, I ask the Churchman, whether it is not

useful, when we give away a Bible, to give also the Book of

Common Prayer, not as a Corrective^ a name lately given it by

the Dean of Carlisle,' but as a proper Companion for the Bible ?

Does it not contain devotional exercises composed in the true

spirit pf the Scriptures t Is it not the Book, which we hear

constantly at Church ; and is it not equally designed for our medi-

tations in the closet ? The usefulness then of this book to every

Churchman, I think, no Churchman can deny. He cannot there-

fore, at least not with consistency, complain of those, who object

to the withholding of this usefulness ; who object to the omission

of giving the Liturgy ; or, in other words, who object to the

distribution, on the part of Churchmen, of the Bible alone or

without the Liturgi/. Thirdly, I ask the Churchman, whether it

is not necessary, when he gives Bibles to the poor, (I do not mean

among Dissenters, as I have repeatedly declared) to provide them

at the same time with a Prayer Book '^ Ought it not to be used

by every Churchman ? and can he join in the service of the Church

without it ? Can it therefore be a matter of indifference, whether

the poor of our establishment are provided with Prayer Books 1^

Do we perform our duty, do we properly provide for their religious

instruction, if we provide them only with the Bible, and leave

them unprovided with the Prayer Book ? In this case, the Rubric

and the Canons have very unnecessarily enforced the learning of

the Church Catechism. When we further consider, that there is

at present hardly a town, or even a village, which is not visited

by illiterate teachers, who expound the Bible with more confidence

than the most profound theologian, it becomes doubly necessary,

if we would preserve the poor of the establishment in the religion

of their fathers, to provide them with a safe-guard against the

delusions of false interpretation. And what better safeguard can

we offer than the Book of Common Prayer, which contains the

doctrines of the Bible, according to its true exposition; in

! Iq bi$ $pQ«cb ftt the Town Hall; oa TUursiiay th« Uth of December.
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^N'iiich those doctrines are applied, tliroughout the prayers and

collects,, to the best purposes of religion, and are condensed in a

manner, which is intelligible to all, in that excellent formulary the

Church Catechism ? Under these circumstances, to leave the poor,

who ^vithout assistance cannot understand the Scriptures, as the

itinerant preachers themselves admit by their own practice, to

leave, I say, tlie poor under such circumstances, to be tossed

about by every wind of doctrine, which they must be, unless pro-

vided with that authorised exposition of the Scriptures, which is

contained in the Liturgy, and which every honest Churchman must

l)elieve to be the true one, is, at least in wzy judgment (I speak with

deference to the judgment of others) such a dereliction of our duty

as Churchmen, that I little expected to hear Clergymen, within

the precincts of the University, reprehend a Professor of Divinity,

because he cont-euded, tliat the Prayer Book should be distributed

with the Bible.

But though 1 certaiully did not expect it, I am still ready to con-

fess, that if it is really hlameahle to object to the distribution, on the

part of Churchmen, of the Bible atone, or unaccompanied \nth

the Liturgf/, tiie modern Bible Society can require no further

vindication. For if the proposition, which I have hitherto ven-

tured to maintain, is not only untenable, but a fit subject for re-

proach, it necessarily follows, that the omission of the Prayer Book

in the distribution of the Bible, is not only allozcable, but lau-

dable. Now, that I /mve been reproached, and bitterly reproached,

for asserting that Churchiijen should not contfent themselves with

distributing only Bibles to the poor, is a matter of notoriety. To

say nothing of other places, v.here I have been attacked on this

account, I need only appeal to what was said at the public Meeting

in Cambridge for the formation of an Auxiliary Society, especially

in the speeches of Dr. Milner and Dr. Clarke.' Strange, there-

fore, as it may appear, that a Prgfessor of Divinity should have

now to defend himself, in his own University, against the charge of

» The Speeches to which I alhide were delivered in the Town Hall of Cam-

bridge, on December 12, 1811, aud were printed in the Cambridge Chronicle «f

pecemberSO, of eoiuse with the knowledge aad approbation of the speakers.
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pleading for the Liturgy, yet as I am put on my defence, I must

request to be heard, before I am finally condemned.

The first person who particularly complained of the objection to

the distribution of the Bible alone, that is, as repeatedly explained,

without the Prayer Book, was Dr. Clarke. " is the distribution

of the Bible alone (says Dr. Clarke) detrimental to the interests of

the establishment ? Have we forgot that we are Englishmen ?

Have we forgot that we are PROTESTANTS ? What would

Latimer and Ridley and Chillingworth have thought or said, had

they lived unto this day to bear testimony to such a declaration ?

As the only answer to it, I, as a member, and as a minister, of the

Church of England, do not hesitate to declare, so soon as it shall be

proved that the distribution of the Bible alone is hostile to the

interests of the established church, then, and then only, be that

church subverted." Such are the grounds, on which a Churchman

justifies the distribution of the Bible alone, or unaccompanied with

the Liturgy : and they deserve particular examination, not as being

the sentiments of an individual, but as being the sentiments of a

parti/. This is evident, not only from the general applause with

which the speech was received, but from the circumstance, that

the same sentiments are now entertained by very respectable

writers, and are even conveyed through the channel of the public

papers.

Before I examine the grounds, on which my objection to the

omission of the Liturgy is nov; arraigned, I beg leave to calJ the

attention of the reader to the FACT, that the omission of the Li-

turgy, in the distribution of the Bible, 2S justified, and justified by

Churchmen. And I request the reader to keep this FACT in

remembrance, because we shall find it of great importance, when
the views of the Society are more particularly examined.

II.

I acknowledge that the arguments for the distributipn, of the

JBible alone are so specious, so popular, so apparently in the spirit

of true Protestantism, while the arguments for the contrary lie so

concealed from the public view, and are now so confidently as-
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serted to savour of Popery,' that they are equally difficult to ex-

plain, and dangerous to propose. Believing, how ever, as I do,

that there is a fallacy in the arguments of those who oppose me,

and conscious of the rectitude of my intentions, I tremble not at

obstacles, which present themselves on every side. If it were now

a question, as it was at the Reformation, whether the Bible should

be distiibuted or not, men might justly exclaim to those who zcith-

held it ; can the Bible be injurious to the real interest of the

Church ! But this is NOT ihe question, as every one must know,

who argues' against me. There were channels in abundance for

the distribution of the Bible, long before the existence of the mo-

dem Society. And I challenge my opponents to declare, whether

thei/ have labored harder, than 1 have done, to promote the study

of it.* But it is urged, if you still require that the Bible, how ever

extensively you may be willing to distribute it, should be accom-

panied by the Liturgy, you must certainly suspect, that there is

danger to the established Church from the distribution of the Bible

alone? Here let me ask, whether the Bible itself is not capable
«

» " They are such, as were used by Papists at the Refonnation, and can only

be advanced by those, who think the Church of England cannot stand the test of

the word of God." Tliis passage is taken from a Letter in the Shrewsbury Chro*

nicle, signed, " A member of the Established Church."—N. B. I have been in-

formed that there is another Letter in the Shrewsbury Chronicle to tlie same pur-

port: but I have not yet seen it.

* That the reader, however, may judge of the CJo'ist'ian Spirit which animates

some of the advocates of this Society, at the very time when they are boasting of

their promotion of Christianity, I need only quote the followhig passage from a

Letter, which first appeared in the Suffolk papers, was reprinted in Cambridge

with a superscription alluding- to my Address to the Senate, and was very generally

distributed in Cambridge within a few days after that Address. The author of

this Letter, speaking of the auxiliary Societies now forming in different parts of

the kingdom, says, " And yet to these Societies there are they, who dare to object.

I say dare, because circulated as the New Testament has been described to be,

without tract or comment, they who oppose them, oppose the circulation of the

word of God, as originally delivered forth, and would have probably opposed our

Saviour himself, had they lived in his time."—On such language and conduct, it is

unnecessary to make an observation.

3 It can be hardly necessary to repeat what I have already explained, that,

when I contend for the distribution of the Liturgy in company with the Bible, I

mean onlv among members of the Church of England, It would indeed be useless
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of perversion3 whether the best of Books may not be misapplied to

the worst of purposes ? Have we not inspired authority for an-

swering this question in the affirmative ? St. Peter himself, speak-

ing of the Epistles of St. Paul, said, " In which are some things

hard to be understood, which they that are unlearned and unstable

wrest as they do also the other scriptures, unto their own destruc-

tion." Would St. Peter, if he had lived in the present age, have

thought this admonition less necessary, than in the age of the

Apostles? Can Churchmen, therefore, who know that one party

wrests the scriptures, by the aid of false interpretation, into autho-

rity for the rejection of the Triniti/ and the Atonement, that ano-

therparty wrests them into authority for the rejection of the Sa-

craments, that other parties again, on the authority of the same

Bible, prove other doctrines, which are at variance with their own,

think it unnecessary, when they distribute Bibles to the poor, who
are incapable, without assistance, of judging for themselves, and

who alone are the objects of gratuitous distribution, can Church-

men, I say, under such circumstances, think it unnecessary to ac-

company the Bible with the Liturgy, in which the doctrines of the

Trinity, the Atonement, the Sacraments, with the other doctrines

of our Church, are delivered as contai)ied in the Bible.'' It is not

the Bible itself, but the perversion of it, the wresting of the Scrip-

tures (as St. Peter expresses it) by the " unlearned and unstable,"

with which England now swarms, whence the danger proceeds.

And this danger must increase in proportion as we neglect the

means of counteracting it. But if we neglect to provide the poor

of the establislmient with the Book of Common Prayer, as well as

with the Bible, we certainly neglect the means of preventing their

seduction from ilie Established Church. The Dissenters remain

Dissenters, because they use not the Liturgy ; and Churchmen

will become Dissenters, if they likewise neglect to use it with the

Bible. Have the persons to whom Bibles are gratuitously dis-

tributed, either the leisure, or the inclination, or the ability, to

weigh the arguments for religious opinions r Do they possess the

knowledge and the judgment, which are necessary to direct men

to give away a book to those whose religious principles must induce them to

reject it, whether those persons lived in England or abroad.
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m {he choice of their religion r Must they not learn it therefore

from their instructors ? And can there be a better instructor, in the

opuiion of Chiu-chmen, than the Book of Common Prayer ?

But the Bible alo?ie contains all things, which are necessary for

Salvation : and to assert the contrary is to argue in the spirit, not

of a Protestant, but of a Papist !—This position is indisputably

true ; it is the very basis of Protestantism ; and no Protestant, as

far as I know, has ever contended that any doctrine should be re-

ceived as an article of Faith, which is not contained in the Bible.

But have not Christians of everi/ age and nation been at variance

on the question, what doctrines are contained in the Bible? If

you ask a Trinitarian why he receives the doctrine of the Trinity,

he will answer. Because it is contained in the Bible. If you ask

a Unitajian, why he rejects that doctrine, he will answer that it is

not contained in the Bible. On the authoiity of the Bible, the

Church of England admits only two Sacraments in opposition to

the Church of Rome, while the Quakers, in opposition to the

Church of England, admit no Sacrament at all. From the same

Bible, the Calvinist proves the doctrine of absolute decrees, and the

Armiuian, the doctrine of conditional salvation. On the Bible, the

Church of England grounds the doctrine of the Atonement, which,

with reference to the same authorit}', is discarded by the modern
Socinians. If you ask a Churchman why it is right to kneel at the

altar, when he receives the sacrament, he will answer that it is an

act of reverence due from every Christian to the institutor of that

holy rite, at whose name, it is declared in scripture that " every

knee should bow." If you ask a Presbyterian, he will answer with

the same authority before him, that kneeling at the sacrament is an

act of idolatry.

Put then a Bible alone into the hands of the illiterate, and leave

tliem to their om u judgment, without Liturgy or other assistance,

and determine what articles of faith they shall adopt. If a

Churchman withholds the Liturgi/, when he gives a Bible to the

poor, because the Bible alone contains all things w hich are neces-

sary for salvation, he cannot consistently interfere with his ozai

instruction : for if the hiturgy is not wanted to explain the Bible,

it would be the height of presumption for a Churchman to sup-

nose that the instruction of an individual could be wanted. Nor
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would men in tliis case give the Bible alone : they would accompany

k at least with a verbal e.vplanation. And can any sober-minded

Churchman really believe, that by putting the Bible, under the cir-

cumstances above described, into the hands of the illiterate, they

will secure them from the seductions of ja/se iiiferpretation, and

the consequent defection from the established church? I know, in-

deed, that a very respectable writer, whose sentiments on this

subject are on many accounts important, expresses himself as

follows :
'* 1 should, as a member of the church, be very sorry to

think dmt the devout study of the Scriptures could lead to the

disregard of our Liturgy ; on the contrary, I shoidd hope that it

would produce a more general acknowledgment of its excellence,

as it originall}-, at the period of the Reformation, led, through the

blessing of divine Providence, to its establishment. The Bible,

says Chillingworth, and the Bible only, is the religion of the Pro-

testant : it is the sole basis of the Church of England, and the only

one, on which you, I am sure, would wish to place it."

'

Undoubtedly, the Bible is the sole basis of the Church of Eng-

land ; and this respectable writer does me justice, in believing

that it is the sole basis for which I contend, notwithstanding some

late insinuations to the contrary. Equally true is the general pro-

position, that the Bible only is the religion of the Protestant. But

are all Protestants alike in their religion ? Have we not Protes-

tants of the Church of England, Protestants of the Church of

Scotland, Protestants who hold the confession of Augsburgh ?

Have we not both Arniinian and Calvinistic Protestants ? Are not

the Moravians, the Methodists, the Baptists, the Quakers,"and even

the Jumpers, the Dunkers, and Swedenborgians, all Protestants^^

' Tliis is part of a Letter, which was originally a private communication to me
from the Right Hon. N. Vansittart, containing remarks on my Address to the

Senate, but was published by the Author, at the desire of our Chancellor, who is

Patron of the Auxiliary Society in Cambridge. This Letter derives additional

importance from the author's being a Vice President of the Society, and from the

general circulation which tlie friends of the Society gave to it in Cambridge.

Though I have the misfortune to view the British and Foreign Bible Society i» a

different light from Mr. Vansittart, I must express my acknowledgments for the

candor and liberality, which pervades the whole Letter. It is written in all the

amiable spirit of a sincere and benevolent Christian. Let other advocates of this

Society take a leasou from Mr. Vansittart^



107

Since, therefore. Protestantism assumes so many different forms,men

speak quite indejinitixdy, if they speak of it without explaining the

particular kind, which they mean. When I hear of a Swedish or a

Danish Protestant (namely, one who belongs to the church esta-

blished in those countries) I know that it ir.eans a person, whose

religion is the Bib/e only, but the Bible, as expounded in the Con-

Jession of' Augsburg. When 1 hear of a Protestant of the Church

of Holland, I kno'v that it means a person, whose religion is the

Bible only, but the Bible as expounded in the Synod of Dort. In

like manner, a Protestant of the Church of England, is a person

whose religion is the Bible only, but the Bible as expounded in the

Liturgy and Articles.^ How, therefore, can we know, if we give

the Bible only, what sort of Protestantism will be deduced from it ?

And if we believe, that the Bible is more correctly expounded in our

formulary of faith than in any other, do we act rightly if weztithhold

that formulary, and thus expose men to the danger of coming to

conclusions, which we must consistently believe to he false? I

should be as sorry, as Mr. Vansittart to think that the study of the

Scriptures should lead to a disregard of our Liturgy. And 1 should

' Hence it is, that, by the laws of this country, a Churchman never qualifies, by
declaring his assent only to the Bible. This general assent is admitted only from
Protestant Dissenters, when they apply for a licence to preach. All that is neces-

sary to be ascertained in respect of them, is, that they are Protestants, but not of

the Church of England. What kind of Protestants, in other respects, they may be,

the legislature does not inquire, and is therefore satisfied with the general declara-

tion of their assent to the Bible. But when a Churchman qualifies, he qualifies as a

Protestant of a particular kind. His test, therefore, is not the Bible alone, which is

tlie religion of all Protes'tants. By the laws of this country, the Liturgy is the

great criterion of the Churchman. The Clergy are required by the Canons to

subscribe to the Liturgy, and also to the Articles. But all Churchmen, both
Clergy and Laity, appeal to the Liturgy, as a proof of their Churchmanship. In

the two Universities, where it is especially necessary to provide for the support

of the established religion, not only Heads of Houses and Professors, but every

Fellow, whether in orders or not, is bound, by the Act of Uniformity, under no less

a penalty than the voidance of his election, to declare by his subscription, that he

will conform to tlie Liturgy of the Church of England, as now by Law established.

For similar reasons, every Schoolmaster is required to make the same declaration.

And even they who qualify for civil offices, are required, under a simi!ar penalty,

not only to attend the public service of the Church, within tliree months after their

appointment, but to jdin in the most solemn of its rites, the celebration of the

Lord's Supper, after the manner and form prescribed in the Book of Coouuoa
Prayer.
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equally rejoice, If that study led all men to the same conclusions, as

it, led our English Reformers. But where is the useof rejoicing

at an expectation which we know can never be realized ? If the

<levout study of the Bible necessarily led to an approbation of the

Liturgy, why is it still rejected by the Dissenters '^ And how are men
to know what the excellences of the Liturgy are, if the Bible only

is put into their hands ? How can they make the comparison if they

have not hoth Bible and Prayer Book ? Suppose, however, it were

true, that the study of the Bible, unaccompanied by the Liturgy,

would lead all men to the same conclusions as it led our English

Reformers, there can surely be no objection to put into their bauds,

at the same time with the Bible, a book m hich will lead them to those

conclusions at once.* But since we know by experience, that the

study of the Bible does 7iot lead all men to the same conclusions, or

there would not be so many Protestants who differ from the estab-

lished church, may it not be said without reproach, that Churchmen

should not content themseives with the distribution of the Bible

alone ?

IIL

But, says Dr. Clarke, in language, applauded by the assembly,

and repeated with approbation by the distinguished advocate of this

Society, " Have we forgot that we are Protestants ? What would
" Latimer, and Ridley, and Chillingworth, have thought or said, had
*' they lived unto this day to bear testimony to such a declaration ?"

What Chillms^zcorth would have said shall be examined hereafter.

' The " Member of the established Church" alreartyquoted in Note 1, p. 103, asks,

indeed, whether nnit'ormity of doctrine really is promoted by accompanying the

Bible with the Litiii-gy ? Perhaps not so completely as might be wished. Bat is

this a reason for omitting the Liturgy when we give a Bible? Because it fails in

smne cases to do tlie good intended, shall we neglect it in all? If, even with the

Liturgy, the eli'ect is incomplete, what must be tiie case iviihoid it?—I take the

present opportunity of informing this anonymous writer, who plainly shews to

what party he belongs, when he speaks of the Bishop of Lincoln contradicting the

doctrines of the Church, that though he had full liberty to examine my Address to

the Senate, without putting his name, so far as relates to the subject matter, it is no

less cowardly than ungenerous to attempt (as he has done in more than one pas-

sage) to traduce tlie character of the author. Such conduct does no honor either

to himself or to tlxe Society which he defends. When the argumentum ad vontu-

meliam is wanted, one may always suspect a deficiency of the argumentum ad

judicium.
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But it requires no examination to discover, M'hat Latimer and Ridley,

what Cranmer and Hooper, what our great REFORMERS would

have said, could they have foreseen that a Professor of Divinity ia

an English University would be publicly censured by Churchmen

and Ciergz/ineti, within the precincts of that University, for urging

the distribution of a Book, which theij composed, and which con-

tains the doctrines for which fhei/ died ? It is not the distribution of

the Bible to the poor and illiterate, (the only objects of gratuitous

distribution) which exposes men to the danger of being seduced

from the established faith, and is consequently injurious to the

welfare of the Church ; the danger arises from the neglect to give

them also the Liturgi/. And it is a gross perversion of my meaning,

to ascribe to the presence of the former, what I ascribe only to the

absence of the latter.^ But the objection would be less popular, if

they directly denied the utility of the Prayer Book. I can make
great allowance for the effervescence produced by an ardent desire

to become a genuine Protestant. But let not men suppose that

they become better Protestants by becoming worse Churchmen,

Let them not suppose that, because the Bible contains all things

which are necessary for salvation, they do all things which are

wanted on their parts, if they give not the Liturgy in aid of religious

'instruction. Men who entertain this notion, entertain it not in

confoimity, as they suppose, with tlie conduct of our Reformers,

but in direct opposition to their conduct.

When our Reformers contended, ^nd properly contended, for the

Bible alone, they contended in opposition to those other somces of

* In a similar strain, the anonymous writer above quoted from the Sluewsbury
Chronicle exclaims, " What, the Bible knock down the Church/'—No. It is not
the Bible, that (in tlie cleg;ant language of this writer) will knock down the Church ;

but the Church will be imdermined if we neglect the Liturgy. Witliout the Liturgy,

we cease to be Churchmen, and become Dissenters. We give up the very book
which makes us Churchmen. If, by tlie term " Church, " men understand the

universal Church, or the whole body of Christians dispersed throughout the world,

it is true that our Liturgy is not necessaiT for its support. U'hatcter be the

form, under which Christianity is professed, it still belongs to the universal church.

But when we speak of a particular church, as the church of England, that particu-

lar church must have something to distijiguiih it, beside that which is common to

all churches. That our legislators are of this opinion is evident from Note p. 107.

And such was the importance attached to the Liturgy by the Long Parliament, at

the criterion, and the bulwark of the church, that, when they resolved tcoverturo

the latter, they forbad the use of Xheformer even in private.
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authority, which were recognised by the Cliurch of Rome. AVith-

out denying the vaUdity of those other sources^ such as tradition,

F.nd the decrees of Councils, they could never have secured to the

Bible such an interpretation as they themselves believed to be

true. For this purpose, it was previously necessary to divest it of

the glosses v»'hich perverted its real meaning. But did they stop

here, and leave the Bible without o/?j/ interpretation ? No. One

of the first steps, which were taken by Luther and Melancthon,

was to compose a Confession of Faith, which, in their opinion, was

founded on a true interpretation of the Bible. This Confession

was afterwards improved into the Confession of Augsburg, which

became, and still remains, the standard of Lutheran faith. Our

own Reformers acted in the same manner. Though they asserted

that the Bible alone contained all things which were necessary to

salvation, they did not leave the interpretation of it to mere chance.

From a knowledge oi former perversions, they justly apprehended

perversions of it mfuture. Nor was it possible, without devising

some means of security, to prevent a relapse into those very errors,

which they sacrificed their lives to remove. They deemed it necessary,

therefore, to employ that knowledge of the Scriptures, which they so

eminently possessed, in composing a system of doctrines, which are

really founded on the Bible, when right/j/ understood.

But, says the Dean of Carlisle, (after properly observing that

*' our Liturgy itself owes its establishment to the free use of the

Bible among the people") " 1 greatly mistake, if, among the nume-

rous errors of the Church of Rome, there exists a more dangerous

tenet, than that the Holy Scriptures themselves must be tried at the

bar of the traditions of fallible men." Now, with great deference

to the Dean of Carlisle, I would humbly ask him, whether mc try

the Scriptures by our liiturgy and Articles, or the Liturgy and

Articles by the Scriptures ? As far as my reading extends, 1 know
of no Protestant, from the Reformers themselves to the Divines of

the present age, who have hud recourse to t\\eformer kind of trial.

At least, I can answer for myself, that I have always made the Scrip-

tures the test, by which I have tried the Liturgy and Ai tides : and

the more frequently I have tried them by that test, the more firmly I

have been persuaded, that the doctrines contained in them are

warranted by Scripture, It is on this ground, and on ihis ground
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^nly, that I recommend their distribution in company with the

Bible, not as a " corrective,'^ as Dr. Milaer calls it, but as a safe-

puard against the false interpretations to which men are now

exposed on every side. Our Reformers themselves acted on the

same principle. They did not withhold the Bible from general

use, and say, " Here are die doctrines which are decreed hij the

Churchy They laid it open to all men to compare it with the

doctiines which they deduced ; and they claimed the assent of the

public to their interpretation of the Bible, on the ground of its

conformiti/ with the original. On the ground of this conformity,

our Liturgy and Articles were afterwards sanctioned by the autho-

rity of Parliament, and weie incorporated in the law of the land.

No doubt, our Reformers were fallible, like other men. But the

question is not, whether they were fallible, but whether theyfailed

;

not whether they could not err, but wheiher they did err. And I

am sure the Dean of Carlisle will not assert tliat they did en, or he

would not by his subscriptiouj agreeably to the Act of Uniformity,

have declared his " unfeigned assent and consent to all and every

thing contained and prescribed in and by the book entitled the

Book of Common Prayer." However desirous Dr. Milner may
have been, to vindicate the distribution of the Bible alone by the

Society, of which he is so zealous an advocate, however desirous,-

therefore, he might have been to hold out to public indignation a

Professor, who contends for the distribution of the Liturgy in com-

pany with the Bible, it was surely incautious in a Dean and a

Master of a College, to deliver, before a numerous body of young

men, of whom the greater part were designed for holy orders, such

sentiments as could not fail to diminish, in their estimation, the

value of a book to which diey will shortly subsciibe, and which is

really the bulwark of the established church. It is true, that Dr.
Milner had previously declared, that no man could entertain a more
exalted idea of our Liturgy than himself; nor do I question the

sincerity of his assertion. But when he afterwards declared that

he " would not represent the distribution of the Bible alone, as a

thing that cannot be don© with safety, unless accompanied with die

Corrective of a Prayer Book of the Church of England;" when,
mentioning the Liturgy again by name, he represented it as " a dun-
gerous tenet," that the Scriptures should be tried by " the traditions
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offallible metiy^ his hearers could not fail to apply this last'expres-

sion to the Liturgy itself: they could not fail therefore to conclude

that the Liturgy was not so necessary for a truz Protestant as the

Margaret Professor would make them believe. Nor was this the'

onli/ unfavorable impression which must have been made on their

minds. The very name of tradition, when applied by a Protestant

to the Church of Rome, is a term of reproach. And is it wise in a

dignitary of the Church to apply a term of reproach to the Liturgt/?

I^et any man read the whole passage in connexion, and see, whe-

ther the expression " traditions of fallible men" can be construed of

any thing else.* Dr. Milner first denies my position, that it was

necessary/ to accompany the Bible with the Liturgy ; he continues

the subject of the Bible and the Liturgy, by saying (and very rightly)

that the latter owes its establishment to the use of the former ; and

immediately concludes with the remark on the Bible, compared with

the " traditions offallible men." 1 should be very sorry to do

injustice to the Dean of Carlisle by torturing his words into a

meaning which they do not really convey: but I believe that men

in general will understand them as I understand them myself. For,

•when a parallel is drawn between two books by name; when that

parallel is repeated, and also by name ; and a third time, immedi-

ately following the second, the parallel goes on with one of those

books again by name, but with a circumlocution for the other sub-

ject of comparison, it is impossible that the circumlocution should

apply to any other book than that which had been already men-

tioned. No allusion even had been made to any other book. When
we consider, therefore, that this speech has, w ith the approbation of

the author, been printed in a public paper, and disseminated, not

within its usual limits, but throughout tlie whole kingdom, what a

notion will men form of the University of Cambridge, when they

read that the Master of a College, m hose name stands deservedly so

^ The paragraph to which I alhide, in Dr. Mihier's speech, is the following, a»

printed in the Cambridge Chronicle. " My Lord, our Liturgy itself owes its es-

tablishment to the free use of the Bible among tiie people ; and 1 greatly

mistake, if, among the numerous errors of the Church of Rome, there exists a

more dangerous tenet, than that the Holy Scriptures themselves must be tried at

the bar of the traditions of fallible men." This sentence was delivered by Dr.

Milr.er immedinteUj after his censure of my position, that the Liturgy should be

distributed in company with the Bible.
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high as that of Dr. Milner, not onl\ reprimands a Professor of'

Divinity, as being lumecessarily anxious for the distribution of the

Liturgy, but compares that Liturgy ^ith Popish traditiou. I^an-

guage like this, though it may u'ell justify the distribution of the

Bible alone^ is better calcuhited to serve the cause of the Dissenters,

tlian the cause of the Church.

The same eft'ect must be produced, when, to justify the distribu-

tion of the Bible alone, it is asked by Dr. Clarke, ^vhether the light

of revelation ^' shall be conveyed through the public portals of the

temple, or by the gate belonging only to the priests" If our

Reformers were now alive, those priests who composed the Liturgy

and Articles, they would tell hnn that their office was only minis-

ferial ; that the knowledge of the book of life was not derived from

them, and them alone ; that they desired not to stop the pilgrim at

the threshold of the temple; that they were ready to admit him to

its innermost recesses: but, since between the portal and the altar

were dark and intricate passages, \>'here many a pilgrim had lost his

way'j they requested only permission to present him with a cluCf

which would lead him in safety. If the Liturgy is not wanted,

why do Churchmen now object to the religious instruction of Mr.

Lancaster ? Mr. Lancaster adopts the Bible, and the Bible alone.

He disdains, with our present advocates, " the gate belonging only

to the priests," and approaches at once to " the portals of the

temple." But having yenturcd without a clue to explore the inner-

most recesses, he was bewildered in his way, till at length he wan-

dered to the devious passage, where Christianity itself becomes

lost from the view.

IV.

But let us descend from allegory, and diaw a parallel in common
language between the religious instruction afitbrded by Mr.
Lancaster, and the religious instruction aftbrded by the modern

Bible Society. The former confines religious instruction to the

children of the poor, the latter extends it to adults, who are fre-

quently in equal want of it. Both agree in providing a Bible;

both agree in leaving that Bible unaccompanied with the Liturgy.

But the omission of the Lit^urgy, in the instruction of children^

Vol. L No. [. H
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with the consequent want of provision for their going to church,

and iheir being educated as churchmen, is at present \exy generally

admitted by the friends of the establishment, to be dangerous to

the welfare of church and state.

Now the fundamental principle, which pervades the whole of
my Sermon at St. Paul's, is the necessity on the part of churchmen
of associating the Lilurgi/ with the Bible. In the five first

sections, that principle w as applied to the instruction of chihheji

:

in the sixth to the instruction of adults ; and if the })rinciple is

geucralli/ true, it must no less apply to the latter, than to, the

former. That my sentiments on this subject may be fully under-

stood, I will transcribe that passage in the sixth section, -which

relates to the importance of adding the Liturgy in the distribution

of the Bible. " Vv'here the Church of England is established, it

is not Christianity under ani/ form, Avhich it is our duty to pro-

mote. Our exertions (though without the smallest restraint on the

zeal of other parties) must be ei^peciallij directed to the furtherance

of that system, which we are especially/ pledged to support. The
Society therefore for promoting Chrisiiun Knowledge does not

confine itself, where the Church of England is established, to the

distribution of the Bible alone.^ It adds the Liturgy, in which

' This is the expression, wliich lias been so ingeniously tortured, though I'

have had the precaution, both here and e'.sewiierc, to explain the meaning of it,

by saying that tiie Lilurgi/ should be added, as being the book in which the

doctrines of the Bible were corredUj derived from it. If my objection, there-

fore, had been fairly stated at tlie Town Hall, it would have been simply this ;

that I objected (namely on the part of Cluuchmen) to the distribution of the

Bible alone, or tcUhottt the Liturgy. But tJiis statement would not have produced

the effect intended. The comparison would then have been between Church-

men and Dissenters ; and as the Liturgy is the book, which makes the distinction

between them, tlie Dissenters themselves might at least have thought, that the

Margaret Professor was not very unwise in contending for the Liturgj% But by

stopping short at the words BIBLE ALONE, Dr. Clarke was enabled to give

a new turn to the expression, and to convert tlie real parallel between Cimrch-

raen and Dissenters into a fictitious parallel between Protestants and Papists.

" Have we forgot that we are Englishmen? Have we forgot that we are Pro-

testants?" —No. Kut you forget, that you arc C/ntrcAwcn.

After all, I am unable to discover where tlie Popery lies in recommending the

distribution of the Liturgy with the Bible. Catholics give no Bible at all;

whereas I contend for the Bible as nmc'.i as any man, though I object to our losing

sight of the Liturgy. Why, says Dr. Milner, of all the errors of Popery, there

is none more dangerotis, than that of trying the Holy Scriptures at the bar of
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those tloctrines are do ived from the Bible, which we believe to

be correctli/ derived from it. 1 or, though, without the Bible, the

Liturgy has no support, yet without the Liturgy men are left in

doubt, whether the principles of our faith should be embraced by

them, or not. \\'ithout the Liturgy, they want a guide, to lead

them to the Established Church. Without the Liturgy, the Bible

may be misapplied to doctrine and discipline most discoixlant with

our own. Where the Church of England therefore is established,

the Bible and the Liturgy should be united. For even/ Christian

party either finds, or supposes that it finds, its peculiar tenets in the

Bible. And hence the Act of Uniformity expressly enjoiris, that

no Sermon shall be preached or Lecture given, except in the

University Churches, till after the hiturgy has been publicly

read."

It is worthy of remark, that though the Sermon, from which

this extract was taken, passed through so many editions, and was

generally read, I never heard of any objection, that was made to it

by the friends of the establishments The National Society was

avowedly founded on the fundamental principle of that Sermon
;

and in the Address to the public, which was printed at the head'of

the traditions of fallible men. But the trial, wliifli I have uniformly made, is

the trial of the Liturgy by the Bible, not the Bible by the Liturgy. But, as I

was accused in my absence, and under circumstances, which would have pre-

vented my being heard, had I been present, the whole assembly was impressed

with the notion, that the Margaret Professor had so far departed from the prin-

ciples of a Protestant, as to maintain that the Bible alone containeth not all

tilings, which are necessary for salvation. It is true, that no one ventured to

say so in nosiiive terms, especially as I had declared in that very Address, which

Dr. Milner then held in his hands, that the Bible was the " only fountain of re-

ligious truthi" But men scruple not to insinuate what they dare not assert,

' Indeed an honor was conferred on this Sermon, which I believe was with-

out precedent : for at the first public Meeting at Bartlett's Buildings after the.

Sermon was preached, it was resolved (the Archbishop of Canterbury himself

being in the Chair) that the publication of it should not be deferred, as usual,

till the time of circulating the Society's packet, but that it should be printed

immediately on -account of its great importance. This resolution gave rise to

the five octavo editions of it, which preceded the Society's edition, consisting

of five thousand copies. But h.ow greatly soever it may be approved by tlie

friends of the esfahlislunent, I must of course, and indeed for this very reason,

expect that it will be assailed by these, who are unwilling that the National

Religion should be made the foundation of National Education.
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the Resolutions, for the regulation of that Society, the Liturgy

was mentioned by name, as essential in religious instruction. The

principle, which, when applied to the instruction of children, had

been illustrated in my Sermon by the system of Dr. Bell, was

illustrated in the same Sermon, when applied to adults, by the

practice of the Society for promoting Christian Knowledge.

Between the system of Dr. Bell, and the practice of this Society,

which is a Society for Bibles and Prayer Boohs, there is the same

analogy, as between the system of Mr. Lancaster and the other

Society, which is a Society for Bibles alone. The application of

the principle to this other Society was implied how^ever in the

Sermon, and not formally expressed. But when the Address to

the Senate, which contains precisely the same sentiments as the

sixth section of the Sermon, and several sentences even in the same

words, exhibited an application of the principle to this Society

hy name, it was then discovered, that the general principle, for

which I had contended, was equally directed to the Lancasterian

System and the Bible Society. It was then discovered, that senti-

ments which were approved when supposed only applicable to the

former, were matter for reproach when it was found that they

applied to the latter. And the fundamental principle of the whole

Sermon appeared in a new light, as soon as the extent of it was

distinctly perceived. The very men, therefore, who had supported

me in its application to the religious instruction of Mr. Lancaster,

(among whom 1 may reckon Dr. Milner himself,)* were suddenly

converted into zealous opponents. Even friendship was sacrificed,

and it was determined that the Author of the Address should be

crushed. The result is known; the Speeches made on the occasion

are before the public ; and I have now presented my defence.

But the analogy of this Society to the Lancasterian System, ex-

tends only to its operations at hotne, or where the Church of Eng-

land is established. Its operations abroad are not only unobjec-

tionable, but highly laudable : and, though I think they have been

greatly exaggerated, though I think they have been described in

terms, which violate both truth and candor,* they are certainly

' T draw this inference from Dr. Milner's readiness, when I waited on him,

to subscribe to the National Society.

* See the Appendix.
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productive of great and unmixed good. The Liturgy of our

Church has no concern with the distribution of Bibles, M'here

Christianity is professed under a differentform. Neither duty nor

interest require us, in this case, to do more than distribute the

Bible. For this purpose I would gladly oifer the right hand of

fellowship, not only to Protesta7its of every description, but to the

members of all other churches, dispersed throughout the world.

For this purpose, we should all, as Christians, engage on equal

terms. Being concerned alike with the distribution of the Scrip'

tures, being alike desirous of promoting the general cause of

Christianity, we should act on a principle, which rcas common to

all. Tlie welfare of the universal Church would be promoted,

and the welfare of the Church of England would be unimpaired.

But, when Protestant Churchmen and Protestant Dissenters com-

bine for the distribution of Bibles at home, and a Society thus

composed omits the Liturgy, because the Dissenters could

not otherwise partake of it, such a Society is formed on terms

of inequality, and the sacrifice is made on the part of the

church.

V.

That its dangers will increase in proportion as the Liturgy is

disregarded, is not the surmise of a gloomy imagmation, but ^fact,

recorded in the annals of our country. The history of religion ia

the reign of Charles the First M'ill especially supply us with matter

for serious reflection. Some time before the Liturgy w2L^foiinally

abolished, we may discover in the writings of the English Divines,

not only of the puritanical, but even of the royal party, such

traces of indifference in this respect, as will assist us in explaining

the subsequent events. The very writer, who is quoted by Mr.

Vansittart, though a godson of Archbishop Laud, and a declared

enemy of the puritans, had a notion of generalised Protestantism,

which perfectly accords with the notion at present entertained by

the advocates of the modern Bible Society. In a passage imme-

diately preceding the sentence, which Mr. Vansittart has quoted
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from the works of Chillingworth, ' this celebrated writer explairhs

himself in the following words :
—" By the Religion of Protestants

I do not understand the doctrine of Luther, or Calvhi, or Me-
lancthon, nor the Confession of Augusta, or Geneva, nor the

Catechism of Heidelberg, nor the Articles of the Church, of

England, nor the Harmony of Protestant Confessions." Then

comes the sentence, that " the Bible only is the Religion of Pro-

testants." The Protestantism therefore of Chillingworth, was not

the Protestantism expressed in our Liturgy and Articles, but

Protestantism in the abstract, that is, abstracted from all particu-

lar Confessions of Faith, and among the rest, as he expressly

declares, from that, which is adopted by the Church of England.

Indeed it is well known that Chillingworth had objections to our

Liturgy and Articles/ though he was introduced, in two of the

late speeches, as a companion for Latimer and Ridley, who were

Cranmer's chief assistants in composing the Liturgy and Articles.^

But though Chillingworth, as appears from the preceding extract,

rejected from his general notion of Protestantism the particular

Creeds which he mentions by name, he could not refuse to admit,

that some Consequences must be deduced from the Bible as Articles

of Faith. For he adds, a few lines afterwards, that Protestants

receive nothmg as matter of faith and religion, " besides It

(namely the Bible) and the plain irrefragable and indubitable

Consequences of it." But Protestants of everT/ description, how-

ever various and even opposite in their opinions, claim severally

for themselves the honor of deducing from the Bible '' irrefraij-

able and indubitable consequences." The doctrine of conditional

salvation is an " indubitable consequence " to the Arminian ; the

• Mr. Vansittart has not mentioned in tvhat part of liis works the sentence

is contained, but it may be seen on turning to page 290 of tiie folio edition of

1704.

'' See the article Chillingworth in the Biographia Britannica, Note (K).

5 Nor is this the on?*/ difference between them. Latimer and Ridley, who
were born more than a hundred years before Chillingworth, were educated in

tlie Church of Rome, and became Protestants. Chillingworth was educated in

the Church of England, and went over to the Church of Rome. And though

he became a Frotcsiani aijain, he became, as we see, a generalised Protestant.
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doctrine of absolute decrees an " indubitable consequence" to the

Calvinist. The doctrines of the Trinity, ihe Atonement, and the

Sacraments, which the Church of England considers as " indubi-

table consequences" of the Bible would 710 1 be so, if the Unita-

rians and the Quakers were right in the consequences which l/te^

deduce from the Bible. But the consequences, which thei/ deduce

appear "indubitable" to them: and since they appeal as well as

ourselves to the Bible alone, we cannot, according to Chilling-

worth's own definition, refuse them the title of Protestants. Now
the notion of g?;/e;Y///seJ Protestantism, which admits of no refe-

rence to any particular Creed, was well adapted to prepare the

minds of men in the reign of Charles the First, for the subsequent

abolition of the English Liturgy.' And if this system of generalised

Protestantism, which is likewise maintained )jy Mr. Lancaster,

continues to be maintained in the practice of the modern Bible

Society, and in the vindications of its advocates, we may appre-

hend the same effect from the operation of the same cause. Men
become so enamored of the Protestant in the abstract, that they

abstract themselves from the Protestantism by law established.

If we proceed in our inquiries, and examine the several steps,

which intervened between the introduction of this notion of gene-

ralised Protestantism, and the abolition of the Liturgy altogether,

we shall find additional matter for serious retiection at the present

period. The party comprehended under the iiame of Puritans,

which was daily increasing in numbers and power, were secretly

attached, as well to the discipline, as to the doctrine, of Calvin,

though they continued to affect a regard for the Liturgy, till their

plans were ripe for execution. But, as soon as Laud, Archbishop

of Canterbury, and Wentworth, Earl of Strafford, were committed

to the Tower, the Long Parliament began to concert measures

for its total abolition. The first step was taken by the upper

* The ceh^brated work of Chillingworth, entitled, " The religion of Protes-

tauts a safe way to Salvation," which he wrote after his return from Popery, was

first published in 1637. It was highly esteemed, as a controversial work against

the Catholics, and was universally read as soon as published. But it served the

cause of the Puritans as niucli as the cause of the Church ; inasmuch as the

Protestantism, which it defends, is generalised Protestantism, according to the

tjsteru of Mr. L.'xucasler, and the modern Bible Society.
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House in March 1640-1, when a CommitUtfor religion was ap^
pointed, consisting of ten spiritual, but of twentt/ temporal Lords,
\vith power to call to tlieir assistance such Divines as they ap-

proved. Having debated on the subject of the Jive Points, and
condemned the Arminian exposition, the Committee proceeded to

a reformation of the Liturgy : but after various debates, which
continued nearly two months, the Committee broke up without

coming to a decision.' A measure, adopted about the same time

by the House of Commons^ was more effectual, because it went
on so broad a basis, that the object in contemplation was not im-

mediately perceived. The puritanical party in that house, under

the pretence of removing the anxiety of the episcopal party, who
saw dangers to the church arising from every quarter, proposed

the following oath, which was called the Protestation. " 1. A. B.
do in the presence of Almighty God, promise, vow, and protest,

to maintain and defend, as far as lawfully I may, with my life,

power, and estate, the true reformed Protestant religion, expressed

in the doctrine of the Church of England, against all Popery, and

Popish innovation within this realm, contrary to the said doctrine ;

and according to the duty of mine allegiance, I will maintain, and

defend his Majesty's royal person, honor, and estate.'"^ The
episcopal party, not aware of the generalising system of the Puri-

tans, and supposing that the words " Protestant Religion expressed

171 the doctrine of the Church of England" meant the Protestant

Religion expressed in the Liturgy, that is, according to the doc-

trine and discipline of the Church of England, as by law esta-

blished, very readily concurred in this oath of Protestation. But

they soon discovered, that the secret object of the Protestation,

was to abolish, instead of supporting the Liturgy, which the Puri-

tans now called the Service Book. For on the J 3th day of the same

month, when petitions were presented to the House of Commons

by the two Universities in favor of the Church Establishment, and

* Collier's Ecclesiastical History, Vol. ii. p. 799.

* The whole of the Protestation, which contains also other matter, may be-

secn in Rushworth's Historical Collections, P. iii. p. 2-11. It was proposed and

taken on May 3, 1641.
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tlie episcopal party appealed to the late Protestation in support of

those petitions, the majority of the House, which consisted of

Puritans, came immediately to the resolution, that the wortls in

question, " are not to be extended to the maintaining of am/ form

of worship, discipline, or government, nor of rites and ceremonies/"

Within a few months after this resolution a bill passed both

Houses to exclude Bishops from a seat in Parliament :
* and tlie

King was at length compelled to give his assent. The Liturgy,

having fallen into discredit^ began now to be laid aside, though the

use of it was continued by the Episcopalians as the only means of

prolonging the existence of the still established church. Nor were

the Puritans themselves less aware of its importance. They de-

termined therefore to take the earliest opportunity of preventing

the use of it altogether. When the civil war had broken out, and

the power of the Convocation was at an end, die Parliament re-

solved to appoint in its stead an Assembly of Divines composed of

members better suited to its purpose.^ This new Assembly of

Divines was not composed entirely of spiritual persons, for some

of the most zealous members, both of the upper and lower house,

are placed at the head of the list ; and scattered among the name?

of its inferior members are those of three Prelates, the Primate of

Ireland, with the Bishops of Exeter and Bristol. The Assembly

soon adopted a set of Resolutions (presented to parliament in the

form of a petition) of which the eighth was, that " the whole body

and practice of Popery, may be totally abolished."* Now by the

expression " body and practice of Popery," they could only mean

the doctrine and discipline of the Church of England, which wa»

still established by law, and was alone therefore " the body and

* The whole Resolution is given in Rushworth's Historical Collections, Part

iii. p. 2T3.

* This Bill is given at length in Scobel's Collection of Acts, p. 21.

3 The ordinance for this Assembly is given in Scobel's Collection, p. 42—44-,

It is dated June 12, 1643. The names of the persons appointed are all enume-

rated in this ordinance.

* Rushworth's Collection, Part III. Vol. ii. p. 34,5».
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practice" which could be abolished. Indeed the terms Liturgy

and Popery were among the Puritans synonymous : and at tlie very

time they were destroying the Cliurch of England, they invariably

pretended, that their measures were directed against the Church

of Rome.

At length on the 26th of August, 164.5, the Lords and Com-
mons assembled in parhament, repeuled, at the suggestion of this

Assembly, the Acts which had been passed in the reigns of Ed-

ward and Elizabeth, in support of the Liturgy, and enacted, that

it be no longer used in any place of public worship.' The reasons

alleged by the Assembly of Divines, are given in the Preface to

the Directory, which they substituted for the Book of Common
Prayer.* They allege that " the Liturgy used in the Church of

England, notwithstanding all the pains and religious intentions of

the compilers of it, hath proved an offence not only to many of

the Godly at home, but also to the reformed churches abroad

:

—
that the Prelates and their faction have labored to raise the esti-

mation of it to such a height, ^c.—that the Papists made their

advantage this way, boasted that the Common Prayer came up to

a compliance with a great part of their service. Sec." Tliereu})on

they declare that they have agreed to set aside the Common Prayer,

" not from any love to novelty, or intention to disparage our Jirst

Reformers,—but that we may in some measure answer the gra-

cious providence of God, which at this time calleth upon us for

further Reformation." But the Liturgy, though the use of it was

prohibited in public, continued to be used hi private houses by

ihe friends of the established church, whose numbers were still

considerable.* The Puritans therefore, who now governed iu

* See Scobcl's Collection, p. 75, 76.

^ The Directory, so called from its containing directions in regard to the forms

of public worship, is printed in Scobel's Collection, p. 77-92.

^ Before the Liturgy was abolished, petitions had been presented to Parlia-

ment from various counties in favor of the established church : and though the

means of procuring signatures to petitions at that time are not to be compared

with the present means of procuring them, the petitions in favor of tlio established

church were signed by nearly Jifty thousand. See Collier's Ecclesiastical History,

Vol. ii. p. 822.
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Parliament, well knowing that the use of the Liturgy, even in pri^

vate, would keep alive that regard for the Church, which the

wished to extirpate, obtained an Ordinance in the following month
of August, by which the use of the Liturgy was prohibited " in any
private place or/amih/,'' under the penalty of five pounds for the

lirst offence, ten for the second, and a vear's imprisonment for t'ne

third.'

No sooner was the I^iturgy thus finally abolished, tlian a dis-

pute arose between the Presbyterians and the Lidependents, the

latter of whom dissented from the neich/ established church, and

were called, therefore, in their controversies with the former, the

Dissenting Brethren.^ The Liturgi/, which is a system both of

doctrine and discipline, having been exchanged for the Directory^

which relates more to the latter, the Independents, who would suffer

no control, either in the one, or in the other, applied the same

terms to the Directory, which the Presbyterians had applied to

the Liturgy. The 7iew churchmen in vain attempted to resist the

neio dissenters, by refusing that toleration, which men of every

religion may justly claim. "Beware, lest out of cowardice ye

tolerate what God m ould not have tolerated," said one of their

preacher* in his Sermon before the Commons. " Take heed of

'Toleration,'' said another in his Sermon before the Lord. " For

God's sake, my Lords, let us not leave a Reformation, which may
need a Toleration" ' But the intolerance of the Presbyterians

found a counterpoise in the power of the army, which was thrown

into the scale of the Independents. In this manner was discipline set

aHoat, as doctrine had been before : and public worship in the

churches of this kingdom was regulated by the discretion or ca-

price of the officiating minister. Hence the number of religious

sects, which arose about that period, exceeded all that are recorded

' See Scobel's Collection, p. 97.

* In 1648, a book was published in London, called, " Papers and Answers of

the Dii&enting Brethren, and the Comuiittee of the Assembly of Divines."

^ These Sermons were preached, the one on March S^th, the other on April

29, 1646. More extracts of the same kind may be seen in c. v. of the work

called, " A Century of Presbyterian Preachers."
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in the catalogues of Irenjeus, Epiphanius, and Augustine. One
of the celebrated preachers of thdt time, said in a Sermon before

the Parliament, " There is such a numerous increase oferrors and

heresies, that 1 blush to repeat what some have affirmed, namely,

that there are no less than a hundred and four score seve-

ral heresies, propagated and spread in the neighbouring city, and

many of such a nature, that I may truly say in Calvin's language,

the errors and innovations, under which they groaned of late years>

were but tolerable trifles, children's play, compared with these

damnable doctrines of devils." ' Bishop Beveridge in his Sermon

on the Excellency and Usefulness of the Common Prayer, (a Ser-

mon which should be read by every member of the Bible Society)

says likewise in reference to that age, and to the abolition of the

Liturgy, " People being deprived of that, whereby they should

have been editied, were immediately tossed to and fro with every

wind of doctrine, until at length many of them fell into the most

pernicious and damnable heresies, that were ever heard of in the

Church. Yea together with the hiturgy they laid aside all distinc-

tion between sacred and common things, by wliich means the

whole nation was in danger of being spread with profaneness and

irreligion." ^—Yet the very men, who are described in these ex-

tracts, had the Bible in constant use : the sectaries of that age

were ready with a test of scripture for evert/ occurrence, whether

' See Mr. Case's Thanksgiving Sermon for the taking of Chester.—Also in the

year 1646, (which was several years after the Litursry liega7i to be neglected, and
one year after the total abolition of it) Mr. Edwards, a Calvinistic Clergyman,

published a book containing many curious facts, under tlie title of " Gangrena,

or a catalogue and discovery of many of the errors, heresies, blasphemies, and
pernicious practices of the Sectaries of this time, vented and acted in England
these four last years.'' I would particularly recommend a perusal of this book
to those gentlemen who now contend for the distribution of the Bible alone.

Even the Imprimatur ofthis Book is a curious document ; it runs thus, " Reader,

that thou mayest discern the mischief of Ecclesiastical Anarchy, the monstrous-

iiesse of the much affected Toleration, and be warned to be wise to sobriety, and

fear and suspect the pretended New Lights, I approve that this Treatise disco-

vering the Gangrene of so many strange Opinions, should be imprinted."

* I take this opportunity of reminding the advocates of the Bible Society,

(hat by their own acknowledgment, the Bible is capable of perversion, or they

would not be perpetually boasting, that tljey give it without note or comment.
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trivial or important. With the Bible in their moutlis, they over-

turned both the altar and the throne. But they had the Bible

alone, or unaccompanied with the Liturgy : they expounded, every

man from his own caprine : and the sectaries became as numerouSf

as the interpretations of the Bible were various.

The tender page with h'uny fists was gall'd,

And he v,'?is gifted most, tliat loudest bawl'd.

The Spirit gave the doctoral degree, -^

And everj- member of a company ^
AVas of his Trade and of his Bible free. 3
Plain truths enougli for needful use they found,

But men would still be itching to expound.

Each was ambitious of the obscurest place,

No measure ta'en from knmdedge, all from grace.

Study and pains were now no more their care.

Texts were explained hy fainting and by prayer.

This was the fruit the private spirit brought,

Occasioned by great zeal, and little thought.

^Vhile crowds unlearned, with rude devotion warm,
About the sacred viands, buz and swarm.

The Jly-bloicn text creates a crawling brood,

And turns to maggots what was meant for food.

A thousand daily sects rise up and die,

A thousand more the perished race supply.

So all the use we make of Heaven's discover'd will,

Is not to have it, or to use it ill.'

' Dryden's Religio Laici. V. 405-424.—By way of contrast, not only with
Bishop Beveridge, but even with the Calvinistic Divines above quoted, I will

add a passage from Dr. Milner's Speech, which he introduced almost immediately
after his censure ofmy position, that the Liturgy should accompany the Bible.
*' It is my firm belief, that if Dissenters of all denominations, by no means ex-

cluding Roman Catholics, or the members of our own communion, did but read
and study their Bibles more constantly, and with more devout care and applica-

tion, and with more of a direct view to improve the heart and correct the prac-

tice. Christians of every denomination, without exception, would approach much
nearer to one another than they now do, would actually coincide, or nearly so, in.

most essentials, ifc." Surely, Dr. Milner, with his knowledge of ecclesiastical his-

tory, a knowledge, which he himself proclaimed in his own speech, could not be

ignorant, that even in the essentials of Christianity, very different conclusions

have been drawn from the Bible, and by men, of whom it would be very nnjuit

to say that they had not studied it devoutly. There is, however, one method of

producing uniformity ofsentiment among those, to whom Bibles are distributed,

even if they receive not the Prayer Book, and that is, by the additioo of Tracts,
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VI.

] Iiave thus shoun,, as well from history as from argument, that

the Liturgy is essential to the welfare of the established church
;

and that in propoition, as the former is disregaided, in the

same proportion the latter must be endangered. I have been

the more diffuse on this subject, because among all the writers,

who have engaged in the controversy about the modern Bible So-

ciety, I do not perceive that any one, except myself, has pointed

out the danger arising to the established church, from the practice

of neglecting to give the Prayer Book with the Bible.' 1 have

If for instance, ihey, who withhold the Liturgy, accompany the Bible with Calvi-

nistic Tracts, the Bible in such company, will be uniform in the production of

Calvinism.

' The passage in my Sermon at St. Paul's, relative to this subject, has bcon

already quoted in the fourth section of this pamphlet, and the arliiress to the

Senate contains precisely the same sentiments. Having stated the time of found-

ation and other circumstances relative as well to the ancient as to the modern Bi-

ble Society, I proceeded as foUows :

"The two Societies ap-ee in the very laudable object of distributing Bibles

both at home and abro.id, though the number of Bibles distributed by the latter,

especially abroad, greatly exceeils the number distributed by the former. For

not only are the funds of the latter much superior to those of the former, but

those funds are employed in the distribution of Bibles only, whereas the funds of

the former arc employed partly on Bibles, partly on Prayer-Books, and partly on

Religious Tracts, which are in unison with the doctrine and discipline of tht

Established Church.

" From this short statement, it appears that the former, or the ancient Society,

is not only a PAblc Sodft;/, but likewise (what the otiier is uoO a Church-of-En-

;;7a«fZ Society. With the former it is an invariable rule, in promoting Ciiristian

Knowledge, to keep in view the Doctrines, which the members of the Society

believe and maintain. Especially where the Church of England is established,

they consider it as their duty to promote Chistianity, not under antj form, but

under that particular form, which, above every other, they are pledged to support,

which alone is thciPMu-e of ecclesiastical and even of civil preferment. In con-

formity with that rule, the Society for promotin/>- Christian Knowledge (the

ancient Bible Society) distrii)utes, in its home circulation, as well the Liturgij

as the Bible : far though in the spirit of true Protestantism it acknowledges the

Bible as the only fountain of religious truth, yet it knows, from the experience

of all ages, that the waters of that fountain will be clear or turbid, according to

the channel into which they are drawn. And as the members of the Society

/te/jfrc (tboiigli without reproach to those whose belief is dittercnt) that the doc-

t;ines of the Liturgy arc correctly derived from the Bible, they consider it as
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read again what was written by tlie two principal combatants, Dr.

Wordsworth and ^Ir. Dealtry, and I do not lind any a//uaion to

this danger, though the more I consider it, the more I am con-

vinced of its magnitude. It is true, that the question was agitated

whether religious tracts should accompany the Bible. Rut this

is a question, of very inferior moment to the question, whether the

Liturcfy shall accompany the Bible. The Liturgy is the criterion

of the churchman. The Liturgy, by the law of the land, is the

test by whicli churchmanship is tried. Whoever rejects the Litur-

gy, ceases to be a Churchman. But in respect to tracts, every

man may exercise his own judgment, not only in resjicct to the

choice of them, but in respect to the question, whether he shall

omit them altogether. The^;;7/?z<7;7/ duty of a Churchman is to

provide the \ioov \\\i\i JMhles a)id Prayer Books: the providing

them with Tracts is only a secondary consideration. No harm

can be done by giving the Prayer Book with the Bible : much harm

may be done by giving Tracts with the Bible. On the other hand,

tlicir indispensable duty, to unite the one witli the other. Indeed nniformity of

doctrine can never be produced without an adherence to this rule : for crertj

Christian party either finds, or supposes that it finds, its peculiar doctrines in the

Bible. But thij salutary rule, so necessary to promote uniformity, so desirable

therefore by every true Churchman, cannot be observed by the 7nodern Bible

Society : for such a rule would not only be contrary to its present avowed object,

but absolutely inadmissible from the very Constitution of the Societj'."

I am aware, indeed, that the Christian Observer (under the head of Religious

Intelli<rence for Dccem!)er ISli; has informed his readers that a Noble Earl, to

whom I sent the Address, has confuted it in the following single sentence. " Af-

ter all you have said, I am wliolly unable to see, how the most extensive circula-

tion of the Bible can possibly injure the Church of England." I admit that tlie

Noble Earl did write to me a Letter containing this sentence. But it cannot be

a confxitalion of my Address, for this plain reason, that it is no contradiction of it.

The very Address, of which it is here called a confutation, recommends the circula-

tion of the Bible : for it describes that circulation as a " very /auJnWf object.''

The very Address, therefore, which is thus represented by the Christian Ob-

server, and indeed by other advocates of the modem Society, as inimical to the

circulation of the Scriptures, is itself a proof of its he'wg friendly to that circula-

tion. I am equally with the Noble Earl, and the whole army of my opponents,

who are accustomed to say the very same thing, unable to comprehend how " the

most extensile circulation of the Bible c&n possibly injure tlie Ciiurch of England."

Tlie point, on which I am at issue with them is, whether the Church of England

may not possibly be injured by an EXTENSIVE OJIISSION OF THE LI-

TURCA'.
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much good may be done by the addition of Tracts, if they are

proper/7/ chosen : and I beUeve there is no collection of tracts,

which upon the whole is more entitled to the approbation of the

true Churchman, than the twelve volumes published by the Society

for promoting Christian Knowledge.'

But let us return to the Liturgy, and take a review of the seve-

ral very interesting facts recorded in the preceding section, which

deserve the more attention, as they have a striking similarity to the

events now passing before us. We have seen, that in the tirst place

M'as introduced a system of generalised Protestantism, of Pro-

testantism ill the abstract, or of Protestantism abstracted from all

' This Collection is arranged under the following heads ; Tracts on the Holy

Scriptures, on public and private Devotion, on tlie Catechism, on Confirmation,

on Baptism, on the Holy Communion, on Christian doctrine and practice, on

particular duties, against common vices, on the education and instruction of

children and families, against Popery, against Enthusiasm.—Tracts against En-

thviasm are particularly useful in the present age, whatever opinion may be

formed of this, or that particular Tract. By Enthusiasm is not meant a well-

tempered religious zeal, without which no Clergyman can be extensively nseful.

In religion we should have zeal, and also moderation : we must only endeavour (said

Sir Richard Steele) to keep fire out of the one and frost out of the other. The

advocates of the Bible Society, who certainly avoid the extreme offrost, prefer

the Tracts against Popery, which are very excellent, and very nseful, though

not the only Tracts, of which we stand in need. But there is a peculiar advantage

in quoting the Tracts against Popery, an advantage indeed of a two-fold nature.

For since the Church of Rome admits Tradition to be one source of authority,

and the Bible another source, every true Protestant, when arguing with a Cu^Ao/ic,

must contend for the Bihle alone. And as the very nature of the controversy

between Catholics :ind Protestants excludes all consideration of the Liturgy, the

Tracts against Popery by our most distinguished Divines, will supply passages

in abundance ; where mention is made of the Bible alone, and 710 mention is made

of the Liturgy. Hence the practice of the modern Bible Society is apparmtly

justified by such distinguished names as Tillotson, and Seeker. But would Til-

Jotson and Seeker in a controversy with Dissenters, have approved the distribution

of the Bible alone ? Would they, would especially the latter, who ^vrote Lectures

on tlie Church Catechism, have justified the neglect of giving the Prayer Book

with the Bible ? We have already seen what Bishop Bcveridgc, who was ncontem-

porary of Tillotson, thought on this subject. And Tillotson himself, though bred

among the Puritans, must from his own knowledge of the mischiefs whicli arose

from the neglect of the Liturgy, have been induced to abstain from recommendivg

that neglect. He well knew, that the grand distinction between Protestant

Churchmen and Protestant Dissenters lies in the adoption or rejection of the Lj-

turgy. He knew also, that the overthrow of the Ciiurch, of which he was a wit-

ness, proceeded not from Popish, but Protestant, Dissenters.
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peculiar creeds. This soon became the favorite system of the In-

dt^pendents. And we know that it is a favorite system with the

present advocates of the Bible Society ; for they soar into the

regions of high Protestantism, till the Church of Eng/aiid entirely

disappears. Of the generalising system we have seen another

instance in the famons Protestafion, which the Puritans proposed

to the Episcopalians: for'while the latter supposed that the mem-
bers of the House of Commons were protesting in yi/ror of the

Liturgy, the former, though using the safue words, were protesting

against it. An error, whicli bears some resemblance to it, is very

pievalent in the modern Society, where we find protestations so

Very comprehensive, as not to comprehend the Liturgy, When
the Assemhli/ of Divines was instituted for the express purpose

of advancing the cause of religion, it was honored with the names

of three Bishops, and two Heads of Houses in Cambridge.' These

things are worthy of notice, because it has been said, that the mo-

dem Society can never be injurious to the Church, because several

Bishops and Heads of Houses have joined it. Further, the Assem-

bly ofDivines, when they had formed the resolution of abolishing

the Liturgi/, presented a petition to Parliament, to abolish " the

body and practice of Poperi/" At j^resent also, a Professor of

Divinity is accused of Popery, because he pleads for the Liturgi/.

The Assembly of Divines, even when they set aside the Liturgy,

declared they had no intention to disparage ourfirst Heformers, of

whom they speak in terms of the greatest respect. In like man-

ner, the advocates of the modern Society profess enthusiastic regard

for our Reformers, though they think it unnecessary to distribute

the work, which those Reformers composed. The Assembly of

Divines declared that " the Providence of God called on them for

further Reformation." Whether the modern Society will lead to

further reformation, is now the subject of inquiry. But there

was another feature in the Assembly of Divines, which we may

distinctly perceive in the modern Society. It consisted chiefly of

' I must not, however, nesilcct to mention, that the Margaret Professor was a

member of this Assembly.—The names of the members are all given in tlie Ordi-

nance for its appointment, printed in Scobel's Collection, p. 42. It is remarka-

ble, that no Heads of Houses, and no Professors at Oxford, were enrolled in this

Assembly of Divines.

Vol. L No. I. I
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Calvinists : and tlie Calvinistic Clergy of the Church of England

are generally members of the modern Society, Now a man, who
adopts the doctrines of Calvin, cannot be zealoudy attached to our

English Liturgy. A Calvinist may in many respects have a great

regard for it : but he cannot have much pain in parting with it,

as it abounds with passages so decisive of conditional salvation,

that no ingenuity can torture iheni into the language of absolute

decrees.* Indeed we know that the English Liturgy was so offen-

sive to the Calvinists of Scotland, that the very attempt to introduce

it in that country produced an iiasurrection, which ended with the

solenm League and Covenant, to which the English Calvinists

acceded. And this very Assembly of Divines declared, in the Pre-

face to the Directory, that "the Liturgy used in the Church of

England, notwithstanding all the pains and religious intentions of

the compilers of it, hath proved an offence, not only to many of

the Godly at home, but also to the reformed churches abroad."

Now the foreign churches, which go by the name of " reformed

churches" are Calvinistic, the others being called Lutheran : and

the persons, to whom the term " Godly" is applied, whether in

ancient or in modern times, are easily understood.

Lastly, let us remember, that the language holden by the Calvin-

ists in the reign of Charles the First exactly corresponds with the

language now holden by many of the advocates of the modern So-

ciety. For a more intolerant and more persecutnig spirit was never

witnessed, Uian is frequently displayed in their w ritings and speeches,,

as sufficiently appears from the examples only, which are quoted in

this Inquiry. The only difference is in favor of the ancient orators^

who had the candor to declare their meaning, and to exclaim without

reserve " Take heed of Toleration."

Should it here be asked, whether, arguing from analogy, and the

experience of past ages, I am apprehensive, that the same measure

• When our Liturgy toaches us to pray, that the rest of our life may be pure
andholy so that we may come to eternal joy;—that tlu' ministers of Christ may
so prepare the way, that we may be found acceptable in his si^ht ;—that we may
so pass through things temporal as finally to lose not the things eternal ;—tliat we
may so faithfully serve him in this life, that we fail notfinally to attain his hea'-

venly promises; such and similar expressions it is impossible to reconcile with

Calvin's doctrioe oft alvation, which sntirely excludes conditionality.
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which was finally adopted by the Assembly of Divine*, will be

adopted in the present age, and that a direct attempt \\ ill be made

to abolish the Liturgy by a formal appeal to the Legislature, I would

answer that I do not suspect it. Bat I am not Aviihout apprehen-

sions, that something simi/ar will be attempted. We know that the

Liturgi/, by the laws of this countr}', is the Test of the Churchman
;

and, that a repeal of the Test Act is a thing, which has been

already attempted, and is certainly not abandoned. Since therefore

the indirect mode is the most practicable, we have the most

reason to apprehend it. And here let me ask every cool and impar-

tial observer, whether any thing can be better calculated to prepare

the way for a repeal of the Test Act, than the rapid progress of the

modern Bible Society. In proportion as the Liturgy is disregarded,

in the same proportion must the Test, which in other words is the

Liturgy itself, appear unimportant. Indeed, if the Liturgy is of so

little consequence, as is now represented, the Church Establishment

cannot be worth retaining, for it is the Liturgy, with its nibrics,

whi c constitutes the service oftlie Church. That the Dissenters

should unite under the banners of this modern Societj- is not a mat-

ter of surprise. And, if they unite under its baimers for the very

purpose of obtaining a repeal of the Test Act, no one has a right to

blame them. It is their interest to do so, and, if Churchmen
encourage them, the Dissenters themselves are free from reproach.

But beside the Dissenters, it is well known that a considerable body

of Churchmen are friends to a repeal of the Test Act. And, if

they consider the progiess of this Bible Society, as affording the

means of obtaining their favorite object, they have a two-fold

advantage in view, one of which is the removal of a restriction,

which they consider (whether truly or not) as impolitic and

unjust.

That there are Churchmen and Statesmen, who are not only

desirous that the Test Act should be repealed, but consider the

present progress of the British and Foreign Bible Societv, as the

most effectual means of obtaining that repeal, can hardiv admit a

doubt. The speech of Mr. Whitbread, at the late meeting at Bed-

ford for tlie fonnation of an Auxiliary Society, is so decisive on this

Mibject, that further evidence is superfluous. After dwelling with

pleasure on tlie advantages of having the Bible alone, he said, " he
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lirmly hoped and believed that hi a thiie much shorter than could

have been anticipated, Christians will maintain their Christian

character and profession, without regarding the points of difference

which subsisted among them. The hvanevfrom this time might

be considered as broken dozen ; and it should be his endeavour, to

demolish and prevent the vestige of it from being left." ' Now the

barrier between Churchmen and Dissenters, the barrier interposed

by the law of the land, is the 1 est Act. What therefore can we

conclude, when it is said, that not a vestige of this barrier shall

remain, than, that a repeal of the Test Act is in contemplation ?

And the progress already made toward the effecting of this pur-

pose, by the rapid advance of the Bible Society, (to which we

have had nothing similar, since Peter the Hermit w'ent preaching

the Crusade) was viewed, in such a light, that this barrier even then

was represented as "broken doxcn." And, if it was broken down

by the Auxiliary Society at Bedford, what further havoc must

have been made on this barrier by the Auxiliary Societies, now

established at Colchester, at Ipswich, at Huntingdon, and in the

University of Cambridge

!

I know indeed, that there are otlier Statesmen not inferior in ta-

lent to Mr. Whitbread, who espouse this Society with equal zeal;

and yet, when the repeal of the Test Act is proposed (as Mr. Whit-

bread intimates, and which the Dissenters are really encouraged to

attempt) will think it their duty to oppose that repeal. And, as no

man would designedly encourage what must tend iofacilitate a mea-

sure, which he disapproves, we must conclude that every Statesman,

who is desirous of retaining the Test Act, and yet promotes the

progress of this Society, promotes it without apprehending the inju-

rious effects, to which, if the arguments already used have any vali-

dity, it must ultimately lead. I sincerely lament that I have the

misfortune to differ upon this subject with men of such distinguished

abilities, and such acknowledged integrity, that this difference alone

is sufficient to excite a distrust of my own opinion. But I have

considered the subject in all its bearings, and perhaps with more at-

' I have copied tliis passage from Mr. AVhitbread's Speech, as printed in the

Cambridge Chronicle of December 27, 1811; and, as it was inserted by order of

the Bedford Committee, the Speech so printed may be considered as an official

document.
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teution, than can possibly be besto\ve»l on it by men in high situa-

tions. It is of all subjects, ou \vliich I ever undertook to write, the

most intricate and perplexed. And, though at various times I have

instituted inquiries, which demanded close reasoning and profound

thought, I never entered on a subject, which required so muck pene-

tration, as the present. ]t is a subject of so extraordinary a nature,

that, while orators, whose wisdom never goes beyond the surface

feel competent to decide, there are points in it, which may elude

the discernment of the most sagacious and profound. Nor is it

difficult to assign the reason.

There is nothing, which so prevents men from seeing the daitffer

of an object, as, when in the pursuit of liiat object they are anhna-

ted by religious zeal. With the prospect of extending the utiiverml

church, men find it difficult to contract their views within the limits

of a single church. With the prospect of promulgating the ^ospel

to distant regions, where its light had never shone, they vie\\-, through

a glass inverted, the danger at home. And to the danger, thus di-

minished, they are ready to close their eyes, if the removal of that

danger obscures the glory of the prospect. But if 1 have suc-

ceeded in presenting that danger in its true light, and its natural

magnitude, ^ve have then sufficient guarantee that it will be averted

as zealously, as it has been inadvertently promoted.

If I have succeeded in presenting that danger in its true li^ht and
its natural magnitude, we may then also be assured that every other

Churchman, who is swayed by religious motives, will be ready to

applij the remedy, which shall appear most conducive to its removal.

Their regard for the general good will outweigh the private feelinf^s,

which accompany the acknowledgment of a mistake. They will

recollect that the wisest and best of men are liable to error ; that

they are especially liable in the great and important concerns of re-

ligion; and that there is no subject, in which, from its extreme intri-

cacy, men are so liable to error, as in the present. We have further

assurance in the repeated declarations of distinguished Churchmen,

who have often declared, that they never would encourage the

Society, if they perceived any danger, and who are pledged there-

fore to seek a remedy, when they do perceive it. And those respect-

able Bishops, who have honored die Society with their patronage

and support, to whom no man of common sense would ascribe dis-
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honorable motives, since the higher our rank the more deeply are

we involved in considerations- as well of interest, as of duty, those

respectable Bishops, -vvho, as constituted guardians of the church,

are more than other men responsible for every act, which may en-

dan<^er'\i, will, I am confident, examine, with care and impartiality,

the arguments which are used in this Inquiry, and, if finally they are

of opinion, that danger exists, will suffer neither time to be lost, nor

labor to be spared, in the application of a remedy. Nor is the

responsibility ^nuch less with those, who preside in the two Univer-

sities : for if the Society is attended with evil, it receives a ten-fold

augmentation, by being fixed in a seat of education. If an evil is

great when only local, what must it be, when established in a place,

where the youth of this kingdom will be taught to embrace it,

and to disseminate that evil throughout the British dominions ?

VII.

Having explained what I apprehend to be the chief danger of tlie

modern Bible Society, I ought not to close the Inquiry, without con-

siderinty what remedies may be applied. But before we consider

what mat/ be applied, let us consider what may Jiot be applied,

because the question will be thus reduced to a narrower compass,

and more easily brought to a point.

If the Church is in danger from this Society, the most effectual

remedy, in the opinion of its advocates, is, that Churchmen in general

should become members of it, and thus obtain a preponderance over

the Dissenting Interest. On this account ISIr. Vansittart, in his

Letter above quoted, hopes that the time is not far distant, when the

Society w ill be patronized by the whole episcopal bench. " This"

(says Mr. Vansittart,) " would appear to me the most effectual

remedy for any supposed danger from the dissenting infuence in the

Bible Society ?"—But is it not owing to the dissenting influence,

that, when the Society distributes Bibles at home, those Bibles are

not accompanied with Prayer Books? Are not Prayer Books omitted

for this very reason, that it is a joint concern between Churchmen

and Dissenters ? A religious Society, consisting of Churchmen, has

nothing to prevent it from distributing both Bibles and Prayer

Books. But as soon as the dissenting injluence is mLxed with the
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Church influence, the distribution of the Prayer Book by a Society

io composed is at once prevented. Even therefore, if all the Bishops

and all the Clergy in England and Wales became members of the

Society, it would still remain a Society for Bibles alone. No pre-

ponderance whatever, on the part of the Church, could alter the con-

stitution of the Society. The evil consequences, therefore, of nen;Iect-

iug to give the Prayer Book with the Bible, instead of being dimi-

nished by an accession of Churchmen, are really increased by it. For

every addition of Churchmen is an addition of contributors to the

evil.

If it be said that Churchmen, who become members of this So-

ciety, are not restricted in their individual capacity' to the distribution

of the Bible alone, I answer that the very circumstance of their

joining this Society, though it doe's not ^cixxaWy prevent their procu-

ring Prayer Books else^\here, has a natural and Jiecessary tendency

to diminish, in the opinion of Churchmen themselves, both the impor-

tance of the Liturgy, and the consequent frequency of its distribu-

tion. As this tendency of the Society is very important in its

effects, and yet in general is not perceived, it will be worth our while

to analyse, and examine it in its several relations. 1 would not in-

sist on the additional difficulty, to which men are exposed, when the

Bibles and Prayer Books, which they distribute to the poor, must

be sought in tzco Repositories instead of one, because this additional

difficulty might be overcome by a proportional increase of zeal for

the Book of Common Prayer. But the misfortune is, that as the

ditficulty increases, the inclination to remove it diminishes. When
men are accustomed to procure Bibles from a Society, which fur-

nishes at the same time the Prayer Book, they acquire the habit of

associating the one with the other. But a habit of a contrary de-

scription is acquired by belonging to a Society, which furnishes the

Bible alone. This habit occasions 2iforgetfulness of the Liturgy,

with a consequent indifference to it. And this indifference is increased

by a co-operation with those, who not only ornit the Liturgy, but

reject it altogether. Nor is mere indifference to the Liturgy the

sole effect of this Society. Men are alwtys inclined to justify the

conduct of the Society, of which they are members ; for in so doing

they justify themselves. Hence it is, that the fundamental law of

this Society, the distributing the Bible alone, becomes, even among

Churchmen, in tlie first place a matter of excuse, and gradually a
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m-dtter of approbation, till at length the apology must be made by

those, who contend for its union with the Liturgy. Such is the

consequence of this boasted union between Churchmen and Dissen-

ters. When men of different religious principles are accustomed to -

act in concert, and to act on the principle of one party, that principle

not only becomes the leading principle of the whole body, but gra-

dually approves itself to the whole body. When Churchmen, who
have a Liturgy, and Dissenters who have none, agree in forming a

Society, which by its constitution excludes the distribution of the

Liturgy, the whole Society conforms to the principle of the Dissen-

ters. For, though there is a principle, which is common to them

all as Christians, namely, the distribution of the Bible, yet the prin-

ciple, which is peculiar to the Churchman, is wholly disregarded.

Hence arises that notion of generalised Protestantism, which has

been lately the theme of admiration : and because the Bible onh/ is

therehgiou of the Protestant, they disregard all distinctions, which

separate one class of Protestants from another. In this manner do

Churchmen become advocates of a principle, which, if thei/ had

never belonged to this Bible Society, they would probably have

condemned.

In the [)receding paragraph I have estimated the tendency of

this Bible Society to produce an indifference to the Liturgy,

among Churchmen in general: and I have shown that the bare

connexion with it is sufficient to produce the effect, even M'hfen

imassisted by the operation of other causes. I have taken nothing

for granted, in respect to any peculiar doctrines, which those

Churchmen may espouse, who are the most zealous advocates of

this Society. The argjiunents, which I have here used, have

derived no part of their energy, from the consideration of that bias,

which the principles of Calvinism may give to those Churchmen,
who are members of the Society. I have not argued from the

practice (whether real or imaginary) of Churchmen supplying the

place of the Liturgy with Calvinistic Tracts : though, if it be

true, that, such Tracts (or even verbal Expositions) are commu-
nicated with the Bible, the omission of the Liturgy may be more
easily explained. I have left this consideration to those, whose
connexions may afford them the means of more accurate informa-

tion. I have here appealed to no fact whatever : 1 have deduced

an inference by t!ie sole aid of abstract reasoning.
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But facts may be produced, and facts incontrovertible, whick

put the truth of the inference beyond a doubt. The speeches and

writings, which have been lately given to the public, contain

decisive evidence on this subject : and 1 sincerely rejoice, that my
Address to the Senate has been the means of bringing the Advo-

cates of the Society to a full explanation on this subject. The

tendency of their Society is now apparent. And the means of

averting the danger of it will be the more readily applied, in pro-

portion as that danger is more distinctly perceived. It would be

a waste of time to quote every sentence, in which my objection to

the distribution of the Bible alone or without the Liturgy has

been publicly censured. Quotations have been already given from

the Letter of Mr. Vansittart, and the speeches at Cambridge:

and after such authority, we need not appeal to other Letters, or

other speeches. It is sufficient to say that my objection to the

omission of the Liturgy has been condemned by the advocates of

the Society ; that they have generallif condemned it, wherever the

Address has been noticed ; and that the most distinguished of these

advocates have been the most strenuous in their reproof. The

FACT therefore, that the practice of neglecting to give the Prayer

Book with the Bible, is now justified, and justified by Churchmen

themselves, is established beyond contradiction.

Shall we recommend it therefore to Churchmen to become

members of a Society, which not only has a tendency to bring the

Liturgy into neglect, but \^ hich already, as we know by experience,

produces that effect ? If Churchmen, by becoming members of it,

learn to justify the omission of the Liturgy, it cannot be supposed

that they will correct that omission, by supplying, individually, what

the Society in its corporate capacity withholds. If they learn to

censure the position, that Churchmen should not content themselves

with giving the Bible alone, it would be very extraordinary if they

afterwards conformed to that position. And, since the vindication

of the neglect in question is sanctioned by the authority, not

merely of minor orators, and minor letter-writers (whose number

indeed is now considerable) but of distinguished and exalted cha-

racters, whose opinions must influence the public, it would be a

poor consolation to produce examples of churchmen, \\\\o, though

members of this Society, arc sensible of its defects, and endeavour
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to supply them by their i7idividual exertions. For such example3

Would not only be exceptions to the £fc»e;'o/n//e, but exceptions

to the vittdication of that rule. We must argue, not from single

instances, but from the general character of the Society, and its

general effects.

And what arc those general effects, but to bring into neglect

the bulwark of the established church? When Churchmen and Dis-

senters unite in a society for the distribution of the Bible alone,

even where the Church of England is established, and Churchme
conform to this regulation, because the Dissenters could not other-

wise join with them, they sacrifice their orcn principles to those of

the JDisscntcrs.\—If the operations of the Society were confined to

foreign countries, the objection, which is founded on the omission

of the Liturgy, would at once be removed. The Liturgy of a

jfarticular church has no concern with the distribution of Bibles,

"where that church is jiot established. But where it is established,

we must either preserve the criterion and test of that establish-

ment, or abandon the establishment altogether. W'hen Churchmen

and Dissenters therefore agree to act on a principle, which excludes

that criterion and test, and excludes it where the Church of Etig-

Jand is established, an union of such, parties on such a principle,

must ultimately lead to THE RUIN OF THAT PARTY,
WHICH MAKES THE SACRIFICE.
When Dissenters distribute the Bible alone, they do all that is

requisite on their part. They have no Liturgy to distribute ; and

consequently omit nothing, which either their duty or their interest

requires. But, when Churchmen, who have a Liturgy, neglect

' As far as T can jndfjc, the very reason whicli is assigned for ??o^ giving the

Prayer Book with the IJible, is a reason why Chnnhnien shouUl be careful to

ahstuin from tliat neglect. The more desirous the Dissenters may be, that the

Prayer Book shonhl be omitted, the more desirous should Churchmen be to dis-

tribnte it. Bnt if I understand Dr. Milner rightly, he considers the objection ot

Le Dissenters to tiie Liturgy, as a reason not only why Churchmen may omit the

Liturgy, v.iien they give the Bible, but why they may omit it with safety. For

be says, as the adoption of the Liturgy " is not to be expected while Dissenleis

of several denominations adhere to their present system of ceremonies and church

government, T would not represent the distribution of the Bihle aUme, as a thing

tliat cainiot be done with safrty^ unless accompanied with the Corrective ot a

Prayer Book of the Church of Lngland."
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to distribute it with the Bible, boUi duty and interest are neglected

on their part. They neglect the distribution of the book, which
constitutes the Churchman. They make approaches therefore to

the Conventicle, while the Conventicle makes no approaches to

the Church. Thus the Church is undermined, while the Conven-
ticle remains entire.

So long therefore as the British and Foreign Bible Society

retains its present constitution, I can discover no other remedy for

the evil, which has been the subject of this Inquiry, than, that

Churchmen should rcithdrazc from it, and trarisfer their contribu-

tions and their influence to that true Church of England Society,

the Society for promoting Christian Knowledge.*

VIII.

I know, indeed, that !Mr. Vansittart has prepared against this

proposal so redoubtable a dilemma, that the advocates of the

modern Society regard it as impregnable. If Churchmen with-

draw themselves from the British and Foreign Bible Society, one
of two consequences, says Mr. Vansittart, will inevitably follow.

The Society will either cease to exist ; or, it will be conducted in

* I will here take the opportunity, in reference to the preceding Note, of
exposing one of the many misrepresentations, to whicli my Defence of the Church
has exposed me on every side. One of the Orators at Huntingdon, whose speech
is recorded in the Cambridge Chronicle of Januai-ji»10, 1812, took the liberty of
informing his hearers, that there was an unnatural son of the Church, who did
more than intimate " that the circulation of the pure Word of God without note
or comment endangered her, and that those Sa-iptim-s stoodin need of a COR-
RECTIVE." Of the misrepresentation in the first part of this sentence enough
has been said already. But as the Orator has here ascribed to me a term, which
I Jiave luver used, and I have the charity to suppose that he did it by mistake,
misled perhaps by Dr. Milner's Speech, it is necessarj- for me to declare, not
only that I never applied to the Liturgy the term Corrective, but that I have never
spoken of it in such a manner, as to warrant the conclusion that I cotisider the
Iiturg>- as a Corrective of the Bible. On the contrary, I represented, in that
very Address, which lias been the subject of criticism, the Bible as the Corrective

of the Liturgy, not the Liturgy as a Corrective of the Bible. See the passage
quoted in Note, p. i2n, where I recommend the Liturgj- on the ground that " the
doctrines of the Liturgy ^xft corrccUy derived frovi the Bible."
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future by Dissenters alone. Now I readily admit that from those

premises, one of these two consequences must follow, and there-

fore that no exception can be taken to the dilemma itself. Let us

next attend to the application of it, and begin of course with the

first part of the alternative.

" In the first case (says Mr. VansittartJ you would have crushed

an establishment^ which has done more for the diffusion of Chris-

tianitu, than has been effected in the same space of time in any

age since the Apostolic ; which has in seven years been the means

of preaching the gospel mfifty-four languages. This would indeed

be putting out one of the eyes of Britain.''—Now even were it truCy

that the exertions of this Society in foreign countries w ere entitled

to the panegyric here given them by Mr. Vansittart, I should not

hesitate to declare that if its operations at home produce the mis-

chief, which 1 have been endeavouring to show, that mischief will

not be compensated by a translation of the Bible into iifty-four,

nor ten-times fifty-four foreign languages. That system of univer-

sal philanthropy, whether political or religious, which carries men

so far in their general benevolence, as to find " one of the eyes of

Britain" any where but in Britain itself, must, in spite of that

very patriotism, which Mr. Vansittart himself possesses, lead ulti-

mately to the destruction, both of church and of state. I know,

indeed, that Anacharsis Cloots, one of the instruments of the

French Revolut'wn, used to style himself the Orator of the human

race, and to assert that a true })hilosopher should divest himself

of the prejudices contracted by the accidents of birth and educa-

tion ; that he should love all countries alike ; and be ready there-

fore to sacrifice his own good to the good of mankind. Nor is it

long, since a universal philanthropist in this country asserted, that

a father of a family should love otlier families as much as his own ;

and in consequence of this extensive benevolence, he left his own
family withoutfood or raiment, find when conducted before a magis-

rate, persisted in refusing them relief. But I am not ashamed to

acknowledge that I would rather possess the narrowness of pater-

nal and patriotic aiFection, than the boasted universality, which

extinguishes that affection. 1 would not starve my own children to

feed the children of the stranger, though 1 give to the stranger

t\hat 1 can spaie from my own. Nor w ould 1 endanger the Church,
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to wliich I belong, for the sake of sending Bibles, however nume-

rous, toforeign churches, though 1 would gladly contribute to the

latter, when it qan be done zvith safety to theformer.

Even therefore, if the exertions of the Society in foreign coun-

tries were really as great, as they have been represented, I should

still think, the safety of our own Church required the^^Vs^ consider-

ation. But since those exertions have been represented in such

splendid and dazzling colors, since they have been considered as a

new propagation of the Gospel, and since the various translations,

which this Society is said to have made of the Scriptures, are regard-

ed by its advocates as a venereal of the Pentecost, when the Apostles

were enabled to speak to all nations in their several languages, 1

have thought it proper to inquire into thefoundation of these pre-

tensions, but shall reserve that Inquiry for an Appendix, because my
arguments in the present Inquiry have no dependence whatever on

the truth or falsehood of those pretensions, though I believe that

hundreds and thousands have subscribed to the Society in consequence

of those pretensions. Now it will appear from that Appendix

that the editions of the Scriptures, already printed or caused to be

printed by this Society, in languages, into which they had never been

translated before, so far from amounting to FIFTY-FOUR, which

the ambiguity of Mr. Vansittart's expression, aided by the splendor

of his description, might induce men to suppose, amount to a very

few more than a tenth of that number.' It will further appear,

that among the translations, /loay preparing in India, there are several

in languages, into m hich the Scriptures had been already translated.

It will appear that others had previously issued from the Missionary

press at Serampore, independently of the aid of the Society. It will

Previous to the late meeting at Ipswich for the formation of an Auxiliary Bible

Society, Mr. Clarkson informed the Public, through the channel of the Suffolk

Papers, that the Society had " translated the Scriptures into no less thanforty-three

different languages or dialects." See the Ipswich Journal for November 23, 1811.

But when Mr. Clarkson's letter was re-published in Cambridge, with a superscrip-

tion alluding to my Address to the Senate (see Note, p. 103.) the learned Editor had
the precaution to ar.iend the text of his Autlior by inserting in a bracket [printed

or] before the word " translated." Now it makes a material difference whether neiv

translations are made, or old translations reprinted : otherwise, wc may say with equal

justice, that the King's Printer is " the means of preaching the gospel" as often as

he prints an English Bible. But if this is meant, men should not compare it with
the day of Pentecost.
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also appear that among the European languages, in which they liave

reprinted, or assisted in reprinting the Scriptures, some of them are

spoken in countries, where the Bible is already so common and so

cheap, that to speak of this Society as being " the means ofpreach-

ing the Gospel " in those countries, is really to speak in terms not

suited to the subject. And to speak of Germany as wanting Bibles,

which the foreign Secretary himself has /;i7//^7-^o done : of Germany,

which had printed the Scriptures in Hebrew, in Greek, in Latin,

had in German, before England had printed theii) even in English :

of Germany, the cradle of the Reformation, the birth-place of

Luther, whose translation was partly transfused into our own ; of

Germany, where the Canstein Bible Institution, established a cen-

tury ago, can multiply copies by thousands and tens of thousands ;

of Germany, where every bookseller can furnish German Bibles to

any amount at a price inferior tojmtrteen English pence ; to speak of

such a country as wanting Bibles, is more than could have been

expected, even from the zeal of our present advocates.'

But since it is of no importance to the Inquiry now before us,

whether the exertions of the Society in foreign countries are such,

as have been represented, or not, I shall reserve every thing, which I

have to say on that subject, for an Appendix. At present, let it be

granted that this Society has printed or re-printed the Bible in

tifty-four languages, let it be granted also that these Editions have

been printed by the sole exertions of this society, let it be granted

that none of them would have been printed, if this Society had

not existed, let it be granted, even, that these fifty-four editions

are in languages, in which the Scriptures had never appeared

before, and lastly, let it be granted that the extinction of these

foreign translations wouid be the extinction of " one of the

eyes of Britain," yet, with all these concessions,, it is no neces-

sary consequence, that this eye would be extinguished, if Church-

men adopted the propo!^al, which was made at the end of the

preceding section. For it is not j roj osed that Chuichmen should

' I am aware tliat llifre is noui in tlie press 3 Speech of the foreign Secretary

which I have been desired to sec, and which gives a very different account from all

tliat had been said before. But all the other speeches at Canibiidge, which now have

been printed above a month in tlie Cambridge Ciironicle, and have remained owcwn-

tradicted by the aiitliors ot'theni, niiglit a/fo, at this rate, be nevv-niodelicd in conse-

quence ofmy objections to them. On this suhject 1 shull say more in the Appendix,
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ceaae entirely from the propagation of the Gospel in foreign parts

;

it was only proposed that they should transfer their contributions and

influence. I proposed that they should conti/iue to operate, and

change only the mediian of operation.

But it will be said that the ancient Bible Society has not the

activiti/ of liie modern one. Let this bt admitted. Let the inferio-

rity of its energies be admitted in any proportion you please, yet, if

tliose energies are exerted with safetij to the established church, and

the energies of the modern are not, we had better have security at

home, with diminished energy abroad, than diminish our security at

home, by increasi)ig owv ewtv^y abroad. If Churchmen, by a trans-

fer of their contributions, should not increase the exertions of one

society in the same proportion, as they would diminish the exertions

of the other, the augmentation must at any rate be such, as to re-

connnend it«elf to those, who are attached to the establishment. For

a moderate increase in the influence of a Society, which is calculated

to support the church, must be better than a great increase in the

influence of a Society, which tends to undermine it. Nor should we
forget that there is 07ie respect, in which the ancient Bible Society

is much better calculated to promote Christianity among Heathens,

than the modern Society. For the latter is rather a preparatory

Society : it prepares the way for the exertion of missionaries, by sup-

plying them with Bibles in various languages. But no missionary

can be emploi/cd by the Society ; for the sending of missionaries

would be contrary to its constitution. Now ihe former Society not

only can, but really does employ missionaries for the propagation

of the Gospel, and would increase their numbers, with an augmen-

tation of its funds. I know, indeed, that the advocates of the modern

Society think nothing more is requisite, for conversion to Chris-

tianity, tlian the simple operations of their own body. They
thhik the Bible, when once distributed, whether among Mahome-
tans or Hindoos, whether among Tartars or Chinese, will make its

oa'« waij, without the aid of a missionary, to explain it, and to en-

force its doctrines. But as we have the authority, not only of St.

Paul, but, of our Saviour himself, for believing that a preacher is

requisite for the propagation of the Gospel, we may ventirre at least

to doubt, whether the Bible, zinaccompanicd by a preacher, will be

able, as is imagined, to extirpate, either the Koran or the Chouking,

either the Vedam or the Shaster.
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Let us now examine the other part of Mr. Vansittart's dilemma,

namely, that if the British and Foreign Bible Society is continued

at all, after Churchmen have withdraAvn from it, the honor of

conducting it will be left entirely to the Dissenters. And here,

exclaims Mr. Vansittart, " Shall it be said that the Dissenters

alone have'carried the Word of God to every nation under heavenf
—•Certainly not : nor does it at all follow from my proposal, which

consists not in abstaining from action, but in action through

another medium. Here Mr. Vansittart asks :
" Can the Church

of Eno-land stand so secure upon a narrow and exclusive policy, as

by deserving the blessings, and uniting the prayers of all people,

nations, and languages?" Now to speak of " all people, nations,

and languages," or (in the words of the former quotation) of

" everi/ nation under heaven," as conferring a blessing on the

modern Society, is, really, to speak in terms, withwhich their

exertions, however great, can never be commensurate. And with

respect to the narrow policy of Churchmen and Dissenters acting

in separate Societies for the propagation of the Gospel, I should

think that, if their union (how greatly soever it might raise their

powers of action above the sum of their separate operations) yet

contributed by its operation at home to endanger our own establish-

ment, neither the wishes nor the praises of foreign nations would

be sufficient to avert that danger.

But Mr. Vansittart seems to think that the danger would be in-

creased, if Churchmen now withdrew, and left the Society in

possession of the Dissenters. This is certainly a question of great

importance : for there are many Churchmen, w ho are aware of the

dangers of this Society, and who would not have become members

of it when^rs^ established, yet are of opinion, that it is 7iow the

best policy to join it. Let us consider therefore M'ith attention

what Mr. Vansittart .says on tliis subject. Speaking of the second

part of the alternative he says :
" The dissenting interest making

up for these losses (namely from the secession of the Churchmen)

by more extensive sacrifices, and an increase of zeal and activity,

and availing itself of the assistance of theforeign Societies already

formed, would carry on the Institution in nearly the same manner

as before." Now, in this case, we should have a Society of Dissen-

ters on the one hand, and a Society of Churchmen on the other,
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both endeavoyring to propagate the Gospel, yet acting on tliat

exclusive policy, on which Mr. Vansittart asks \\hether tlie Church

of England can " stand so secure." In the first place, let us

(Examine what accession of strengtii (that is, of political strength,

according to tJie present argument) the Dissenters would derive

from being left in possession of theforeign societies alreadyformed.

I have carefully examined the Reports of the Society, but 1 do

not find that any one of their foreign auxiliary societies (though

Mr. Dealtry also attaches the sajine importance to them') have ever

contributed to the parent Society. On the conti'ary, they are in

tjie habit of receiving contributions : they draw from the parent

Institution a portion of those suppTies, which are afforded by the

auxiliary society at home. Its power, therefore, as a political

engine, is not increased, but diminished J)y the foreign Societies.

And since their attachment depends on the supplies, which they

receive, they would be ready to transfer their allegiance to any

other Societ)', which had equal means of supplying their demands.

Nay, a hundred such Societies might be instantly formed, by only

givmg notice, that such formation woidd be followed by pecuniary

assistance. And with respect to an " increase of zeal and activity"

on the part of the Dissenters, if Churchmen seceded from the So-

ciety, there would be infinitely less to apprehend from it, than from

the present union of Churchmen and Dissenters in the distribution

of Bibles, without the Liturg)-, at home. If Churchmen in

general resolved to act by themselves in the distribution of Bibles

and Prayer Books, and Dissenters fanned another Society for

the distribution of Bibles alone, agreeably to their respective reli-

gious opinions, the t\yo Societies might act, without mutual bitter-

ness, and without an encrodchment on each other's rights. Surely

harmony may be preserved, without requiring that one party shall

sacrifice to the other. Nor can such a sacrifice be necessary, for

the purpose of conducting their operations abroad. The competi-

tion which might ensue, would be a competition for good : and,

as each party would retain the full possession of its ou'n doctrine

ar^d discipline, there would be no drawback on cither side, to in-

' Alluding to the ce,se of a separation on tlie part of Chiirchinen, he says,

the Dissenters " would probably retaiu the co-operation of the continental

Societies."

Vol. I. No, I. K
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terrupt the harmony of their proceedings. I agree with Mr.
Vansittart (and here also with Dr. Milner) that the co-operation of

Churchmen and Dissenters^ " so far as they can conscientiously

co-operate," is the best mode of lessening the evils of dissent.

But when Churchmen and Dissenters co-operate in the omission

of the Liturgy, which is the Bulwark of the Established Church,

it is a co-operation, in which I must declare yb;' myself, that as a

•Churchman^ I cannot conscientioushj join.

And with respect to the danger, for which such union is sup-

posed a remedy, though 1 very clearly perceive that a Society of

Dissenters, professedly formed for the advancement of religion,

may easily become a political engine, yet I cannot subscribe to the

opinion of those, who think that the dissenting interest of the So-

ciety in question will receive the most effectual check from the

presence and co-operation of Churchmen. The most effectual

barrier against the rising power of the Dissenters would be a ge-

neral union of Churchmen with Churchmen, all acting on a com-

mon principle, and that principle, the principle of the Established

Church. But the remedy now applied, in the co-operation of

Churchmen with Dissenters, though it is considered as effectual,'

is really worse than the disease. While it provides against con^

iingent evil, it creates a present one ,• in the hope of preventing

political mischief, it undermines the established religion ; without

receiving the smallest compensation, it surrenders the interest of

the Church, by bringing Churchmen and Dissenters to act upon a

common principle, v hich excludes what is essential to the Church.

Thus the strength of the establishment, instead of being retained

within its own channel, for its own preservation, is not only diverted

to another channel, but turns the current against itself

IX.

If indeed the Society would consent to change its constitution,

to become only a Society for sending Bibles abroad, and leave to

other Societies, whether of Churchmen or of Dissenters, to pro-

vide the poor of this country, eiiher with Bibles and Prayer

Books, or with Bibles alone, according to their respective tenets,

the arguments, which have beeij used in this Inquiry, which apply
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only to its present constitution, and its home department, wonld be

obviated at once, as I have already declared, and already explained in

the last paragraph of the fonrth Section. If the common- prin-

ciple, on which the Society now acts, M'ere so far altered, whether

absolutely or relatively, as to render it equally beneficial to both

parties, the equality, which is observed in the governmetit of the

Society, would become equally ^'fl/r for both parties. If such an

alteration were made in its mode of operation, as to restrict it to

countries where the pre-eminence of our ozen church, which it is

necessary to preserve at home, had no possible concern, such an

alteration would render the connnon principle of action equally

beneficial to both parties, and remove the injurious effects, which

now arise from placing them on the same level in respect to the

government of the Society, while the te?'ms, on which they ac^

are not terms of reciprocity/. In a Society, therefore, composed of

Churchmen and Dissenters for the sole purpose of circulating the

Scriptures in foreign countries, I would readily and heartily par-

take. I know indeed that Dr. Milner, while he held in his hand

my Addiess to the Senate, took the liberty of declaring, " Tlie

principles of the learned author, I say again, * seem to me to have

nothing to do with Dissenters in any concern, which is connected

tvith religion." I am aware, also, that he almost immediately

added in commendation of himself, that he did not " dread the

Dissenters, as if they were infected rcith a CONTAGION." I

am aware, also, that Mr. Dealtry has the same insinuation with

Dr. Milner. For though he neither produced my Address to the

Senate, nor named the Author of it, yet he so clearly alluded

both to the one and to the other, that no one of the whole audi-

ence could be mistaken, in applying his remarks to 7ue, especially,

as among the persons who disapprove of the Society, I was the

9}ili/ one, who was mentioned on that day, and my Address was
the subject of remark from the vert/ opening of their proceedings.

Now, says Mr. Dealtry, " The counsel of those gentlemen who
are hostile to the Bible Society, and who recommend us to desert

* Dr. Milner had previously said, " There appears to me in their minds, a
comer, in which resides a rooted aversion to any connexion in religious con-
cerns with Christians of any denominatiou, if they dissent froia th« c!ttablisb«d

•hurcb,"
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it, appear to me not a little extraordinary. They advise the Dissen-

ters to have their own institution upon a similar basis, but would

keep t/s from the CONTAGION," Here let me appeal to the

public to determine, whether the respectful manner, in which I

spake of the Dissenters, as well in the Sermon at St. Paul's, as in

the Address to the Senate, whether the sentiments of reli^ifious

liberty, which 1 have proclaimed in both, ought not to have secured

me from a term of reproach, which though apparently indirect in

its application, could not fail to be applied to me, could not fail

therefore to excite the indignation of every Dissenter who heard it,

and the indignation of every Dissenter who reads it, as if I

regarded their intercourse as contagious. I leave the public to

determine, w hether I have deserved such treatment from Church-

men and Clergyme)!, who derive both their consequence and their

support from that very establishment, which, whether mistakenly

or not, I was laboring to defend. 1. will leave the public to judge

of the Christian spirit, which animates my opponents, while they

are professing a regard for the propagation of the Gospel. But I

will declare for myself, and declare it both to Dr. Milner and Mr.
Dealtry, that I fear no contagion from the Dissenters. Indeed 1

hiow of none. There are many, and very many among them,

for whom, as individuals, I have the highest respect. I would

associate with them even for religious purposes, as far as my duty

allowed me ; and if I went beyond that line, I am sure the Dis-

senters themselves would not applaud me. And were it necessary,

I could appeal to dissenting families in this town, who themselves

would bear witness, that, so far from dreading a contagion from

their intercourse, I freely communicate the contributions which I

can spare, without the smallest regard to religious distinction. I

hope the reader will pardon this digression on a subject, which is

merely personal ; but as my adversaries have gone out of their way

to asperse my character, I may take the same liberty, in order to

defend it/

* Having once digressed, I will take tlio opportunity of noticing some other

passages in Mr. Dealtry's Speech, which I at tiist intended to pass over, because

his allusions to my Address had been, for the most part, anticipated by other

Speakers and Writers. But as the very circumstance, that an argument has been

Bsed by Mr. Dealtry, is regarded by many as a presumption iu its favor, and thi»
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To retiun however to an Association of Churchmen and Dissen-

ters, for the purpose of distributing Bibles abroad, I again declare,

presumption is heigiitened by the author's confidence in himself, and his contempt

of his adversaries, I will take a cursory view of the passages relating to the pre-

sent subject. Mr. Dealtry asks, " Does the dispersion of the Scriptures tend to

ruin the Church?" This question has been already answered to satiety.—He
observes, " We have retained every syllable of our Liturgy, our Articles and

Homilies." It is true, that the Liturgy is still retained: but if Churchmen justify

the omission oi'it when they distribute Bibles to the poor, and even censure those*

who complain of that omission, they are certainly on the road, which leads to the

rejection of it.—Mr. Dealtry again exclaims, " Rum the church ? Where then is

the discretion of our Archbishops and Bishops, &c. <Sjc. who have sxipported the

Bible Society ? " Now a man may be discreety and yet mistaken. Even Bishopsmzy

sometimes err. And Mr. Dealtry, who is so anxious to be thought a genuine

Protestant, must be careful not to push this argument too far: for whoever makes

a Bishop infallible, adopts a tenet of Popery.— But he considers the distribution

of the a«<Aorised r«-sion by tliis Society as an argument for the security of the

Church ; and asks, in the event of Churchmen withdrawing from it, " what secu-

rity we should then have for the purity of the versions distributed throughout the

United Kingdom?" Now Churchmen would have the same security, as they have

always had, since the Legislature has forbidden the printing of the authorised

tcrsion unaccompanied with a comment, except in the two Universities, and by

the King's Printer : and the Bible Society itself can obtain their copies of it from

no other than these three sources. And with respect to other versions, it is not in

the potver, either of this or of any Society, to prevent their being made and distri-

buted. But the Dissenters in general, if we except only the Socinians (who in

spite of tlie Bible Society have a new vei-sion in extensive circulation) have no

inclination to alter the text of the authorised version. Nor had they in the time of

Charles the First. They are fully satisfied with expounding the present text : and

againstfalse exposition (the danger of which the Society ifsei/ admits by the credit^

which they take for giving it without a comment) they neglect to provide, since

they omit the Liturgy. They neglect therefore to provide for the real danger.

But says Mr. Dealtry, (who spake immediately after Dr. Milner, whose speech

was a comment on my Address) " Let us never forget, that the Scriptures, /or the

distribution of which we are THUS publicly arraigned, are the Word of the most

High." Now under the circumstances already described (and more might be

added in corroboration) Mr. Dealtry himself will not pretend that he meant not

to allude to me. I challenge him therefore, to produce the passage, in which I

have arraigned, either him or any one, for the distribution of the Scriptures. If

Mr. Dealtry examined my Address to ttie Senate, before he ventured to condemn

it, he must have knotcn, that at the very beginning of it I represented the distribu-

tion of the Scriptures 2is a " VERY LAUDABLE OBJECT;" he must have known

that I objected solely to THE OMISSION OF THE LITURGY ; he must have

known therefore, when he declared he was arraigned for the distribution of the

Scriptures, that what he declared was contrary to fact. On the one baud, if h**
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that such an Association would be entitled to the approbation of

every Churchman. On the one hand, the general cause of Chris-

tianity would be promoted, while, on the other hand, our otvn

Church, which tio consideration should induce us to neglect, would

be left uninjured. Here, then is the true line, which should guide

the conduct of the Churchman. He may thus obtain the full

henefit derived from the operations of the Society abroad, and

obtain it zcithout iiijnrt/ at home. Nay, this benefit would be

increased, if the funds of the Society were wholly employed in

the circulation of the Scriptures inforeign parts.

If then a regard for the distribution of the Scriptures is the sole

motive, which induces men to partake of this Society, and it is

their earnest wisli to puisue thut object in such a manner, as to

secure the established church, Avhy, it may be asked, should the

Society refuse to change its constitution, in such a manner, as

would answer both of those purposes, and render unnecessary the

lecession above proposed ? Yet 1 hardly expect, that this change

of constitution will be made. The Society, in its present form,

hiis advantages, which not every member will abandon. Though

fcad 710/ read my Address to the Senate, he took the liberty of laying a very heavy
charge to a Professor of Divinity, at a public meeting within the precincts of his

•\vn University, at a public meeting composed chiefly of youiig wen of that Uni-
»crsity, of young men wlio attend that Professor's Lectures, and of laying this

heavy charge, with the consciousness of having no foundation for it.—If, instead

«f appealing to tlie Achlrcss, or to the Sermon at St. Paul's, from which the senti-

ments in the Address were borrowed, appeal is made to a printed paper, which Dr.
Clarke produced at the public meeting, and of which I acknowledge myself the

author, (see tlie second line ofNote, p. 114. where T alltidc to it) that printed paper
again contains the same sentiments, wiiich had been advanced in the Sci-mon.

The veiy first sentence is, " ^^'hereas it ha« been insinuated tiiat they, who
object to tlie modern Bible Societ;i, object to the distribution of the Bible, it U
necessary to reply, tl.at their objection is NOT to the distribution of the Bible,
BUT to the distribution of the Bible alone." And in order to explain what is

meant by the objection to the distribution of the Bible alone, is added; " If to the

distribution of the Bible, which the two Societies liave in common, were added
the distribution of the Lituigy, which distinguishes the ancient Bible Society, and
distinguishes the Churchman, the chief objection to the modern Bible Society
would be removed." This remark is perfectly consonant with all that has been
«aid in tlie present Inquiry, and shows tliat I have been always consistent in

objecting NOT to the distribution qf the Bible, BUT solely to the omission of the

JLiturgy.
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its splendor is derived from the operations abroad, its influence

depends on the operations at home. It there provides for temporal,

as well as spiritual wants. It gives pozi'er to the dissenter, popula-

ritj/ to the churchman, and interest to the politician, which is

useful at all times, and especially at the approach of a general

election.

Cambridge,

23 January, 1812.





LETTER

TO

JOHN COKER, ESQ.

IN AXSV/ER TO

HIS LETTER TO THE RIGHT HON. N. VANSITTART,

PUBLISHED IN THE OXFORD PAPER.
5*-

DEAR SIR,

I HAVE at all periods of my life had a particular

objection to newspaper controversies; but to a controversyso

amicable as that to which I am invited by your letter—which

not only breathes the spirit of a gentleman, but the kind-

ness of a friend—I cannot object, whatever may be its form.

I consider your letter as a public appeal to the University of

Oxford, against the sentiments expressed in my letter to

Dr. Marsh. That letter was, in the first instance, a mere

private answer to his communication to me of his Address

to the Senate of Cambridge. I expressed myself as a

Churchman writmg to a Churchman, and without a vievsr

to publication. I afterwards published my sentiments under

the sanction of the highest authority in that University, and

I have had the satisfaction of learning that many of the most

distinguished members of both Universities approve of
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thent. But I value both the judgment of our University,

and your private opinion, too highly, not to offer some fur-

ther explanation.

The question between us is not, whether the Dissenters

are, or are not, hostile to the Established Church, but whe-

ther they can acquire any power of injuring it from the ope-

rations of the Bible Society. What are those operations ?

Simply, the distribution of the authorised version of the

Scriptures. How can such a distribution be injurious to the

Church by which that version was made, and which pro-

fesses to rest upon it as the sole foundation of its doctrines

—

that version from which the Church has taken the language

of her Liturgy, and which has been sanctioned from age to

age by the authority#of all our ecclesiastical rulers ? But if

we pertinaciously reject the assistance of the Dissenters in

circulating our Bible, what should hinder every sect from

having not only a Bible Societj/, but a Bible, of its own I

The Unitarians have already their improved Version of the

New Testament.—And who can estimate the extent of mis-

chief, which might arise from such a collision of contending

translations r To the unlearned, the version to which they

are accustomed, stands in the place of an original ; and to

injure their opinion of its authenticity, is to shake their con-

-fidence in the Word of God itself.

We are apt to consider the Dissenters as narrow-minded

and unreasonable ; but while we condemn the prejudices of

other men, let us be on our guard against our oxvn. Let us

forii moment suppose that the Bible Society, instead of

being formed in London, had originated in the northern

metropolis of our LTnited Kingdom, under the patronage of

the Church of Scotland, and that when their Episcopal

brethren had petitioned to unite with them in the gloriou*

work of diffusing the knowledge of their common Sa\-iour,,

the Presbytery had replied by a haughty refusal—Keep
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aloof! your piety, your loariilii)^ ni:iy be equal to ours;

your y.vA nuy he exemplary, your mural.'', irrciiroacliahli*

—

but you Iiave /lo lit if clilcrs ,- you have bishops <iiul <lrti/is :

nay, uiore, you wear iv/ii/r surplices, auti have or<';(uis m
your churches : aiul we hail rallicr llic Scriptures slioiilil ViK

forever unknown, tlian ihsscminaletl l)y such polhitcil hands

in conjin\clit)n witli oius. —Siu li, luy dear Sir, i;; (lie con-

duct vvlucli you woulil rccounncml lo (lie (Munch ol I'^nir-

huiil. Now lar it would conduce lo it:; honor, or its jaib-

vlanlial interests, I leave to yi)ur cool relleclion. IVIy ardent

wish, as I know it is yours, is, that llie (^luncli ol Mnjdand

may be ihe lust ol Christian i !uui:Iie.:, and our tourUry the

first ol nations—not lor the piuposes ol any woiKlly sj)lendor

(vviiatever anihilion ol thai kind 1 luayOinc have hli ), but

as an instrument in ihc haiubi ol Divine I'n^vidence oT ex-

tensive benelit to njankiml : i\\(' Jirsf of cliiiirlics, as the

model of pure Failli ami uufris^^ihil I'icljf to all the kin-

dretis of the worki : iUv firs/ o/'uu/io/is, \\y, the jMiardian and

champion ol Ju.'.tice, Liberty, anil the /rue Riidus ol Man,

These, however, are hiidi considerations, and above the

reach ol human loresighl. To us it bel()ni's to usi" our

reason in seeklujr the most bi-nelii i.il emls by the wisest

•neans, and to leave thtr event wnh huniblc cojilidencc lo

Him who Rules Above.

With respect to the latter [larl of your Idler, I shall only

observe that you ^neatly mistake the views ol tlw liible

iSocicty, il you suppose they condi'inn the UKt; ol notes and

commentaries lor elucidating the S(:rij)lure;. On the con-

trary, one ot our most active members is now publishing

a learned and elaborate commentary u|>on them. And it ii,;

a remarkable lacl, that since the institution of the Itible So-

ciety, the best critical editionvS of the Si:rij)tures, and the- best

commentaries on ihein, have risen in value in this coinury

much beyond their proportion to other books (except uuch
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as derive their chief value from their scarcity), and have

been more frequently reprinted than in the course of a great

number of years preceding. But the Society, as a body,

takes no part in recommending the expositions of any man

or any set of men. Confident that the Bible alone is able

to give wisdom to the simple^ it leaves to the Church, to

every sect, to every individual, the right of selecting and

recommending such further helps as may be necessary for

critical research. In so doing every man will consult his

own judgment, and the authority to which he has been ac-

customed to defer.

I am far, as you well know, from undervaluing the ad-

vantages of learning ; and I should think, that upon the

ground of literary merit, the Bible Society might claim

some countenance in a learned University. We justly

prize the profound erudition and indefatigable diligence of

the compilers of the Polyglot Bible : but what a Polyglot

has the Bible Society produced ! Can it lessen the merit of

such exertions, that they have been applied to living lan-

guages, and to purposes of immediate and important service

to mankind ?

But literary merit is not (except in a very subordinate

degree) the aim of the Society, nor the tribunal of learning

that at which it is to be judged. Its objects are of a higher

order, and far more important to mankind ; and its appeal

is to every Christian heart. It you can point out to me any

means of promoting these great objects as powerfully, as

rapidly, as extensively, without incurring the dangers you

apprehend from the Bible Society, I shall jfeadily concur

with you in adopting such means ; but till you can do so, I

think myself bound to persevere : nor do I believe they

will ever be found except in some plan similar to ours.

For it is not simply to the diffusion of the Bible, but to the

co-operation of all Christians, to diffuse it, and to the effect
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of such a co-operation on our owm. hearts, that I look, not

only for the establishment of Christian Faith, but the

extension oi Christian Chariti/.

I am, &c.

(Signed) N. VANSITTART.

Great George Street,

l2thFek 1812.





SECOND LETTER

TO

THE REV, DR, MARSH,

OCCASIONED BY HIS INQUIRY, &c.

BEAR SIR,

J F I were to leave wholly unnoticed the further

arguments which, since I addressed you on the 4th of De-

cember last, you have urged against the Bible Society in

your Tnquirij, it might appear to proceed, either from some

change in my own sentiments on that subject, or from a

want of attention to yours ; which would be the more un-

becoming on my part, on account of the honorable manner

in which you are pleased to speak of my Letter.

I feel myself bound, therefore, to declare that my opinions

not only remain unaltered, but have even received some con-

firmation from perceiving that all the ingenuity and research

you have employed in attempting to support your objections

to the Society have, so far as I can judge, completely failed

in their effect.

These sentiments I should have communicated to you

sooner, if I had not been desirous of seeing your case com-

plete, and judging whether, in addition to the few observa-

tions I shall think it necessary to make on the Inquiry itself,
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it might not be propeT to add some on theAppendix,bywhich

it is at a future time to be followed.

I conceive, however, that as my object is not to go into

an exact and methodical examination of your allegations in

their order, much less to enter into any of your personal

discussions with your other opponents, but to confine my-

self to a few general heads, there can be no sufficient reason

for further delay. And by so confining myself, I think I

shall be able, in the shortest possible compass, to do full

justice to your arguments, which appear to me to be com-

prised in three points—-

First, That the Bible Society produces a disregard of the

Liturgy.

Secondly, That its foreign operations have been mis-stated

and exaggerated. And,

Thirdly, That its real objects are of a political, and not

a religious nature.

It must, I think, be obvious to whoever reads your In-

quiry, that you have totally changed the ground of objec-

tion on which you rested, in your Address to the Senate of

Cambridge.

In your Address, the objection relied upon was an appre-

hension that, as the power and influence of the Bible Society

increased, other objects hostile to the Church might be as-

sociated with the main object ; and, in answer to that, I

proposed that the friends of the Church should, by joining

the Society, acquire such a preponderating force in it, that

it would be impossible for the Dissenters, should they be

desirous of it, to direct the efforts of the Society to any

other object. But, in the Inquiry, your objection is to the

main and avctuoed oljeet itself, namely, that of the circulation

of the Scriptures unaccompanied by the Liturgy, or by any

other exposition or comment whatever.

Of the first of these objections, which I discussed in my
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former Letter, I shall say nothing at present. With respect

to the latter, I must first observe, that you do the members

of the Church of England, who belong to the Bible Society,

great injustice, if you suspect them of any want of regard to

the Liturgy. We acknowledge its lawful authority, we ve-

nerate its piety, we admire its beauty, we recommend its use

by our example, our influence, and distribution ; we all ad-

here to its forms in the public service of the Church, and

many of us in our own families.

On this point it is easy to have satisfactory proof. Many
of us are also members of the Society for promoting Chris-

tian Knowledge. Let it be examined, whether, in our ap-

plication to that Society for books, there is a smaller pro-

portion of Prayer-books than in those of its other members,

who do not belong to the Bible Society. To the disregard

to the Liturgy^ which you suppose to have been produced

by the Bible Society, if real, the Reports of the Society for

promoting Christian Knowledge must bear conclusive evi-

dence. We shall, in that case, find that during the growth

of the Bible Society, the demand for Prayer-books for dis-

tribution has been gradually lessening. But what is the fact ?

The number of Prayer-books delivered by the Society for

promoting Christian Knowledge, to its members on an ave-

rage of the three years immediately previous to the institu-

tion of the Bible Society (viz. 1802-3-4), was 13,546 ; the

average of the last three years was 19,815, being an inci^ease

of more than one half. I am informed also, that the ordinary

sale of Prayer-books has greatly increased in the same pe-

riod.—So much for the disregard of the Liturgy, produced

by the Bible Society.

But we do not refuse to associate with those who may
object to the Liturgy, for the purpose of diffusing the know-

ledge of those Scriptures, which they, as well as we, ac-

knowledge to be the sole fountains of religious truth.

Vol. L No. L L
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; We venerate the Liturgy, as onr of the most valuabJc

and important of human compositions ; but when attempts

ar^ made to place it on a level with the Bible—to assert

that the Bible cannot safely be circulated without it, we are

obliged to confess, that the difference is no less than

between divine 2:)e}jeclioJi, and human Jrailty.

Such a claim of equality with the Bible, the venerable

and holy men who compiled our Liturgy would have dis-

claimed with horror. There is no point on which they

more firmly Insist than upon the complete and absolute

sufficiency of the Scriptures, in matters of faith : this is

indeed the very basis of the Reformation ; while the au-

thority of the Church in points of doctrine is no less

avowedly the foundadon of Popery.

The danger of the perversion of Scripture, on which

you so much insist, is the very argument used by the

Papists in defence of the denial of the Bible to the laity.

And indeed, to such a length do you carry your argument,*

that I do not know what answer you could give to a Catho.

lie Doctor who should justify the practice of his church

by your authority.

But should we, by adopting the Liturgy as an infallible

exposition of Scripture, gain the point of uniformity of

doctrine? By no means

—

You contend'' that it is i))ipoS'

sible to reconcile the language of the Liturgy with Cal-
vin's doctrine. But other men, whose sincerity, piety,

and learning are indisputable, contend that the Liturgy and

the Articles cannot be understood in any other than a Cal-

vinistic sense. My opinion would be of no weight in de-

ciding such a question between you ; but I should be sorry

not to embrace, as faithful and genuine sons of the Church

» Page .04 and 110. * Page 124, notCi
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to which I belong, many who hold each of these contra-

dictory opinions.

With reference to this point of the sufficiency of Scrip-

ture, I cited the words of Chillingworth, as one of the

ablest advocates of the Protestant cause ; but to Chilling-

worth you think fit to object : and it seems to me unne-

cessary to examine the validity of your objections, because

I can support my argument by an authority from which

you cannot appeal, namely that of the Church of England

itselfy speaking in the Homilies.

*' There is no truth nor doctrine," says the first Homily

(on reading the Scriptures,) " necessary for our justifica-

tion and everlasting salvation, but that is, or may be, drawn

out of that fountain and well of truth.'*

*' If it shall require to teach any truth, or reprove false

doctrine ; to rebuke any vice, to commend any virtue, to

give good counsel, to comfort, or exhort, or to do any

thing requisite for our salvation ; all these things (saith St.

Chrysostom) we may learn plentifully of the Scripture."

" If to know God aright," says the twenty-second

Homily, " be an occasion of evil, then we must needs grant

that the learning and reading of the Holy Scriptures is the

cause of heresy, carnal liberty, and the subversion of good

orders. But the knowledge of God and of ourselves, is

so far from being an occasion of evil, that it is the readiest,

yea, the only means to bridle carnal liberty, and to kill all

our fleshly affections. And the ordinary way to attain this

knowledge, is with diligence to hear and read the Holy

Scriptures. For the whole Scriptures, saith St. Paul, were

given by the inspiration of God. And shall we Christian

men think to learn the knowledge of God and of ourselves

in any earthly man's work or writing, sooner or better than

in the Ploly Scriptures written by the inspiration of the

Holy Ghost ? If we tlesire the knowledge of hcsivenly
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wisdom, why had we rather learn the same of man than ot

God himself, who, as St. James saith, is the Giver of

wisdom ? Yet why will we not learn it at Christ's own

mouth, who promising to be present with the Church to

the world's end, doth perform his promise ; in that he is

not only with us by his grace and tender pity, but also in

this, that he speaketh presently unto us in the Holy

Scriptures, to the great and endless comfort of all them

that have any feeling of God at all in them."

Could the men by whom such passages as these were

written ,have foreseen, that in the Church which they

founded it would be considered as an offence to distribute

the Bible unaccompanied by any human work ?

Could they, humble as they were pious, have been sup-

posed to claim on behalf of their own writings an equality

with those Scriptures by which they were guided, and for

which some of them laid down their lives ?

Yet this claim of equality is all which the members of

the Bible Society, who belong to the Church of England,

deny. They stand on the line of demarcation which sepa-

rates the Papist from the Protestant. They assert the

wide distinction between the authority of an infallible and

of a fallible church—but do they forsake the Church

where the Liturgy is used ? Do they countenance the dis-

regard of it in others ? The very contrary is the fact ; and

on this point they are willing to stake the issue of the

question.

Nor can it be doubted that the association of a large

proportion of Churchmen in the Bible Society, must tend

to render the Dissenters less adverse to the Liturgy. They

must learn to respect what they know to be held in vene-

ration by men whom they esteem.

But in proportion as their good-will to the Liturgy is

now conciliated by the habit of acting in co-operation with
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Churchmen, must any prejudices they may entertain re-

specting it be inflamed by such a secession of the Church-

men from the Society as you recommend.

Nor can I think it clear, that the Society, by such a

secession, would be so reduced in numbers and influence as

to become inconsiderable. The union has been formed,

the machine is organized, and it might continue to work.

The Dissenters, by being left in the sole possession of

the Society, might obtain a large accession of influence

and reputation. The Foreign Societies would, as I have

observed, naturally adhere to them. The efl?brts of these

Societies you value at a very low rate upon this sole

ground, that M:hey have received pecuniary assistance from

the British Society, instead of contributing to it. Suppo-

sing this to be the case with respect to all the Foreign

Societies, it would only follow, that you estimate the

strength of a Society by no other criterion than its pecu-

niary means. You count for nothing the zeal and

activity of these Societies, though you usually represent

the zeal and activity of the Dissenters as sufliciently

formidable. You overlook the gratitude and attachment

of so many individuals, many of whom are in distinguished

stations ; and the approbation and countenance of several

sovereigns. The Emperor of Russia, the late and the

present King of Sweden, and the King of Prussia, have

distinctly expressed their approbation of the proceedings of

the Society. Would you, with the views you entertain of

the spirit and designs of the Dissenters, think it wise or

safe to leave such a correspondence entirely in their hands?

And what opinion do you think would be formed abroad

of the liberality and judgment of the Church of England

in rejecting and renouncing such an instrument of general
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good ? What will be thought even of our present jealous-

ies and disputes ?

But zeal and activity, and attachment, are arms of no

mean power—such as will often supply the place of money,

and such as money cannot always purchase. I hope they

do not belong exclusively to the Dissenters : but it is for

the Church to determine whether she will avail herself

for the noblest purposes of those qualities which they are

admitted to possess, or run the risk of seeing them turned

against her.

I should indeed agree with you in thinking the Dissen-

ters formidable, if their spirit, and the spirit also of the

rulers of the Church, were now such as in the unhappy

times to which you have alluded at so much length.

But I think it altogether unnecessary to discuss the cir-

cumstances which attended the suppression of the Liturgy

in the great rebellion, because they seem to me totally

irrelevant to the present question.

Nothing can be more dissimilar to the state of govern-

ment, and the political constitution of the country in the

reign of Charles the First, than their actual situation. Nor

have the ecclesiastical arrangements and the public opinions

on religious subjects any greater resemblance. Compare

the civil and military establishments, and all the means of

influence possessed by the government at that time, and at

the present. Compare the violent exertions of unsettled

prerogative on the one hand, and the eager claim of unde-

fined privileges and rights on the other, with the orderly

and regular system which has been established since the

Revolution, Compare the harsh exertions of ecclesiastical

authority in the former period, of authority often striving,

by means unjustified by the forms of English law, and still

more repugnant to its spirit, to repress the turbulence and
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ferment of a recent and unsettled reformation of religion,

with the cahn and mild exercise we have seen, for a cen-

tury past, of the clerical jurisdiction, always directed by

law, and guided by moderation; and then say whether

there is now any reason to apprehend the renewal of that

collision and conflict of passions and opinions in which the

constitution of the Church and that of the State alike

were overthrown.

The next subject to be examined is that of the foreign

operations of the Bible Society ; and upon this I began to

hope we were agreed. Its operations abroad^ you say,' are

not only unobjectionable, but highli^ laudable. This praise

is, however, qualified in the very next line in a manner

which, I confess, struck me with some surprize, viz. that

these operations have been described in terms which violate

both truth and c«??i/t>r— surprise, not that you should ir.:ke

such a charge if you think It well founded ; but that you

should make the charge, and reserve the proof of it for an

Appendix, not yet published, after the expiration of nearly

two months. I have waited with some impatience for the

publication of that Appendix, not only from regard to the

character of the Society, but because I know no one who
has described its foreign transactions in terms of higher

commendation than myself : and though the general tone of

the Inquiry, as well as of all our communications, convinces

me that I am not designedly alluded to ; yet I cannot feel

easy under the idea of having, however unintentionally,

fallen under the suspicion of a violation of truth and can-

dor.

After waiting some time in vain for the publication of

ihis appendlxjl satisfied myself, by a careful review of what

I had published, that I had asserted nothing but the truth ;

' Page 101.



168

and how far I have offended against candor I am willing to

leave the public to judge. I have asserted (and this is the

only feet I have asserted on the subject) that the Bible

Society has afforded the means of preaching the Gospel in

Jijty-four languages. In this there is a slight error, but it

is an error of defect The real number (exclusive of the

Ethiopic, which is in a state of preparation) kjijty-eight^' of

*_ Languages or Dialects in which the British and Foreign Bible
Society has been instrumental in diffusing the Holy Scriptures.

English.
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which about t'vcenty-five, and not, as you insinuate,j^w or sir

o?ily,^ are translations into languages in which the Scripture^

have not been published before. I never said that the whole

were translations made for the first time, nor could I be sup-

posed to mean any such thing, as the English authorised

version has always been included in the enumeration. But

1 could not think it necessary to enter into an explanation on

this point, because the history of each of these translations,

and the authorities on which it is founded, are distinctly

detailed in the Reports of the Society. It is also pointed out

with no less exactness in what degree the Society has contri-

buted to every publication of the Scriptures, of which it has

not borne the entire charge. And, after making all these

proper deductions, which are, indeed, necessary to bring the

fact within the bounds of credibility, the exertions of the

Society will still excite just astonishment when compared

not only with those of any other English Society, for there

is no other whose operations can be named in competition

with them, but with the performances of the College de

Propaganda Fide, supported by the united zeal and labors

of the monastic orders, and the unbounded liberality of the

Catholic powers. And it deserves to be further remarked

that though in many Instances, the Society has defrayed only

a part of the expense of publishing a translation, yet that,

in all those cases, the assistance of the Society has been most

important, and. In the greater part of them, represented

as absolutely indispensable to the execution of the work.

*Mahratta. I *Baloch.

*Sinhala Pali,
j *Pushtu.

Total 58, exclusive of the Ethiopic.

The languages marked with an asterisk are those into which the

Scriptures are not known to have been before translated.

' Page 141.
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You seem, Indeed, to consider some of these exertions,

especially with respect to Germany, as superfluous. It is

unnecessary to explain, why, in so extensive a country as

Germany, divided into so many sovereignties, and greatly dif-

fering in the religion and manners of its several parts, the

Bible might be almost unknown in some districts, while, in

others, it v/as cheap and plentiful ; it is sufficient to state,

in general terms, that the Bible has been no where publish-

ed or dispersed by the Society, except where the want of it

has been greatly complained of, and where it iias been

received with the most lively gratitude. The supplications

which preceded the gift, and the thankfulness which follow-

ed it, sufliciently prove its necessity. Your readers might,

indeed, infer the contrary, from your observations respecting

the Canstein Institution ; but such ofthem as are unacquaint-

ed with the Bible Society will be somewhat surprised to find

that the fullest, if not the only, account in English of the

Canstein Institution is to be found in the second report of

the Society ; that the Head of that Institution was in constant

correspondence v/ith them, so long as correspondence could

be maintained with the Continent, and that the Institution

has been employed to a large extent by the Society where-

ever its aid could be available.

That hundreds and thousands have, as you say,' subscribed

to the Society in consequence of its foreign operations (or

as you are plcnsed to call them, pretensions), I firmly believe,

and also that they have conferred an inestimable benefit on

mankind by so doing : and I trust, that not only Ihomands,

but te/is of thousands, will continue to subscribe notwith-

standing the publication of the threatened Append'hv, in

which you have undertaken to j^^^ore those charges which

"xithoitt any iwooj you have now thought proper to allege^

* Page 141.
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I trust that the support of the public will become so exten-

sive and decided as to enable the Society, in the most exact

and extensive sense, to cart^ the Gospel to every nation

imdc7' heaven ; and though these are terms to which you

think ' the exertions of the Society can never be commensu-

rate, I must remind you, that in eight years they have ex-

tended from China to Peru : and from Iceland to the Cape

of Good Hope.

That these exertions can be injurious to the Church of

lEngland, I cannot think so meanly of the Church as to

admit. It would be with the deepest regret that I should

discover that the prosperity of the Church of England was

incompatible with the establishment of the universal Church

of Christ ; because the inevitable result of such a discovery

would be a conviction that the Church of England was not

(as I have always thought it) a genuine and distinguished

portion of that true Church. And you concur so far in the

same opinion as to be willing to permit the existence of the

Bible Society, and even to allow Dissenters to belong to it,

provided its operations are exclusively directed abroad.

I am not surprised that you should resort to this sugges-

tion, which has, indeed, from the first formation ofthe Society,

been the proposal of its enemies ; but you must not expect

lis friends to acquiesce in a proposition which would inevita-

bly occasion its destruction.

In the first place, the funds of the Society depend princi-

pally upon the formation and continuance of Auxiliarv So-

cieties. Now though these Societies cheerfully contribute a

part of their subscriptions for the promotion of the general

plans of the Bible Society, yet their more direct and imme-
diate object is the supply of the local wants of their respec-

tive districts, Tliey are by no means actuated by that spirit

' Page lit.
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of universal philanthropy which you are pleased ' to ridi-

cule (and which, so far as it is affected and hypocritical, well

deserves your ridicule,) but by the maxim of ordinary pru-

dence, to do goodfirst at liome. They would certainly fall

to pieces, if deprived of the means of being locally useful

;

and with them the principal Society would sink. But sup-

posing, that, contrary to all probability, it could continue its

existence, what co-operation could be expected among men
united for a common exertion abroad, upon principles which

implied disunion, jealousy, and enmity at home ? men wh&

would naturally belong to rival and unfriendly Societies in

their respective neighbourhoods, and who would bring into

their common discussions the hostile passions which had ac-

tuated their previous contentions.

How different from the meetings of the Bible Society, in

which the Churchman and Dissenter meet to lay aside their

prejudices, and, forgetting partial distinctions, look only to

the Scriptures, which they alike acknowledge, and the

Saviour whom they equally adore ; and learn to carry away

into the intercourse of life the spirit^ of candor, benevo-

lence, and union! To the diffusion of such a spirit I look

with the sincerest pleasure, and the most anxious expecta-

tion ; and I am persuaded that the extension of the Bible

Society will most effectually promote it.

But there is another Society founded upon the same

principles, and equally entitled to 7ny commendation, and

to your censure—it is the Naval and Military Bible Society.

By the 3d of its Laws and Regulations, it is directed

that " no other books shall be given, or sold at reduced

prices, by this society, than Bibles and New Testaments,

according to the authorised version, without note or com-

rnent" And upon this rule, the committee observe in the

• Page 140.
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Account prefixed to their last Report (1811), "As the

Society engage to distribute only Bibles and Testaments,

according to the authorised version, without note or com-

ment •, it is hoped that this consideration will tend to unite

all good men who regard the interest of true religion, in

supporting an Institution, on the importance of which there

can be no difference of opinion.'* There is no exclusion of

Dissenters from this society, nor even any limitation of the

number of them who may be admitted on the committee

—

so that, on your principles, its constitution is even more

dangerous than that of the British and Foreign Bible

Society ; whose example indeed it holds up as a model for

imitation. *' Let this Society,** says its last Report, " imi-

tate the bright example of the British and Foreign Bible

Society.'*

Yet this Society has existed from the year 1780, without

exciting any of those alarms which immediately arose on

the formation of the British and Foreign Bible Society, and

which you are so zealously endeavouring to propagate.

Can it be so dangerous to distribute the Bible without the

Frayer Book in civil life^ yet perfectly safe to do it through-

out the Navy and Anni/? Can our naval and military

forces be trained without danger in a disregai^d of the

Liturgy y and can you have forgotten, that in the times to

which you are so fond of recurring,' it was zfanatical army

v/hich overturned both the altar and the throne !

The friends of the British and Foreign Society, who

trust in the discretion of the Prelates who support it, and

conclude that an institution, sanctioned by their authority,

cannot be injurious to the Church, might indeed reasonably

believe that it could be in no danger from another Society,

of which the Archbishop of Canterbury was the president,

' Page 117-
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and th^ Bishops of London and Durham vice-pfesidenw.

But you, who know that men may be disct^eet, and yet-.

mistaken, can derive no consolation from such a source

;

but must class those distinguished Prelates among the

BisJiops 'who may sometimes err."^

The same gratuitous supposidon of disregard to the

Liturgy on which you throughout insist, leads to the no

less gratuitous and unfounded supposition of a design to

make the Society an instrument for bringing about a repeal

of the Test Act. The Liturgy (you say ') is the test of a

Churchman ; the Bible Society leads to a disregard of the

Liturgy ; therefor^e, the Bible Society will lead to a repeal

(not of the Liturgy, but) of the Test Act, I shall not

examine the logic of your conclusion^ because I deny your

minor. Instead of leading to a disregard of the Liturgy,.

I have no doubt that among Churchmen the Bible Society

tends to recommend and endear it. It is, I think, impossible

to engage seriously in the concerns of the Society without

imbibing some portion of the spirit by which it is actuated, and

without acquiring a deeper sense of the inestimable value of

the Scriptures, and of their practical and personal importance

to ourselves. We cannot be earnest in recommending the

Bible to others without applying it to our own hearts ; and

we cannot do so without becoming better Churchmen, be-

cause better Christians and better men. We become more^

interested in the Liturgy, because more sensible of the

scriptural foundation on which it rests, and more generally

alive to the feelings of religion, and assiduous in the perfor-

mance of its public duties.

With respect to the Test Act, I do not believe that, in

principle at least, we should differ. There can be no doubt

that the most glorious and happy state of religion upon

• Page 140, note. ' Page V27.
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earth would be that of a community universally agreeing m
the belief and practice of true Christianity, unmixed with

prejudice or error. But this is a state rather to be desired

than hoped, in the present condition of man.

But there is an inferior degree of happiness more within

our prospect, and yet, perhaps, as perfect as human infir-

mity allows us to hope for, wherein, though all differences

of opinion should not be extinguished, yet they may be so

refined from all party prejudices and interested views, so

softened by the spirit of charity and mutual conciliation,

and so controlled by agreement in the leading principles,

and zeal for the general interests of Christianity, that no

sect or persuasion should be tempted to make religion sub-

servient to secular views, or to employ political power to

the prejudice of others.

In such a state of things you will agree with me, that the

Test Act would be unnecessary ; but I will admit to you,

that the present situation of this country is, in my opinion,

very different from that which I have described. I confess,

however, that I believe the Bible Society to have a strong

tendency to produce such a state of things-, and it is one of

the points in which I most admire it. In this way it ma^

become a means of removing the Test Act—not by the

depression of the Church—not by any accession of polidcal

power to the Dissenters—but by burying their differences

in cordial union, and leading both parties to a more sincere

and genuine practice of religion. But in any other way, I

will venture to affirm, that the Bible Society, is as little

likely to lead to a repeal of the Test Act, as to a ref>eal of

the Habeas Corpus Act. Any attempt to convert the

Society to political purposes would certainly be fatal to the

Society itself : and of this all the parties composing it are

equally convinced.

That you should think fit to conclude your Inquiry by
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an insinuation of such purposes, I cannot but regret ; and

you must be sensible that the imputation of unavowed

intentions to an opponent is not only one of the most vulgar,

but one of the most dangerous arts of controversy. Such

imputations are easy to be made, difficult to be refuted, but

almost always may be retorted with effect. If, as you

allege, the Bible Society can provide for temporal, as well

as spiritual wants (which, however, I am sorry, for the

sake of the poor, to say is not the case,.) temporal, as well

as spiritual wants may be provided for, by the profession

of a distinguished zeal for the interests of the Church. If

the Bible Society can give popularitij to the Churchman,

and interest to the politicia?:, the cry that the Church is in

danger, can equally answer both those purposes ; and

nothing has more frequently been found usejul at the ap-

proach of a general election.^

I beg, however, to disclaim the use of all such imputa-

tions otherwise than as specimens of your own mode of

reasoning. I feel their injustice in my own case—I willingly

admit it in yours. I know that / could find readier ways

to distinction and advancement than by crying up the Bible

Society—I with pleasure allow to you far sti'onger and

more honorable claims than that of crying it down,

. But, though I can easily suppose the alarms professed

for the safety of the Church to be sincere and unaffected, I

believe them to be neither justified by argument, nor foun-

ded in reason, nor unattended with injury to the Church

itself. There never was a time when the I^egislature more

carefully guarded, or more liberally promoted, the interests

of the Church. In the greatest pressure of public exertion,

when it would appear hardly justifiable to add any thing to

the expenditure of the nation for any purpose which did

' Page 1.50.
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not arise out of the immediate eidgency of the times, grants

<^ unexampled liberality have been made for the support of

the nadooal religion/

* Gr/inls Jor eccieiiadical Purposes,

CaSAT BHITAITf. IRELANDk

1809. To the Gover-

nors ofQueen Ann's

Bounty,for die aug-

mentation of small

Imngs - - - - ieiOO,000

1810. To the Gover-

norsofQueen Ann's

Bounty - - - - 100,000

1811. To die Cover-

norsofQueenAnn's
Bounty - - - - 100,000

Exclusive ©r the above grams,

three Acts of Parliament

have passed, in the years 1806,

i809, & 1810, for exonerating

livings not exceeding £150 a

year, from the Land Tax,

charge*?, upon themi to the

amount of leSOOO a year.

See 46 G. ill. c. 133. 49
G. III. c. 67. 50 G. III. c.

58.

N. B. No formet parilamehtary

grants of this kind appear to

have been made in Great

Britain.

VOL.L

1809. To the Board of

First Fruits for build-

ing churches and

glebeJiouses - - jf10,000

Irish,

1810. To the same - - 10,000

Irish.

Further grant

to the same - - - 50,000

British.

1811. To the safiie - - 10,000

Irish*

Further grant

to the same « - - 50,00Q

British.

W. IB. From the Union to the

year 1808, the sum of £5000
Irish was annually gtanted to

the Board of First-FVuits. Itl

1808 the grant was mcinwsed.

to rfl 0,000.

No. I. M
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This would of itself go far towards proving, what I

think further observation will confirm, that there is among

us a growing attachment to religion. To no other cause

can I attribute the rapid growth of the Bible Society, which

again, by a reciprocal action of the most beneficial kind,

powerfully, contributes to strengthen and extend this attach-

ment.

Yet I will own that there are possible cases in which I

think danger may arise to the Church-^-one of them

would be, if the abuses of the Church should be con-

founded with its interests. The spirit of the age is liberally

attentive to all fair claims ; but it is an inquisitive and

scrutinizing age, and many circumstances which formerly

attracted little notice, are now drawn into full light. The

returns of the non-resident clergy, for instance, are now
annually printed. If the friends of the Church, instead of

taking the lead in a mild reform of abuses, contend obsti-

nately for their protection, and treat every man as an ene-

my who aims at reform, they will certainly be overpowered

at last, and' the corrective applied by those who will apply

it with no sparing hand.

The voice of the public is now "with the Church—it may,

by a pertinacious resistance to reasonable expectations, be

turned against her.

It may also be turned against her, and with consequences

perhaps, not less alarming, by the display of a distrustful

and repulsive spirit towards those who feel that they- merit

no sentiment of hostility.

The cause of the Church may likewise suffer, in no

inconsiderable degree, from ill-judging advocates. If her

alleged defenders insist on arguments so repugnant to the

common sense and feelings of mankind, that they can only

be supported by treating the clearest and simplest subjects
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as the most intricate and perplexed,' the ridicule which

must attach itself to such arguments, however ingeniously

maintained, cannot fail, in a certain degree, to be reflected

on the Church. For after all that ingenuity and subtlety

can do, the public opinion must at last be decided by the

plain reason of plain men. With such, the appeal is always

to fact and experience. They will not believe it to be an

offence to carry home to the habitations of the poor and

ignorant that Bible alone, which is daily read in the Churchy

as alone containing the xvords oj everlasting life. They will

not believe the members of the Bible Society to be bad

Churchmen (with whatever dexterity you may prove that

they must be so), while they perform, both in the Church

and in society, the offices of good men and good Chris-',

tians.
,

But from the apprehension of all these dangers, the sup-

port which the Bible Society has received from so large a

proportion of the clerical body, in a great degree relieves my

mind. It evinces a liberality of sentiment, and a concilia-

tory disposition, from which the happiest consequences may

be expected. In speaking of this proportion, we must keep

in view the recent establishment of the Society, and the

great numbers both of the clergy and laity who have had

no opportunity of joining it. It is the common practice of

the opponents of the Society to represent all who do not

actually subscribe to it as its adversaries. The fact is, that

great numbers are even ignorant of its existence. I have

repeatedly, among my own acquaintance, met with persons

of rank and education, and of extensive general informa-

tion, who had never heard of such a Society—I do not

recollect to have met with one who, when its object and

operations were, for the lirst time, explained to him, failed

I Pageli;8.
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to express the most decided approbatidn of them—Such sf

the first natural movemem of an unprejudiced mind.

But of those who are acquainted with the Society, great

numbers are withheld from subscribing by motives very

different from disapprobation. It is but too true, that a

large portion of the clergy are in circumstantes which make

even a small subscription a matter of serious concern to

them. Many have for a long time been members of the

Society for promoting Christian Knowledge, and <^annot

conveniently contribute to both Societies. Many are ml-

able to do it to either. The Society for promoting Chris-

tian Knowledge itself, which you uphold as a true Church

of England Society, and which has subsisted more than a

century, would, if examined by the same rule, be likewise

condemned. The number of parishes in England is up-

wards of 1 1 ,000 ;
yet the total number of clergymen be-

longing to that Society is, according to the last Report,

only about 2900.

By the spirit of conciliation which I have mentioned, and

which does so much honor to the clergy of the present day^

another danger is averted from the Church not less consi-

derable than those I have before alluded to—that of a dis-

cordance of sentiment between the clergy and the laity. It

IS natural and proper that the clergy, and especially those in

the most dignified situations, should watch with peculiar

caution any thing which may be supposed to tend to reli-

gious innovation, and it is no less natural that they should

sometimes be suspected of pushing their caution to an ex*-

cess ; and that in times when the public attention is strongly

turned to reform, some collision of opinion should arise be-

tween them and the laity, which may lead to the most dan-

gerous consequences. But the clergy can never more justly

merit, or more surely acquire, the confidence of their flocks

than by keeping pace with, and even taking the lead of them
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m a plan of general conciliation and extensive beneficence—

a plan founded on the surrender of ancient prejudices, and

leading to the establishment of universal concord.

To sav that either the Church or the State is free from

danger, would, in times like the present, be an empty and

presumptuous Doast. The earthquake, by which so many

churches ?v,d so manv states have been shattered into ruin,

still continues to heave the ground ; and it appears evident

that these dreadful convulsions of the moral and political

world are, by the unseen councils of Providence, directed

to bring about some great renovation in the religious state

of man. We cannot doubt indeed that the end is wise and

beneficial, yet it is impossible for us to judge with what de-

^ee of teraporar)^ calamity the means may be attended.

What pait, whether of action or of suffering, we may be

doomed to bear in these awful changes, it is not for human

wisdom to pronounce f and is perhaps kindly hidden in the

darkness of futurity. But I am inclined to indulge in the

more pleasing prospect, and to view the Church of England

-as rising to greater eminence and shining with brighter

lustre.

Amidst public difficulty and private embarrassment, I see

the hand of Charity extended to every species of distress,

with an extent of bounty, not only unknown to former times,

but which would have been incredible to them. I see every

where new institutions forming
;
yet old establishments sup-

ported; and let it be remembered, that in these noble works,

which I trust will rise in remembrance before God on be-

half of this nation, the Dissenters claim their full share with

the Church of England.—I see the ships of Britain no longer

tearing the natives of Africa from their parent soil, but car-

rying to them the arts of civilized life, and the blessings of

the Gospel—I see the Church of England surrounded and

assisted by differing, but respectful, and no loi\ger hostile
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sects, extending the light of truth to the remotest regions of

the earth ; and when to these considerations we add the

wonderful preservation of the independence and constitUf

tion of this nation for so many years of impending danger?

amidst the ruin which has swallowed up all the surrounding

states, may we not indulge the hope that the*religion of this

nation is a portion of that Church, against which the gates

of Hell shall not prevail ; and this country a favored instru>

m'ent of Providence in effecting its most sublime and benefi-

cent designs ?

It is indeed an important crisis for the Church of Eng-

land. Greatness and glory wait on her decision one way

—

I forbear to state the consequences of the contrary decision

which you would recommend ; for I trust the Church has

already decided, and that the triumphs of the Bible Society,

which you already compare to the enthusiasm of the cru-

sades, are but the prelude to more extensive triumphs

;

when this nation shall indeed tale up the cross—to carry

not the sword, but the Saviour, throughout the world, and

when you will be, I trust, not the last to cast away your

linfounded apprehensions, and to hail with unmingled satis?

faction the opening of a new sera of light and truth.

I have been led to trouble you at somewhat greater length

than I intended ; nor should I perhaps have thought it ne-

cessary to offer any thing further to the public on this sub-

ject, had I been aware, when I began to write, that other

answers to your Inquiry were preparing by men much more

competent than myself to enter into all the details connected

with the question ; or if I had seen the observations already

published in one of our ablest periodical works.'

"What effect may be produced on your mind by my argu-

ments, or by those of others, I cannot pretend to foresee ;

* See the British Review, No. V.
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but both for your conviction, and that of the portion of the

pubUc who may still be unconvinced, I principally rely on

that experience of the innocence and the importance of the

Society, which has already acquired so much force, and

which I trust every day will strengthen.

*
I am ever, &c.

(Signed) N. VANSITTART,

Great George Street,

23d March 1813.
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