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A THIRD LETTER,

&e.

VICARAGE, BANWELL, SOMERSET.
Jure, 1885,

Rev. and dear Bir,

THE copy of your * Rejoinder” to my Second
Letter to you, which you were so good as to send me,
camo safely to hand two or three days ago after a
circuitons route through Cambridge ; and, as it contains
statements which, I 1hink, call for farther consideration,
I now proceed 1o address a Third Tetter to you for this
purpose. Before, however, 1 notice those statements,
you will probably allow me to offer a few preliminary re-
marks.

Becorioy L
5 : ; h‘

The second paragraph of your “ Rejoinder” tells me
that you “ might have felt astonishment” that statements,
which te yourself had appeared clear in matter and plain
in expression, have seemed to fail of being inielligible ;
and that arguments, which, to your own mind, wera
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decisive of questions, ave niterly powerless in my esteem.
I deem it important here to remark that, as the minds
of men—originally not very dissimilar perhaps in any
respect—are by education or clherwise made greaily to
differ, both &s to the opinions which they entertain, and
the modea which they adopl of considering or express-
ing them ; it need not be maiter of surprise that what -
one man thinks is clear and plain, ancther believes to
be obscure and scarcely inielligible. In many cases in-
deed the same precise force is not attached by all men
to the same words and phrases: and, in wany more, &
slight difference in the mamper of reading a passage
will supply an emphasia, and convey a sense, not intended
by its author. Prejudice exercises some influence with
most men; interest and party feeling, perbaps, much
more than they themselves are aware of. These things,
I believe, attach themselves more or less to the best of
us ; and hence the melancholy truth,—which needs
not, indeed, be eitber concealed or disguized,— that
perfection is no where to he expected on this side of the
grave,

In controversy, particularly on questions relating to .
religion, some imperfections originating in one or more
of these causes may very reasonably be expecied. And,
when the disputanis are not ignorant that this may
happen,—which T trust is the cage with you and me,—
the line of duty seems to be, when misunderstanding
presents itself, kindly to point it out, and to suggest
the true intention of the place so misupderstood,
Had this always been done, my opinion is, many sub-
jects which have gradually grown more and more ob-
senre would long have oessed to be s0; snd much
anfriendly foeling which has occasionally been found
to exist would never have bad a heing. Well informed
men do mot expect perfection in any thing earthly, if we
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except the pure mathematica; and even thess, when
applied to the purpeses of art or eciemce, instantly be-
coms subject to uncertainties not unlike those which are
found to prevail in every thing else.

Revealed religion, from the circumstanca of its coming
to uws neceesarily throngh the onsteady medinm of

-words, cannot but be Liable to wisunderstanding, But,
as it is confessedly a matter of the higheat possible in-
terest, and involves consequences the most tremendous,
it is highly important that we should be cautious as
to how woe recoive i, and make up our minds apon
it ; never forgetting that, as perfection, or, which
is much the same thing, complete unanimity on every
thing connected with it is not to be expected ; it in our
duty as men to be safisfied with the best approximation
which we can make to its great and saving iruths, and
to be thankful for every suggestion afforded by others
which may have the tendency of administering still fur-
ther to our spiritual light and comfort. With these
considerations before us, and remembering the shoriness
and great uneertainty of life, we shall necessarily be
anxious that no time be Jost, and no stombling block
thrown in the way of a brothez, in our endeavours duly to
understand, and duly to propound, every thing connected
with this great question.

The great essentials of religion will, therefore, claim our
first and most careful consideration ; thme of conﬂemeﬂly
inferior moment we may consign to an inferior place in
our regards, This, I think 1 may say, bhas been the
course faken by the most prudent and best experienced
in every age of the world, and in every profession and
relation of life. The Jawyer would justly be deemed &
driveller who neglected the great and important points
in his case, and then endoavoured to gain his cause by
insisling on the smaller and less important ones. The
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‘ same would be true of the physician; and, indeed, of
every one else engaged in any of the pursuits of life.
All these very well know that, should they condescend
to fritter away their-time and atrength on the inferior,
the more obscure, and less profitable, paris of their ave-
cations, life wonld be spent in discussions about trifles,
and in the acquisition of nothing; disputes and dissen.
gion be so multiplied, goed neighbourhood, friendly feel-
ing and co-operation, be 80 extensively destroyed, that,
not only would poverty and rain generally ensue, bat—
what i3 still wormse—nothing buot batile and warfare
would any where exist. In such cases—I fear I may
say with truth—the children of this world bave shewn
themselves generally to be much wiser than the children
of light; and here I do not altogether exempt the partiea
concerned in the present controversy. My reasons will
appear in the sequel.

SEcrion 1L
On the Difficulties of Seripture,

I may now venture (o tonch on one of the most im-
portant sentiments contained in your “ Rejoinder,” one
which T find running throngh most of the writings of
Dissenters of the present day, and not unfrequently urged
in sociely as a governing principle. I must be allowed
also o affirm that, on my views, it lies at the very bot-
tom of Dissent:—that it stands on no good foundation,
and is as fallacious in its character, as it is ruinous in its
tendency. Religion, it is allowed on all hands, is not—
and the same may be said of infidelity—without its
difficulties. Men will differ in their cpinions on some
points connected with it. From page 80 to 34, of
the * Rejoinder,” you dilate greatly on this fact. You
press me with, ¥ Who dv 4o determine this question "
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i e. as to which is the tree form of protestantism. In
page 33, you tell me that Fenelon contended for one
form of christianity, John Gerhard for another, Dr. Muan-
tinghe and Dr. Chalmers for another; and that I, as
strenuously, recommend the Anglican Church as that in
which all others should, for the sake of union and com-
munion, merge. You conelude, * This is the presentation
of grave and painful facts; and it introduces another
question touching the eligibility of ghurch establish-
e .ll

The inference to be dednced from all this seems to
be, that, as good and great men have differed, no man,
10, nor yet any body of men, ought to presume to deter-
mine what the tree and proper form of protestant Christi-
anity is. I think I cannot be mistaken in saying here
that this is the inference intended to be drawn: for you
also tell me (p. 32.) from Mr. Milner, that # Nothing can
justify the civil magistrate in establishing a false religion.
—GGlovernors of states, il they support a false religion,
bave reason to'expect the heavy judgments of God.”
% 8o said the excellent Mr. Milner,” you add, *“resting
his conclusion upon the fact, that the evidemces of the
truth of Christianity are so full and clear, that they can-
not be rejected without great wickedness of heart,”....
“ But,” you go on, * both Mr. Milner and Dr. Lee fail
to tell us by what meens this argument can be made to
work,” 1 cite this at length, in order to shew why 1
have taken the inference just wenticned to be that in-
tended by you. Allow me now to examine this a litde
in detail.

In the prelimivary remarks given above, I have al-
lowed that difficullies exist in every profession and
occupation of life, That of the law, for example—which
consists in duly construing the statules of the realm, in
“duly applying previcusly determined cases, and in giving
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the just influence 1o custom,—haas its difieoltiea, Cases
innumerable arise for which no direct provision has
been made; nok to insist om the ambiguity of statutes,
the manifest absurdity of some, and the entire disagree-
ment and clashing together of others. Physic has its
dificulties likewise. Art too has its difficulties, and
science abounds with them. In these several cases oo,
men are found to differ in opinion; and, in some, to set
up different and rival schools. This, however, generally
happens in physie, the sciences, or the arls: because,
perhaps, men have here o make out more by their indi-
vidual exertions, than they have in the profession of the
law, which presents them with some data to act upon.
The law, therefore, baving written documents en which
to act, will afford the best parallel 1o our case.

Lt us take this, then, and inquire how it ia generslly
dealt with by those whose opinions are entitled to
respect,—and how, to use your phrase, it ia made to work.
Here, then, after due inguiry has been made, awn do
datermine whal the law is; and, what is still more to car
purpose, their fellow-men,~—professional and unprofes-
sional,—are found willing to acquiesce in their deter-
minations. Hemoe, casea inoumersble have been col-
lected and published; and thess are generally appealed
to as decisive on any poink, to which they can be justly
applied. A few on the losing side may, and do, occa-
sionally object; but I know of no instance in which it
has been affirmed, that NO man, and No body of men,
can lay claim to the right of detennining what the law
really is. I may appeal to every lawyer, I believe, in'
practico—no matter how hoisterons he may be in affirm-
ing thai the cage of troe Christianity ought not 1o be
determined,—in support of the sentiment, that no man
in his semses ever yet thought, or dreamt, of mainlaining,
ecither that the law of the land was undetenninable, or




