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THE REVIEWER REVIEWED,

1 am persanded you do the Pope great good servige, and ke would not miss
you for any thing. Boreit Be, Werarer.

There is, to every right minded man, something extremely
unplegsant in feeling obliged even to think unfavorably of any
ons, and inlly of one who claims the office, and exercises,
in en ed sphere, the functions of the christign ministry.
The character of a genileman occupying 2 station &0 high and
a0 responsible, i, Ly general comsent, held sacred, and the
world, corrapt as it may be, is inclined to respect jit. For oo
trifling eause, therefore, should the conduct of such a man he
arraigned hefore the bar of the public; nor for any thing short
of stern necessity should his motives be ealled in question.
And even when drives, by an sbuse of misplaced confidence,
10 an examination and exposure of injustice and wrong dene in
high and holy places, and eom to admit the existence of
something more than the ordisary frailties of human natare, it
is but the discharge of an obvious duty to give o such delin-
guencies the mose favorable construction, end to attribute them
to the least offensive cause.

‘With these sentiments we sat down to the perusal of the work
now before us. We had been informed that Doetor Brownles
had delivered a course of lectures on the stnte of the departed,
and that they were to be published. With this information we
were much gratified ; nm::g?nﬁng'. as we did, from the Doctor’s
station and celebrity, an sble, manly and christian-like exposi-
tion of this al nteresting subject. DBut alas! we soon die-
covered that, in all these respects, we were doomed 1o be sadly
disappointed. The Doctor, we are sorTy to =ay, hws fallen far
below even cur lowest expectations; and in this specimen of
his theological erudition, power of reasoning and rezpect for
thetruth, has given, if we are not egregionsly mistaken, another
and decisive proof, that quackery is sometimes successful in the
attainment of high stetions, even in the church; as’a mora
striking exhibition of boasting pretension and pitiful failure, we
h}ehm;;l seen. e

us di inted, entertaining towards the Doctor the
kindest fuli:?po we ca:tﬁnmnll us for some sdequate cause of
the strange obliquity and melancholy waywardness here dis-

-
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closed ; and we could not but ask for the motives which could
rompt so extraordinary a production. Bome intimated to ws

that this was the Doctor’s usnal menner; that, being of & belli-
gurant nature, his propensities were all pagnacious, and that his
glory was in the field of strife and contention. Others hinted
that the Doctor was ambitious of power; that he had even
dreamed of the * Tiara,” and that notwithstanding his many
and ferce collisions with the Romarists, he was yet fond of
pla{i:f the Paps, and could exercite as lordly & tyranny over
a christian community, as ever the Pope did over the Church
of Rome, But others, more charitably, and as we think, more
eorrectly, suppose that the Doctor, i some of his mighty con-
flicts, bas expetienced a slight m shocls, and iz a Etl'la shat-
tered in his intellect; or, that in the viclence of insatiable
eravings for distinetion, he has

! puten of the inzane roat

‘That takes the reason prisoter.”

That there is somethiag wrong about the head of this smgular
man—and rash, a8 he ig sin , ithere can be no doubt, We
had heard that, in religious matters, the Doctor was t i
be somewhat brainish ; and we are now convinced that he is
really laboring under some eraniological malformation, We
are fully persusded that an examination by the hands of a skil-
ful phrenclogist would discover soine encrmous bumps, and
show the organs gpravitive, combative and blusterative to have
a most extraordinary developement. And to this * Kk
Fpows ' we are to look, it is supposed, for the cause of the
many and abundant out-pourings of rabid polemicks, by which
the Doctor hes o frequently astounded the christion world, and
rendercd his pame famons.

For what, short of absolute dementation, couid have indaced
the Dactor, in the first place, to preach; then nearly a year
afler, to print in a Theological Review,* and agein still later,
to reprint in a weekly religious newspaper.t that strikingly
characieristic compound of pereonal invective, wilful mi
sentation and crazy theology which he has dignified with the
name of a Review of the Rev. Mr. Sherwood's sermon on the
intermediate state? Pray, what has Mr. B. gaid or done? Of
what upardonable offence has he been guilty, thus te excite the
tremendous roarings of this Protestant Bull? We have read
his sermon with eome degree of attention; and although writ-
ten many years ago, and with the freedom of a catechetical lec-
ture for the be of the youtbful members of his parish, and
never designed for the pu{hc eye, it is yet, in our judgment, &
fair sermon, and one, in every way, proper for the cceasion on

*Princeton Review. tChristian Intellipencey, Dee. 1639,
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which it was recently preached. Tt seis forth, ns it seems lo ng,
in plain terms, and in an unebjectionable manner, the true doe-
trine of Scripture, of the Church, and of commen sense, in e
lation to the state of departed souls.

But admitting the sermon to be heteredox in sentiment, and
faulty in style, why should i have so disturbed the amiable
Doctor's placid serenity? For what reason has he been so
especially troubled with it? And for the gratification of what
kind and catholic spirit, has this great man been induced thus
to pour out the vials of his wrath? Yea, admitting, in &l] is
plenitude, the Doctor's pontifical ?mpﬁv& that it is his peculiar
province to tale cogmizance of all erroneous doctrines, and

unish all offenders against orthodoxy ; and further, that he hes
sought on bended knee, and even in more humbles scts of
homage, to avenge some unfortunate suppliant for mercy, yet,
could not the anathema have been pronounced in somew
more gracious terms? Ie it not enough to condemn the heresy,
and burn the heretic, but must the cruel ponishment ba aﬁﬁn-
vated by the harsh language of & vindietive spirit? Alas, 1
how true, sfier all, “the little finger of presbytery ie thicker
than the loins of prelacy,” or even papacy!

Surely, the chivalrons Doctor, verily, “a knight in the eccle-
giastical way,”! must have been ﬂel:plﬁ' impressed with the re-
sponaibility of his high place in the church militant, must have
burned with intense desire for some expleft, must, indeed, have
been ebaolutely longing for adventure, when he made =0 forious
& tilt upon the harmless doctrine of this sermon. But where
there exist strong natursl aberrations of intellect, confirmed I.I
a chronic affection of the brain, things are always seen throug|
o distomed medium. The valorous Doctor doubtless thought the
serraon #a object worthy of his mighty prowess; and he faht
himself called upon to redress this theological grievance, and
chastise with appropriste gallantry and grace the temerky of itz

. author. It is possible too, that, in this adventre, the renowned
koight may have been moved, in some degree, by his benevo-
lent ympathivs for his infortunate Squire, who, in the honora-
ble anxiety to save himeelf, by seeking, with instinctive sagacity,
the shelter of some redoubiable name, personal or corporate, it
matters not, may have been tempted to “play false” with his
master. Ehould there be truth in this suggestion, that worth

emen has done wrong, has indecd been ungrateful; a
is somsciences, we are sure, must drive him on to the stool of
rependance. And we are willing to think that, when he sees
the sad predicament into which he has helped to lead his valiant
nerous protector, he will hasten to disabuse his noble

mind of the pious freud he has practiced upen it Z
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'Bat to the Doctor's contras:—and here, it must not be sap:
posed for & moment, that we intend a discussion with the Doctor
on the snbject of en intermediate state. This in very far from
our intention, and for reasons which, before we are through,
will be sufficiently manifest. Why should it be attempied}
Mr. 8. has placed the doctrine of huis sermon bn the sure and
impregnable basis of reason, revelation and the autherity of the
Church: nor has the Doctor, in the whole of his labored te-
view, adduced any thing to shake, in the slightest degree, one
of his positions.  He has indeed given us an abundance of hard
names, bold nssertion and reckless denunciation; but any
thing like fair, dispassionate and manly argument, we have not
been able to discover.

We have said that the Dactor is against himself We begin
with this conére, fcom personal respect to the Doctor, and for
personal convenience to oarsclves. For, it being seen that the
Duoctor's hands are against himself, there will be less diffieulty
inhshnwi.ug, as well as lesz surprise in finding them agminst
ofhers.

In locking over the Doctor's twelve or fifieen large newspa-
per column review,* a sufficiently respectable article in length,
improved and perfected by all the advantages of as many
of consideration, correction mnd republication, we noticed, az
we thougrht, some rather low personalities—some Littls want of
good temper, kind feeling and gentlomanly courtesy—some
glight indications of vanity—and something like cant, sneering
and biterness: —thus—"Our Rector’—* though mot a Golizh
to encounter”—* Aastening lo teach others before he has himself
studied the topic of discussson’— the guerile and unonswerable
lagic of the Bev, Rector of 8t James'—" tnezcusadle ignorance
of chureh histary'—meagre pleanings™t  Thess, with a stimn-
ble number uf #f ceteras, and a dasling display of the * punc-
tam admirationis” are a few specimens of the dignified men-
ner, graceful dietion, and elegant winiciamye, by which the
learned and sccomplizhed Doctor would forestall the judgment
of his hearers and readers, stifle the voice of {ruth, and excite
odiem ageinst an unoffending christian brother. But s we
cannot suppose that even the Dortor thought that thess rade per-
sonalities could take the place of argument, or in any way serve
the cause of truth, we 4;?:{.:11;1&!: that he :gohmdﬂg them merely as
ornaments—sparkiing 1i e, 10 i this super-slegwnt
and double-refined Review. gWe shall therefore -ukep:]nfu.lﬂ&ﬂ?
notice of them than to set them down as so much against the
Doctor's self, as a courteous and pentlemanly reviewer.

+The Christian Intelligencer edition, the only ons that we have seen.

+Thees, with many other expressions of & like nature, grace the Dostes’s
first No. in the ]ﬂdﬂ!gﬂmr.
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The Doctor commences his review by assuming and declaring,
and this too, in the face of facts to the contrary, that Mr. B. was
the aggressor—was indeed a “challenger”  Now happening,
to Jmow amnei.l.':.:ll:d.tgE of the origin of this sermon, and of the
circumstances under which it was preached and published, we
affirm, and without the fear of contradiction, that the Doctor's
assumption and declaration have not even the semblance of
troth i?:r their support. So fur was Mr. B. from_being the ag-
greseor, it is notorious that he was himself assailed, wantonly,
violently and publicly nssailed. It is indeed possible that the
Doctor may have been deceived in this matter ; but then, if’ s0, we
voust say, willingly, az he held in his hands the proof that what
he had assutned and declared waa not troe.

In hiz further efforts to make Mr. 8. the aggressor, the Doe.
tor asserts—shall we say “ with inexcosable ignomnce?™ O,
no ;—could we bring ourselves to retort upon the Poector his
owa courteous language, it would not meet the point, but with
increditile infatustion; and, as if to make the srange fatus
more apparent, he the assertion, that “Mr. 8. has char,

ws,”the R D), Church, it issu . “am ancient heresy "
his heresy, the Doctor says. in direct and uogualified terms,
“Mr. 8. through inexcusable ignorante of church history, has ac- -
tually c_hmd us as our doctrine” Nor iz Mr, 8. the only
otie who under this terrible denunciation of charging, the'
inexcusnbla ignorance of charch history, this ancient heresy
upon their neighbors.  For, says the Doctor again, * they,” the
high church party, * charge upon uws the guilt of adhering to
an ancient # 0, ye Peavsons and Eﬁggﬂ: Burnets and
Seckars, é:] Horns Homsleyz, ye Seal and Hobarts,
yea, ye Calvins and Campbells, apd ye Wesleys and Clarks,
eome bow your dimimative heads to this mighty censor, this
s6lf constvmted Oracle of the Collegiate . D, Church, and eon-
fems before him your ignorance and folly! But what was that
ancient heresy, at the very thought of which the Doctor is 0
fillad with borror?—All that Mr. 8 says on this subject is in
thesa words,

*There was an ancient which ast forth the docirine that the sonls
of the faithful oo at death i y into heaven, and anter on the fll fro-
ition of their . And it mua be admicted that, with some iety of
form, this doctrine has had its friends ami supporierain diffsrent the
Chureh : nor yet can it be denied, that it hes ita ndvoeates oven at the pressnt
day. It is but justice however, i remark, that between the ancient wod the
modern exhibliione of this doctrine, thare s sametimes found this differerce,

- in tha formey, the dotiring is, for the most part, connegted with a de-
el of tog resurmeciion of the dead, and consequantly of the genara) j
ment; whersas in the Intter, these great christian verities are ¥
:uillni, althadgh it niny be pomewhat difficult to se¢ in what congisis the
walee af the m,ﬂhmmndthmmﬂfthnnwm'm,;m
the reason of the general judgment,”
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But does Doct. B. admit that the docrine of sending saints to
© heaven, at death, isa heresy? Is not this the very dectrine

which throughoot the whole of his laboured review, Dr. B. is en-
deavoring to establish 7 And does he not again and again de-
clare thiz io be the true doctrine ¥ Listen to some few of “hin
profound conelusions.” Having wrested certain portions of
scripture from their trus and obvious meaniog he says®

“Henee deparied souls are now with him [Christ] in heaven,”—"Thare-
forg departed souls of believers do go into heaven and its elernal M—
ummmmn\fd*uudnhmmwuhf.}hunmlh y and
lﬂ.‘:ﬁam of heaven."—"The departed are of course in Aeeves, as certain
an Ll who are nof departed are upon earth. Thers is of course no m
dla place. It is unknown on the of the Holy Bible. They afe afl
either in heswen, oron sarth. every meamber of Christ's family,
when they leave the church below, are [is] received into the family of God
above, in the heaven of heavens.”

Verily, if the doctrine of sending souls, at death, immediately
to heaven, be heresy, “nothing has ever yet existed mgurec.imly
Hke" I:-ewar. dear Doctor, as this your review. But heresy or
mot, where is the evidence of the truth of the Doctor's unguali-
fied, deliberate and repeated amssertion that “Mer. B. hes charged
I'_hiz]mﬁu ug” Dr. B, the R. I). Church, or any sther
individ urm]r? Not a particle exisie.  But will Dr: B. de-
liberately and repeatedly, preach, print, and reprint sucha direct
and unqualified assertion without Has he ot referred
to the very page of Mr, 8.'s sermon for the evidence by which thi=
assertion may be sustained? The Doctor has indeed mmde
such a reforence ; and sorry we are, om it accound, that he has
done s0. We bave given above, every ‘word that Mr. 8. has
said respecting that ancient heresy.  And we wizh that all who
cen lay hands on that sermon, would turn to page the ¥ih, to
which the Doctor has twice referred, and remd for themselves.
It will be found that the Doctor predicated, and largely too, oms
something besides, “inezcusable ignorance,” when he ventured
on guch a reference for the support of thie utterly unfonnded and
cruel assertion. He w:g wall knew, that not one of ten thou-
sand, who had heard, would read the various spolen, writ-
ten, and printed versions of this wicked calumny, would ever
ave the sermon of Mr. 8. to which this falsehood appeals for its
support; or if seeing it, wonld ever take the trouble to examine
it. We howerer have examined carefully the page referred to,
and we defy the power of geniud to drew from thal page, or
any other part of the sermon, the slightest warrant or justf
tion for the Doctor’s broad, ungualified and vepeated assertion.
And as for the appendix written for the uprem;gurpou of far-
ther elucidating the doctrine of the sermon, and defending its
author against the * gross attack,” made upon him, Mr. 8. is se

»&es Chris, Intel., Dec, 2§, 1839, Mo, IIL



