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UNITARIAN DISCUSSION.

Tars Discussion, which hos excited so mach public interest for some
time back, commenced on Monday, the 14th April, 1834, ot half-
post 10 o'clock. Micmaer. Anpsews, Esq. of Ardoyne, and Cox.
way Ricaarp Dozses, Esq. of Acton, were chairmen on the oceasion.
The following is a statement of the Propositions which constitu.
ted (he Sobject of Discussion on each side, of the Standard of Refer-
ence, and the Roles by which the business wea condocted.

STANDARD OF REFERENCE.

The Ward of God contained im the books of the Oid and New Testament, which are
received into the Authorised Versivn, sdmitting them all to be canonical. The eor-
tectness or incornectness of pamages marked s% spurions in Griesbach's last edition,
anid the translation or signifieation of aoy particnlar words or passages, to be open to
quastion and legitimate eriticiam. The divine authority of Seripture to be admitted on
both siden. And sll quotations to be given in chapter and verse, sccording to the

divisions of the Awtborised Translation in use,

By, J. 8. Porter’s Propositions ; Mr. Bagot's Preposilions :

* 1 There la one self. existent God, e Pather : 1: There is ono God, Jehovah, whe bs God
who isGod along; to the eotirm exclugion of enly, o the eotire exclosion of the alleged
the slisged Froper Dulty of the Werd., godbend af every creature.

2 The Lard Jesus Christ, the Sen of God, is 2. The Lord Jesus Christ, the Medintor, is
{wven in ks highesi capacily, nature, or condi the Word mads Besh, perfoct God and perfect
tion) & Crentnd Being, ing his man dlrig, an the Word, ibe same eter-

wisdom, power, snd suthority frem the Fa. nlty, keowldge, power, anthority, prevogs.
ther ; and Inferior to him In these and all mdmmmm,.nm

ofer attribotes. writh bim in all sttrilates.
REGQULATIONS, £
1. The discussion to on B the 14th of April, snd to continue for
that and the three following duys.

2, 'The discussion o continue for four hours each day :—the time, on the first day,
to be divided into two equal portions, and ench to give & statement and proof of the
afflrmative propositions on his side.

8. It is to be determined, by lot, on the first day of discussion, who is lo open
lhsldl'H'h.+
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4. Oa each of the two Pllowing days, the speakers are to nddress the meeting forty
minutes alternately, & pause of ten minutes being allowed betwoen each address, during
which any question may be asked in explanation of what the last spesker had anid.
The person who closes one day’s discusalon is to commence oo the following.

&. The discussion to be beld in Belfast, in the most snitable place that can be
obtained.

6. Two Chairmen to preside each day. one chasen by each party, with power to puta
peremptory stop to any thing disorderly, and of axcluding from the place of meeting
auy one who transgresses the rules,

7. Each day's meeting to commence at eleven o'clock, except the first, which i to
commence at hall-past ten, toallow the Chairmen to make any necessary explanations ;
and any time lost during aoy day's discussion, to be sdded to the regular period of
closing the business of the day.

8. Admission to be by tickets, for which the sum of 4a. ench shall be charged, and
which shall admit to the entire discussion, In ease of any room remainiog, ticksts
for one duy's discussion, at Vs, 6, ench shall be sold ; buk met before the Saturday
preceding. The motey received to be expindad in defraying tbe neossary expense ;
and, If mot sufficient for that purpose, each shall be liable for ome half the sum
deficient. ,

9. No sigos of approlation or disapprolation to beallowed ; and oo person whatever
o be permitted to address the meeting, except the speakers or the Chairmen, to &
poiat of onder ; and no person to interrupt, io any way, the speakens ; but each mpy
bave a friend to amsist him bn looking for refarences and marking them,

10, Ose Reporter to be emaployed, who shall be admonished snd sepeeted to do
equal jostios to both parties in the disoussion, and his expenses to be defrayed out of
the produce of the sale of tickets. Esch speaker to write out a full report of his own
speeches from the Reporter’s notes ; which, when approved by the other party, shall

" be jointly published ; but peither to bo allowed to introduce any new matier, nor to
suppress wny argument setually sdduced, nor any statement actually advanced ; and
each to consider himeell pledged not to sanclion the publication of a report of any ane
side of the discussivn unaccompanied by the other,

11, On the fourth day of discossion each speaker to make one speech of forty

i P lemyth ; an adj ment for balf an hour then to take place, after which
ench shall be allowed to make & closing speech of one hour, the report of which shall
superside the appendix formerly proposed,

12. The tickets to be equally divided between Mr, Bicor and Mr. PORTER, and
to be sold at the price sbove stated ; each to mecount for the oumber of tickets re-
ceived, but to be at liberty to give away twenty tickets for the entire meeting to his
personal friends.

18, The execution of the abevs arrangements, and of all minor regulations, to be
intrusted to Messrs. Joha Campbell and Jobn Marball, who maey call in a third party,
by mutual agreement, in case of any difference of opinion.

We agres Lo ihe fareguing.

DANIEL BAGOT.
1. SCOTT PORTER.



FIRST DAY.

Me. PORTER.—Lapies axo Genreemen, Tt bos fallen o my
Yot to address you first on this occnsion ; and without any formal
prefuce, I proceed at once to the business which has brought us to.
getber this day.

You are aware that (he present eonlroversy has arisen in conse-
quence of a notice which my reverend opponent caused Lo be inseried
i;l:heﬁ.’h’wﬂem hig of Monday, January 26, 1834 ; which was to
this effect .

Tokorocicat. CONTROYERST.—The Rev. Danlel Bagot, it will be seen, by
an advertisement, has published an abstraet of controversiol sermons, ‘“‘1:2
presched by hira in this town, He bas requested es to puggedt 1o the Un
ringes, that they should publich m similar tract, in ibe same form, comtaising,
concisely, their meots o reply to his abstract. We readily do this; and
we wnrﬂ have .:dﬁ, had Mr. Bagot wot got su soom before t.ge pablie, thet
both tracts should have been stitched together, and sold at a very low pries.
At journalists, we have nothing to do with either party ; but, as we wish that
wuth should predomioate, on whatever side it may be, we would readily com-
cur in any fair proposition which might tend to setile the gresi gquestivos

¥

Having the honour and happiness to be a Minister of the Gospel
of that persuasion to which this invitation was publicly addressed,
it appe to me that I could not, with propriety, omit tnking notice
of the challenge in some way or other. Had I allowed it to pass
disregarded, I should not only have treated with disrespect an inti-
mation proceeding from a gentleman, whose bland deportment and
controversial our I have always most readily acknowledged ;
bat T shoold likewise bave given oceasion to any who might be so
digposed, 1o insinuate that the Unilarion Minisiers of this town—
though eufficiently open and sufficiently esger to propound their
doctrines, when no direct attack upon them was to be apprehended—
shrunk away from avowing and defending their opinions, when they
would necessarily be contrasted with tenets of an o ite description ;
and I bave no doubt whatever, Lbe inference would have Leen drawn,
and pointedly stated, that this reluctance proceeded from & secret
copsciousness thut our principles would not bear the light of open
discussion. T could pot, in conscience and in hosour, give ground
for these suvapicions. Conrinced, us I am most firmly, that the
tenets which 1 have embraced, are the solemn iraths of the Gospel,
firmly built on the solid foundation of Prophets and Apostles, Jesus
Christ himsell being the ehief comer-stone,—1 dare not allow them,
%\Lmy remisaness of indolence on my part, 1o receive a wound,

ia would have been 10 abandon my post in the time of danger—to
turn my back upon the standard olf’ hrist, ut the moment whem
the tide of batile rolled on dirseily agaiost it. Convinced, besides,
o8 T am, by the stady of hi.almg:\md by what little I have learned
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of mental ehanges, that in an enlightened age, and with increasiog
facilides for public instraction, free, open discussion cannot bt con-
duce to the discovery and extension omﬂl, I felt myself bound to
accept the proposal of Mr. Bagot in some form or other; for I can-
not doubt that the meana of religious information are so plentifully
diffused by n benignant Providence, that if men conld only be in-
duced to employ them, the result must be the progress of truth: and
it is =4 o means of rousing men to think, to inquire, to weigh evi.
dence, and judge for themselves, that I deem discussion and contro-
versy mainly veloable,

Baut while, for these reasons, I thoaght myself bound to take some
notica of Mr. Bngol'legmpml, other consiglerations, of ng amall
weight, as they seemed to me, rendered it expedient to accept his
invitation in the precise terms in which it was convayed. lgui I
simply accepted his challenge, and published a pamphlet in reply
to his .bstract, it did appear to me, asit has appeared to all of every
side of the question with whom I bave since conversed, that I should
bave done 8o at a decided disadvantage. For, you most all be per-
fectly aware, that while persons of Unitarian sentiments feel, in gene-
ral, little or no objection to read productions im which their tenets
are impugned, there exists in the minds of a considerable number of
the opposite persuasion a very great reluctance to se tracts in
upmuian to their own views. Had Mr. Bagot, indeed, delayed the
publication of bis tract until it could bave been issned in conjunetion
with a y of the kind @ ed, so that both might bave been
cireul together, and so that every n who obtained the one
mast, of ity, have pr d the other ot the same time, [ should
bare been moet happy to embrace the opportunity of carrying on the
contraveray with one whose temper and candour, as displayed in the
only discoursa I had ever heard him presch, had made opon me s
mosnt favonrable impression. Bat, this opportunity not being allowed
me, I thought it would have been a mere waste of time and trouble
1o Eblhh u separate Lract; which I very well knew would never
make its way intu the bands of those, whose opinions and views I
was, as will readily be conceived, most desirons of combating. Act-
ing under this impression, which every thing that has sinee oecurred
bas only tended to deepen, I published a letter in the Norlhern
hig of Thureday, January 23 ; in which, after stating the reasons
which induced me to decline takimg the step which he soggested, I
went on to say—

if, , Mir. Bagot is desirooa of ciroulating the fuots and erguments,
oo both mides of the questicn, faidy ameng the publie, beth Unitarian aad
Trinitarian,—I, as ao individual, propose to bim twy methods of daing so, either
of which will anewer the purposs.
Imrwﬂjtp]nh}dllmﬁunf%lmﬂuﬂm&heolﬂu?ﬁuﬂ;,

i i Christian ; inserting, at the sama



Mr. Bagot declined nssenling 1o my firsl proposal,—1ihe publica.
tion of & series of essays in the Bibls Christion; but gccepted my
second,—g viva voee debate: and terms and preliminaries having been
subsequently settled, we nppear before you this day, to urge the
leading nrguments for our respective views of the Christinn Doctrine.
And I can safely say, for myself, that while I come forward with a
hearifelt sense, both of the treth and the importance of that dactrine
which I stand here this day to advocate,—I come forward, likewise,
with perfect charity, may, wilh real cordiality, not only for the bulk
of those persons who differ from my views, but for my reverend oﬁ

t in+particular ; and giviog him entire eredit for the same feel.
ings that actuate myself, I shall endeuvour, and I hope successfully,
to avoid expression that eould possibly give bim offence, or
sound vnkindly in his esrs. Tt is needless to say, that I shall en.
deavour to discusa the serious and important question on which we
are at issue, with calmness and seriousness of mind. I shall oot
certainly consider myself precloded from expressing warmly, what I
fenl strongly, res%ee(\ng e unscriptural character and tendency of
the doctrine which I impogn ; for I will not sacrifice my paramount
regard to the interests of divine truth out of deference to him, or aft
fected complaisance to any one. But ridicule, misrepresentstion,
and invective, I shall studiously nvoid. The robject is too weighty
1o be made the pronndwork of & jest, even when it is most complete‘ljy
misunderstood ; and the religious convictions of an honest mind,
even when most erroneous, are with me a matter too sacred to be
treated with levity.

After these introductory remarks, I proceed to make my ohser-
vations upon the Standard of Reference and upon the Propositions,
which you will find given at large in the handbill, that has been
widely circalated.

You will observe, that we have agreed to argue on the basis of
the “ Werd of God, contained in the Scriptures of the Old and New
Tastaments, which ave received Into the Authorised Fersion, admitling
them all to be eanonical” In the propriety of adopting this stand-
ard, Ibeg it may be distincily onderstood by all persons and par.
ties, that I do most entirely and eordially comcur.  Indeed no Uni-
tarion could consistently or eomscientiously argue the question upon
aay other basis. Let it be understood wllh'ﬁe same distincimess,
that if I had ppesumed to defend our eommon doctrines with any
other weapons, my fellow Unilarians would have disowned my proce.
dure, and exclaimed against me, a8 goilty of betraying the d
cause which I have undertaken to maintain, into the bands of the
opponents. For it is on Scriptaral grounds that we have embraced
our characteriatic doetrine. ‘e are Unitarions solely and simpl
because we can find no doctrine but Unilarianism in the Bible ; whk:{n
i our rule of faith and only aceredited standard. So far from re.
jecling .the testimony of divine revelntion on this or any subject, we
bow to it wilh entire reverence; and are ready at any moment to
repudiale our present views, if they can be shown to be inconsiatent
with the divine record. Nor was there ever a more unfounded aecu-
sation, than that which was frequently preferred against us in former
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tiines,—and is sometimes even yel coverlly insinualed ,—thal wennder-
value the weight, or despise the authority of the Bacred Volume. Wea
rank it in our estimation far above the imaginotions of the homan
undersianding, whether as floating idle in the careless mind, or ns
embodied in creeda and artieles and doctrinal liturgies of buman
device, Nor have any wrilers been more successful in vindicaling
revelation from the objections, and deflending it against the assaulis
of jnfidels, than those of the Unitarisn school : witness the venerable
names of Larpser and of PriesTieY ; not to mention many others,
of great and deserved though inferior celebrity.

Again. M{ reverend antagonist and myself have agreed to avail
ourselves of all the aid that can be furnished,to us, by *legitimate
eriticiom.”  Crittcism is the art or science which teaches how an
suthor’s real meaning mey be gathered from the expressions which
be employs. Theterm, therefore, though barsh to the ears of many,
ns conveying the notion of too close an approach to the employment
of human reason, denotes nothing but that which most be employed
by any person who, in any way whateoever, sitempls to understand
the Bucred Writings. * Legitimale criticiem is eriticism of a fair
and iawful kind ;: not rash, nor fanciful, nor arbitrary ; but bnsed on
sound principles, and condacted with caution and circumspection.
Sarely the man who refluses |o investigate the meaning of the Word
of God in this manner, is unworlhy of the treasures of groce and wis-
dom which they contain. We may salely pronounce, that unless it
Le by accident, he never will sttain to them, P

1t will bein the recollection of such among yon as paid af
tion to the newﬁoper correspondence which took place between Mr.
Bagot and myself, before preliminaries were finally aggeed on, pre-
vious to the present discussion, that, in one of his letiers, he stated
that the only standard on which he proposed to carry on the discas.
wion, is '* the Authorised Version of the Scriptures, admitting the genu-
ineness, authenticity, and diving authority of all and every part of the
books ; aliowing, however, criticisms upon the phraseology, comsidered
as a translation of @ book compiled from the bestmanvacripts.” And
he made it a condition that I should publicly state, before any far-
ther arrapgements were made, * whether any parliculor paesages, and
what, wers excepled by me from (he above deseription.”” ¥ou will re.
collect that I demarred 1o the first part of this xropuitincn; i e the.
admission of the genuineness, authenticity, and divipe authority of
all and every part of the books contained in the Avthorised Version.
1 did so under an imperious sense of duty; and I am satisfied there
is not aregularly educated clergyman, of any sect or church in Chris-
tendom, who would not have refused to ma{a the admission thus re.
quired of me. For common purposes, ihe Authorised Version serves
well enongh. 1 am not acquainied with any version of the Serip-
tures, in any langoage, which does not contain enough of the divine
apirit of the original, 10 make the doeile reader wise unto ealvation ;
and for this reason, and because it is the (ranslation to which our
ears have been accustomed from childhood, and with which our reli-
gious impressions are most sirongly associated, I am in the habit of
uging the Aulborised Version in public; and generally, but not ex-



