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UNITARIAN DISCUSSION.

Tris Discosaion, which has exeited sc much pahlic intereat for some
time back, commenced on Mondey, the 14th April, 1834, at helf-
past 10 o'clock. Micnaen Awnrews, Esq. of Ardoyoe, and Con-
way Rscaann Dosss, Ezq. of Acton, were Chairmes on the occasion.
. The following is o statement of - the Propositions which constita-
ted the Subject of Discuesion on each aide, of the Standard of Refer-
ence, and the Rulea by which the business was conduneted. i

STANDARD OF REFERENCE.

The Word of Qod contained in the books of the Old and New Testament,
wiieh are repaived into the Authorised Version, admitting them all to be cino-
nical. The corractoes of iocottactues of passages marked as spurioos Lu Gries-
hach's last edition, and the translation or signlficntion of any particular words
or pasages, to be open to guestion and legitimate critigism. The divioe ag-
therity of Scriptore to be admitted on both sides. And all gootations to ba
given in chapter mod vorse, necording to the dirisions of the Authorised Trans-

Iation in comtmon Ose.

Mvr, 7. 8. Porter's Propositions
L There is cona aalfcaxivient God, the Fa-
ther: who is God akme ; 1o Ibe sntire excln-
abnn of the allegel Proper Deily of e Word,

2. The Lord Jewas Christ, the Son of God,
ia feven-in bis bighest capeelty, pature, oreon-
dition) & Crented Baing, deriving hin exlsi-
wnea, window, power, and autharity from fha
Fuiber; and inferior to him in these and all
nther gitribitos,

L

#r, Bagol's Propositions :

1. There is cnp God, Jeborah, who is God
ouly, to the sotire sxcioion of the aibeged
gndivead of e¥ery cremture.

2, The Lord Jesna Christ, the Madistor, ks
It Word riase fleah, petfecl God and perfrct
man; posstssing, as the Word, the sume ster-
nity, knwwledgs, power, antherily, prerogs-
tives, and godhesd with the Faibar, and ons
with him in all pitrdbutes.

REGULATIONS.

1. The discomioii to commence on Mownay, the 14th of April, and to con-
tinue for that and the thres following days.

2. The discussion o continoe for four bours each day :—the time, oa the first
day, to bs divided into two equal portioms, and each (o give & statement and
proof of the afirmative propositions on his side.

3. Itin to be detarmined, by lot, on the first day of discussion, who i to open

the debate.
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4. On each of the two following days, the spoakers are 10 nddrems the meet-
ing forty minutes alteroately, & pause of ten mioutes belng allowed between
each address, during which koy question may be asked in explanation of what

the last speaker bad said. The pevson who closss ops day’s discomion in to
commencs on the following.

5. Thediuuﬂpnu b4 Bold ks Belfiat, in the mont nritable place that can
be obtained.

6. Two Chaicmen to preside eanh dq,mn chosen by sach party, with power
to pot 4 peremptory stop to any thing diserderly, and of excluding from the
place of mesting any one who transgresses the rulss.

7. Each day’s mesfing to enmmencs st eleven o*clock, except the first, which
‘in to commence at half past tep, to allow the Chairmen {0 make any necessary
explanations; and any time loat doring any day’s diseussion, to be addad to
the regnlar paried of closing the burineas of the day.

8. Adwminsion 1o be by ticketa, for which the som of ds. ﬂn'h ahall H mﬁ,
and which shall edmit te ibe entire discumion. Io cise of amy room remain-’
ing, tickets for ons Huy's discistion, at 14. 6d. sach, whafl be sold; but not
befure ihe Saturdiy prevefing. The movey tectived to e utpmduﬂ to defray-
ing the.neocssry ¥Xpense; 1od, H# Aot saficaut fiv.thed putiole, M shall be
liable for one badf tha sem deBeiont,

8. No signs of approbation or Zisapprobation 1o be aliowed; and no person
whatever to be permitted io addrms the mesting; exeepd the speakers or the
Cheirmen, to s polot of order; and no person to interrept, in any way, tha
sponkers; Wt each mar mrd o fisad to awbit bim in lookiog for veferences
=nd marking themm. '

10. Dpe Reporter to be lmp]ay\mi, who shall be sdmpnished and expeotad
to do equzl justice to bolh parties in .the disoossicp, and hits expensas to be
defrayed out of the produee of the mle of tickets. Each speaker to write out &
fall report of his own speeches from the Reporierta notes; which, when gpproved
by The dther party, shall be joincly poblished; bot neither fo bo allowed to
Introdnce any mew matier, nor (o suppress any mrgoment setoally sddoced,
nor any statement sclually sévanced; aud sash to sewsider hlmsslf pleiged
not 10 sanotion the publication of @ report of sny one wide of the discapsign
unascompanied by the ather,

11. Oa the foarth day of disenssion stch spsaler to make one speach of forfy
minutes’ length; in adjournment for half an hoor then to take placs, afler
which each shall be allowed to zake a closing speech of cae kour, the. report.
of whieh aball supsrsede the appendix formeriy propessd.

12, The tickets to ba squally dirided batween Mr. Bacor and Mr. Ponran,
and to be sald at the prico sbave atated; sach to sscount for the zumber of
tickets recelved, but to be at lberty o give awny twenty tickets for the eptire
menting to his persopal frienda.

13. The execation of the ahove arravgements, and of all minor regulntions,
to be ivtrorted to Meowrs, Jobn Campbell and John Marshall, who may eall
in a thied phriy, by mutoal agresment, in cuse of sy difflerance of epinica,

We agree to the forepaing,
. DANIEL BAGOT.
J. BCOTT PORTER.



FIRST DAY.

Mz. PORTER,—Liniea axp GENTLEMEN, It has fallen to my
lot to address you fizst on this occasion; and without mny formal
preface, I procced at once to the business which bes brought us to-
gether this day. | ;3

Yoy are aware that the present controversy Liae arisen in conse-
quence of a notice which mly reverend opponent consed to be inserted
in the Northers Whig of Monday, Janoary 20, 1834 ; which was to
this effect :

TarorLosrcst Conrzovensy.—The Rev, aoiel Bagot, it will ba seen, by
an adrertiserment, has published an abstruct of controvenial sermouns, lately
preachod by him in this iown. He hes requestad us o seggest to the Unita-
yizns, that thoy should poblish & similar tract, e the same form nunhinin,s
cenvisely, thelr angoments in reply to his abstract, We readil, do thin; amn
wo would heve addad, bad Mz, Bagot not got a0 seon hefore the public, that
both traets shoold buve bere stitched togother, and sold at & veory low price.
As jonrnalista, we have nothing to do with eithor party; but, 42 we wish that
troth shonld preduminate, on whalever sids it may be, we wonld readily con-
eor in any falr proposition which might tend to settle the grest guestions at
JLITS

Heving the honour and happiness to be a Minister of the Gospel
of that persussion {o which this invitation wae publicly addressed,
it appearad to me that [ could not, with propriety, omit taking notice
of the challenge in some way or other.  Had 1 allowed it to pass
disregarded, T should oot only have treated with digrespect sa inti-
mation proceeding from & gentleman, whose bland deportment and
controversial candour I have always most readily acknowledged ;
bot I shonld Likewise have given occesion to any who might be so
disposed, 1o insinuate that the Duitarian Ministem of this town—
though sufiiciently open and suiiciently eager to propound their
doctrines, when no direct attack upon them was to be apprehended—
shropk awsy from avewing and defending their opinione, when they
would necessarily be contrasted with teneta of sn opposite desesiption;
aod I bave po doubt whatever, the inference would bave been drawn,
and pointedly stated, that this reluctance proceeded from a secret
conscioustens that oor principles would not bear the light of open
discussion. I could not, in conscience and in houour, give grouad
for these sugpicions. Convinced, as | am most Grmly, thet the
ienets which I have embraced, are the sclemn truths of the Gospel,
firmly boilt on the solid foundation of Prophets end Apostles, Jesns
Christ himsell’ being 078 chiel corner-stone,—I dars pot allow them,
by any remisaness or indolence on my pact, 1o receive a wound,
This would have been to abandon my post in the time of danger—to
turn my back upon the standard of Christ, at the moment when
the tide of battle rolled on directly ageiost it. Conovinced, besides,
@i I am, by the study of hiut.ury.An.n by what little T have learned
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. of mental changes, that in en enlightened age, and with incressing
facilities for fub]ic instruction, free, open discmesion cannot but con-
duce to the discovery and extension of trath, T felt myself bound to
nccept the proposal of Mr. Baget in some form or other ; for I can-
not doubt that the means of religions information are so plentifully
diffused by & benignant Providence, that if men conld only be in-
duced 1o employ them, the resnlt must he the progress of trith : and
it is as & means of ronsing men to think, to ingoire, to weigh evi-
dence, and jodge for thessselves, that I deem discnssion and contro-
versy mainly valunble.

But while, for these reasons, 1 thought mysell bound to take some
notice of Mr. Bagot's proposg), other cousiderations, of no small
weight, as they seemed to me, rendered it inexpedient to accept his
invitation in the precise terme in which it was conveyed. Had I
simply accepted his challenge, and published & pamphlet in reply
‘to bis Abstract, it did appear to me, as it has appesred to all of every
side of the question with whom [ have since vonversed, that E should
‘have done 8o at o decided disadvantage. For, you most all be per-
fectly aware, that while persons of Unitirian sentimonts feel, in gene-
zal, Jittle or no ohjection to read produetions in which their tenets
wre impugned, there exists in the minds of a constderable number of
the opposite persuasion a very great refuctancé to peruse tracte in
opposition to their own views. Had Mr. Begot, indeed, delayed the.
publication of his tract until it could have been issued in conjunction
with a reply of the kind soggested, so that bath mipht have been
circulated together, and =0 that every person who obisined ithe one
mnst, of neceesity, havs procured the r at the same time, I should
have been most happy to embrace the opportuity of carrying on the
controversy with one whose m:y:et rud cendour, as displayed in the
oaly discourse I had ever heard bim preach, had made opon me a
most favourable impremsion. But, this opporiunity not being allowed
me, [ thuught it would have been & mers waste of Hma a trouble
to publish & separate tract; which I very well knew would mever
make its way into the bands of those, whose opinions and views I
was, ns will roadily he congeived, most desirons of combating, Aet-
ing under this impression, which every thing that has since occurred
bas only tended to despen, 1 published a letter in the Novthern
Whig of Thursday, Jaouary 23 ; in which, after slatiog the reasons
which induced me to decline taking the step which he suggested, I
went on to say—

H, however, Mr. Bagot 19 desirous of cireulntiag the fMcts and arguments
on both sides of the gquestion, fairly among the poblie, both Unitartan an
Teinitarian,—I, s an indiridoal, proposs to him tors methods of doing so, either
of which will apswer the porpose.

1 am ready to publish a serles of Lasays on the Doctrine of the Trinily,
from his pen, in the new series of The DiMe Choistion ; Juserting, at the same
time, fliustrative comments; and subjacting hoth him and his entagonist, who-
ever ha may b, to ths conditiona spesified by the furmer conductors in reply to
his nota—Drx, if he prefer it, I am willing Lo mest him in Belfast, in an ami-
cablo diseussion on the sabject; um:}w ace, aond other preliminacies, to be
setiied by friends mutually chosen: taly stipnlation on which | insist
being, that an nothentic report of the entire debate shall ba prepared, and
publizhed at our joint axpensa, .
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Mr. Bagot deelined nssenting 1o my first proposal,—the publica-
tion of & series of essays in the Bible Chrietian; but nccepted my
second,—n viva woos debate : and terme and preliminarics baviog been
subsequently setiled, we appear before you this day, to urge the
leading arguments for cor respective views of the Christian Doctiine.
And I can safely say, for myself, that while 1 come ferward with a
heartfelt sense, gnth of the trath eod the importance of that doctrine,
which I stend here thie day lo sdvocate,—1 come forward, likewise,
with perfect charity, nay, with real cordiality, oot only for the bulk
of those persons wha differ from my views, but for my reverend op-
ponent in particolar; and giving bin entire credit for the same feel-
ings that actoate myself, T shall endeavour, and Lhope successfally,
to avoid every expression that coald possibly give him offence, or
sound nnkindly in his ears, It is needless to eay, thet § shell en-
desvour to discuss the seriobs and important question on which we
are at issus, with calmness and seriousness of mind. 1 shall not
eertainly consider myeell precluded from expressing warmly, what I
feel strongly, respecting the nnscrilptura] character and fendency of
the doctrine which T implfn,' for T will not secrifice my paramount
regard 1o the intereats of diving truth out of deference 40 bim, or af-
fected complaisance to any one. But ridicule, misrepresentation,
and invective, I shalf studiously avoid. The sohbject is too weighty
" to be made the groundwork of & jest, even when it is most completely
misundersteod ; and the religiotis convietions of an honest mind,
even when most erroneous, are with me a matter ton sacred to be
treated with Jevity.

After these introductory remarks, 1 proceed to make my obser-
vations apon the Brandard of Reference and upon the Propositions,
which you will find given ai large in the handhill, that been
widely ¢irculated.

Y):;u will gbaerve, that we heve agreed te argue on the basis of
the " Word of (Fod, contained tn the Seripturss of the Old and New
Testaments, whick are received into the .d”ut.korised Fersion, admilih
them all to be canonical.” [n the propriety of edopfing this .ta.:?f
ard, I beg it may be distinetly nnderstood by all pemons and par-
ties, that | do most entirely and cordially concur, ledeed oo Uni-
tarian could consistently or conacientiovsly argue the question upon
aoy other bazie. Let it be understvod with the same dislinctoess,
that if I had presumed to defend ear common doctrines with any
other weapons, my fellow Unitarians would have disowned my proce-
dure, and exclaimed inst me, as goilty of betraying the good
canse which I have u:;?:lrtaken to maintain, into the bends of the
opponents. For it i= on Scriptural grounds that we bave embraced
our characteristic dactrine. We are Unitariand solely and simpl
because we can find no doctrine but Unitariasism in the Bible; whmﬁ
is our rule of faith and only accredited standard. 8o far from re-
jecting the testimony of divioe revelation on this or any snbject, we

to it with entire reverence; and are ready at any moment to
repudiate oor present views, if they con be shown to be incousistent
with the divine record. Ner wae there ever & more unfounded accu-
sation, than thai which was (requently preferred against us in former
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times,—acd is sometimen even yet covertly insinuated, —that we under-
value the weight, or despice the authority of the Sacred Volome. We
renk it in our estimation far above the imaginations of the homan
uoderstanding, whelther ae Aoating idle in the careless mind, or as
embodied in creeds and articles sod dociripal litergies of huoman
device. Nor have any writers been more successful in vindieating
revelation from the objections, and defending it against the assanlts
of infidels, than those of the Unitarian achool : wilness the venerablo
neames of Larpxeg and of PRIERTLEY; not to mention many others,
of great and deserved thongh inferior celebrity.

Again. My reverend antagonist end myself have agreed to avail
ourselves of all the aid that can be furnished to us, by * lagitimats
¢riticiam.”  Criticism is the art or science which teaches how an
authot's real meaning may be gathered from the expressions which
be employs. The term, therefore, though harsh to the sare of meny,
as conveying the notion of log close an appreach to the employinent
of buman reason, denotes nething bot that which'muost be employed
by eny person who, in any way whatsoever, altpmpte to nonderstand
the Sacred Writings, ~ Layifimafe” criticiem is criticiem of a fair
and lawful kind: not rash, nor fancifol, nor arbitrary; but based oo
zonnd principles, and conducted with caution and circumspection.
Surely the man who veluses io investigate the meaning of the Word
of God in this mancer, is aawgrthy of the treasures of grace and wis-
dom which they contain. We may safely propounce, that unless it
he by accident, he never ¥ill attain (o them.

It will be in the recollection of such mmong you as paid atten-
tign to the newsgluaper correspondence which tock place between Mr.
Bagot and myselt, before preliminaries were finally ugreed on, pre-
¥ious to the present discaseion, that, in one of bis letters, he stated
that the only standard gp which he proposed to cerry on the discus-
sion, ia * the .duthaﬁ'sed%rsion of the Seriplures, pdwmitling the genu-
ineness, awlhenticity, and divine authority oﬁ all and every part of the
books; aliowing, however, crificisms upon the phraseology, considere
as a irenslation of a book compiled from the best manuseripis.”” And
he muade it & condition that I should publicly state, before any far-
ther nrmngements were made, “ whether any particular pasiages, and
what, were exoepied by me from the above description.”  You will re-
collect that [ demorred to the irst part of this proposition; 1. the
admission of the gennineness, authem.icit;,r, mdpdlrine authority of
all and svery part of the books contnined in the Authorised Version.
I did so under an imperious scnse of duty; and [ am satisfied there
is not a regolorly educated elergyman, of any sect or chureh in Chria-
tendom, who would not have refused 10 make the admission thus re-
quired of me. For common purposes, the Authorised Version serves
well enough. 1 am oot acquaibted with any version of the Serip-
tures, in any language, ohich docs not contain enough of the divine
spirit of the original, to wake the doeile reader wise unto salvation;
and for this reason, and becauvse it is the translation to which our
ears have been accustomed from childhood, and with which our reli-
gious impressions are most strongly nssociated, T am in the habit of
using the Authorised Version in poblic; and generally, but not ex-



