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REFLECTIONS

43-0.

MY DEAR FRIEND,

You will remember how, at the period of the great

European convulsion, three years ago, almost every one

considered the downfall of Popery to be sure. Mr.

Fleming’s predictions respecting its destruction in ’48,

were almost regarded as inspired; and few ventured to

doubt that the hour of visitation on Rome, had at length

arrived. Yet only a few years have passed, and Popery

has arisen with a strength that has made it necessary for

this country to put forth all its moral power, in a manner

almost unparalleled since the Reformation, in order to

repel its encroachments.

I fear, that they who were at that time so ready to

conclude that the hour of the fall of Popery was come,

have scarcely yet learned to be less hasty in their con

clusions; for they now speak, with equal certainty, of

Popery, as being THE system, which Satan is about to

make his chief instrument, for assailing the truth of God

in the latter day.

It is true, indeed, that Popery has wonderfully re

gathered strength, and half Western Europe may be

almost said to lie prostrate at its feet. Austria, France,

and the greater part of Italy, are ruled by means of it.

That many would rejoice to see the despotism of ancient

days re-established by the help of Popery, cannot be
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questioned; but the same Scriptures that enabled us, three

years ago, to say, that the democratic fury which then

threatened every Throne, would not ultimately prevail,

now leads us to affirm, with equal certainty, that the

Nations of the Roman World will never again fall under

ecclesiastical power as supreme? 4

The violence of revolutionary democracy three years

ago has caused a reaction. That reaction has, in its turn,

become excessive, and needs to be counterworked. We

have to wait, therefore, for the action of some counter

acting power; and probably, may see many an oscillation,

before things settle down into the appointed mean.

But there can, I think, be little doubt, that the reaction

has commenced, and that this country is, and will be, one

of the chief agents in giving it effect. The cry that has

been raised throughout the length and breadth of this

kingdom, against Popery, and against despotism, and

against all who would foster such things, must have an

effect. It is not a cry arising from the sudden excite

ment of a moment: it is the result of a deep-seated,

matured, energetic conviction.

But then, it is the cry of the world, and the world

cannot serve God. I do not mean that no Christian

voices have mingled with that cry. I sorrowfully own

that multitudes of Christians (forgetting the command

ment to be in nothing yoked with unbelievers) have been

swept onward by the torrent, and are, as they suppose,

being home by it to prosperity and triumph. But could

they, if they had paused for one moment, have consented

even to appear to make this, what the world has so

anxiously made it, a civil or political question merely?

Have not the influential organs of this country, under

whose banner Christians haVe so eagerly ranged them—

selves, done every thing in their power, by word and by

action, to proclaim, that they will not consider this as a

* See “ Prospects of the Ten Kingdoms of the Roman Empire

considered," being the Third Series of Aids to Prophetic Enquiry.

Nisbet and 00., Berners—street, London.
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question of God’s truth? Are they not disposed, even

more anxiously than ever, to foster (if not Pharisaic)

SadduceanPopery?—and the only reason why they object

to the Pharisaic is, because it is too haughty—too aspiring,

to be sufficiently pliable for their designs.

Is it necessary for Christians, when they wish to use

their moral influence,-—is it necessary for them to unite

with the world—to adopt the world’s plans, and to sanc

tion the world’s arguments? Why might they not have

held their own separate position? Why do they not

meet as Christians, and as Christians petition ?—boldly

avcrring that they oppose Popery, not because it happens

to be politically transgressing, but because it is the fee

of God’s revealed Truth. But, speaking generally, they

have not done this. Like Israel of old, they have trem

bled beforc the Chaldsean, and rushed for aid to the

Egyptian. But Egypt, and every other form of mere

human strength, is but a broken reed, which will run into

and pierce the hand of all who lean thereon.

Few, I suppose, will question, that in England and

Scotland (though, perhaps, not in Ireland) the secular

power has finally triumphed. Indeed, in these countries

it is well prepared to outride a far heavier storm. The

secular power, in its late conflicts with Tractarianism and

Popery, has not only successfully established its title to

rule this kingdom territorially and politically, but has

proved itself to be practically the Head of the Established

Church in determining, what shall, or shall not be treated

as heresy within its pale. Even Evangelical Christians

have laboured hard to maintain the secular power in this

supremacy; and one has even ventured to say, that God

holds towards this nation the same relation which He

once occupied towards Israel.

We may be quite sure that the secular power well

knows how to value the place of supremacy into which it

is thus exalted. Religious sovereignty is too valuable an

instrument to be lightly esteemed. If it had been God

who had placed the secular power in such a position,
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it would be well—but the true Head of the Church has

said, “ My kingdom is not of this world.” He has repre

sented the secular power of the Gentile Kingdoms, by the

horns of fierce monsters that know not God. (Dan.vii.)

And what are the avowed principles of those who

exercise the secular power of this country ? They avow,

and exultingly avow, the principles of the day. And

what are the principles of the day? Latitudinarian

patronage of every thing that violates not the order of

civil rule. They who are most influential in guiding the

public mind, say, “ Who knows certainly what truth is ‘2”

“ Society should cherish all its parts." “ Aggressiveness

is to be avoided. Whether at home or abroad, let us

accommodate ourselves to the prejudices, or it may be,

the superstitious follies of others.” “We may honour

or sustain them ofiicially, even when we join not with

them individually.” “ The Bible has no more to do with

government, than it has with a mechanic in making a

machine.” Such are the principles which Christians are

heedlessly exalting into a supremacy, which will, finally,

bear fearfully upon themselves. The intolerance of Popery

is not greater than the intolerance of Infidelity. Many

have turned their helm from Scylla, but they have di

rected it towards Charybdis.

Does any one, who fears God, and reverences His word,

doubt that Latitudinarianism ends in Infidelity: and are

we, because we dread Popery, obliged to rejoice in the

many-tongued voice of popular power that exalts Lati

tudinarianism in its stead? It is true, indeed, that we are

not, and shall not be, able to prevent its rise; but we need

not accelerate its progress, nor join in the shout that hails

the hour of its exaltation.

And can any so deceive themselves as to suppose, that

the same arm, which in other regions, whenever political

expediency requires, befriends and cherishes Popery,

Mahomedanism, Buddhism, and every other form of in

fluential evil—which is willing to exalt Judaism itself

into legislative authority, even over the religion of Chris
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tians—that arm which accidentally, so to speak, has found

it expedient to throw its shield temporarily over evan

gelical truth—can any be so blinded as to think, that the

same shield would not, with equal readiness (if circum

stances so required) be extended over Neologian scepti

cism ? In all probability, it would have continued to be

spread over Puseyite Popery—if Popery had foregone

political aggression. But if Popery should bate a little

of its proud and exclusive pretensions, and consent to act

subordinately, as one system among many—(and this it

will Ifinally be obliged to do)—then, doubtless, it will be

gladly cherished among the other foul birds of that un

holy nest, over which the black wing of secular Infidelity

will spread.

Some time ago, one of the darling schemes of the An

glican Catholics was, to form a general union of Churches

throughout the world: the principle of unity being, the

possession of Apostolic lineage. Apostolic succession was

to be made the test of catholicity.

But this basis, widely evil though it be (for catholicity

is but another name for evil in any dispensation that goes

cathblzbally wrong) is too narrow to embrace the scope

of the latter-day iniquity. Such an ecclesiastical circle is

too narrow, for how could Judaism and Mahomedanism

and latitudinarian Protestantism, and the like, find a

place within the so-called catholic brotherhood? These

last-named systems are far too potent, to allow the world

to be ruled without them—therefore, a system which

refuses to admit them, must abandon all hope of su

premacy.

Accordingly, the system which is being adopted by

the far-sighted government of this country—or perhaps,

I should rather say, by the people of this country, whose

mind they represent, has a much wider basis for its pro

posed union. It seeks the union of men as men, apart

from all regard to distinctions of faith. It seeks Human

fraternity, not Christian brotherhood. The desire is

stimulated, partly because men are wearied with the false
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pretensions of ecclesiastical brotherhood, under which the

world has so long groaned—partly, because that which is

the pillar of the world’s modern greatness, namely, the

wealth and energy connected with commerce, exults in

the obliteration of all other distinctions, save these re

quired by a regard to the welfare of the general family

of man. This is the new Catholicity.

Political arrangements favour it :—the circumstances

of the world favour it. But besides this, it is congenial

to the reasoning, speculative habits of the human mind.

There have appeared of late many (not a few within the

bosom of the Church of England itself) who, seeming

the fetters placed by revelation on the human intellect,

and daring to assail the inspired authority of the word of

God, are finding a basis, not for the natural union of men

merely, but for a religious union of men, as men, by teach

ing the doctrines of a virtual Pantheism. They teach that

Mahomedanism, Judaism, Christianity, and the like, are

but various developments of one truth—one Spirit. They

emanate, say they, from one God, who, being in all,

sanetifies all to the veneration of His children. It can

easily be seen, how such a system is likely to secure the

sanction and encouragement of the secular power—for by

difi'crent paths, they are moving in the same direction.

Nothing could more suit the governmental tendencies of

the day, than to say,

“Father of all, in every age,

In every clime adored,

By saint, by savage, or by sage,

Jehovah, Jove, or Lord."

There are some who wish to cover over the nakedness

of this Infidelity, by still retaining some acknowledgment

of Christ and His atonement. They speak, therefore, of

atonement; but it is not the atonement of the Scriptures,

it is a false atonement pretended to be based on the In

carnation, not the blood-shedding of the Lord. But the
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fact of the Son of God assuming flesh, did not either

reconcile or unite any to God. He might have become

a. man, and possessed a common nature with man, and

yet have abided alone for ever. “ Except a corn of wheat

fall into the ground and DIE, it abideth alone." The

possession of a common nature does not necessarily in

volve union. Two vines planted side by side, may have

a common nature, but they are not thereby united. If the

branches of one were engrafted into those of the other,

we might then speak of their union—otherwise they

stand in their individual separateness. As then there is

no atonement apart from blood-shedding, (for “without

shedding of blood is no remission,") so there is no union

with Christ except in the Spirit—“ He that is joined unto

the Lord is one spirit.” To speak, therefore, of all men

being united to Christ, in consequence of the fact of In

carnation, is utterly untrue—and they who teach it, must

virtually teach universal salvation, and that apart from

the Cross-—apart from the preaching of the Cross—apart

from faith, and apart from the Holy Spirit. In a word,

not one of the characteristic doctrines of the Gospel find

any place in their system.

It is not, then, I repeat, the Headship of Popery that is

to be dreaded, but the Headship of this rising secular

system. It is to be dreaded, not only on account of its

own intrinsic evil, but because its evil is of so new and

peculiar a character, that it will be able to nourish Popery

and to use Popery, as well as every other form of anti

quated or modern evil. A principle that will federate and

combine both nations and systems, without destroying

their individual peculiarities—that will supply a common

centre of revolution, but allow to each, full and unfettered

scope within its own peculiar orbit—such is the principle

now sought after, and such a principle this rising system

undertakes to supply.

On the manner in which this system is delineated in

Scripture—especially in the seventeenth of Revelation, I

do not now dwell; for you are aware how fullysI have

A
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entered into that question elsewhere.* One of the

great principles of the system will, of course, be—non

aggressiveness. It will not be aggressive itself, and it

will forbid aggressiveness in others. All will be allowed

to hold their own opinions, and to act within their own

circle: but they will not be permitted, under pretence of

spreading truth, to interfere with the systems of their

neighbours. Such an interference, seeing that it disturbs

that harmony which it will be the chief object of govern

ment to secure, will be punishable as a breach of the civil

order. Now when we remember the bitter and malevo

lent invective, with which some who boast of their libe

ralism, occasionally assail those who refuse to be neutral

in the conflict between Truth and error; we may well

imagine, how terrible will be the blow which such libe

ralism will strike, when once a regard to the welfare of

society and to the majesty of the law, can he pleaded in

excuse for punishing those who disturb the general har

mony, by acting aggressively for the 'l‘ruth’s sake. And

seeing that true Christianity can never be other than

aggressive, whilst minds remain to be enlightened, and

souls to be saved; it must act, and it must sufi'er. Nor

will the sufferings be light. Enraged liberalism is fierce

as a ravening lion. Hence we read of this system being

“ drunken with the blood of the saints, and with the blood

of the martyrs of Jesus.”

I wish it, however, to be distinctly understood, that in

thus remarking on the Liberalism of the day, I do not

charge with infidel or malevolent hostility to the Gospel,

every one who holds what are called liberal principles.

I have heard (and I trust it may be true), that there are

some high in authority, who are struggling against the

lax and infidel sentiments of their colleagues, as well as

against the infidel pressure from without. If such there

be, I pray God that they may be strengthened. May they

*1 See “Second Series of Aids to Prophetic Enquiry"-—a1so,

‘ Thoughts on the Apocalypse." Nisbet and Co.
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remember Him, and act in His fear. Although the floods

of ungodliness cannot ultimately be stayed, yet to with

stand them is in itself a privilege. Who would not wish

to withstand evil, even for the mere sake of withstanding

it? Besides—the evil, although not finally hindered,

may be delayed; and even that is a blessing. And if

they who make this attempt should be thereby involved

in disaster, or be obliged to sacrifice worldly prospects,

it is better far to fail remembering God, than to prosper

by forgetting Him, and by leaning on the arm of the

Destroyer.

As regards Popery—although neither it, nor any

other ecclesiastical system, will become THE dominant

form of evil, yet it may still continue to be one of the

most gigantic and influential of the world’s systems of

wickedness. We have reasons enough for resisting Po

pery—only, let our weapons be well-tempered, and our

movements wary. If, in our dread of Popery, we exalt

into religious pre-eminenee another power, which also is

of the world,—and if that power, coveting the influence

of Popery, should persist in cherishing and sustaining it

as a handmaid,--what, then, would be the result? Should

we not have heaped confusion upon ourselves ‘2"

God’s own Truth—His revealed Truth, is the only

right weapon wherewith to resist both Popery, and every

other form of evil. But in using that truth, if (as is not

unlikely at such an hour as this) we should find ourselves

to be in measure condemned thereby, and inconsistency

or error proved to attach to our own position, we must

* The willingness displayed by infidel liberalism to tolerate and

foster Popery may be seen in such a sermon as that lately reached

before the University of Oxford by Professor Baden Powe l. The

tolerance, or rather encouragement, granted to such persons as

Dr. Pusey and Professor Powell, in a. place where the governing

power once acted on the conviction that both Popery and Infidelity

alike war-red upon the Holy Scripture and their truth and supre

_ macy, are unmistakeahle si s of the times. Neology is now

'openly introduced into the niversity Pulpit at Oxford. The

ferznon to which I allude was preached on the 5th of November

3'5 .
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not, on that account, he dismayed or tempted to cease

from its application.

“'0 are living, be it remembered, in a dispensation

whose development is declared in the Scripture to be

marked by progression of evil—not of good. “ This

know," said the Apostle Paul, “ that in the last days

perilous times shall come " * * * evil men and seducers

shall wax worse and worse." So also our Lord Himself:

“ Because iniquity shall abound, the love of the greater

part (mv aroMwv) shall wax cold.” “As it was in the

days of Noe, so shall it be also when the Son of Man is

revealed.” And then there is the Book of Revelation:

whatever our interpretation of specific parts of that pro

phecy may be, no one can deny that it speaks of dominant,

prevailing evil, continuing, until smitten by God’s de

structive judgments at the close.

Indeed, the evidence of facts is alone sufficient, to prove

what the character of this dispensation is. Christianity, in

the days of Constantine, and long before, no more resem

bled the Christianity of the Apostles, than did Israel,

when worshipping the golden calf, resemble Israel, when

first delivered from the land of Egypt. In a word, there

was a catholic departure from the ways of God as revealed

in the Scripture, and therefore catholic practice was but

another name for disobedience and sin. Whenever, in any

dispensation, the body which professedly bears witness for

God, lapses—the lapse being catholic, necessarily makes

catholicity, that name so much boasted in—the sure evi

dence of sin. Truth, unpcrverted truth, remains thence

forth, not with the many, but with the few. Who in

Israel would have boasted in “ catholicity” when all Israel

had gone corporately wrong? When all Israel had pro

claimed “ a feast to Jehovah ” with an idol in their midst,

what did Moses think of catholicity ? \Vhy, he separated

himself from it, and set himself against it, and pitching

the tent of the congregation without the camp, com

manded all who were on the Lord’s side, to follow him

there. ' So must it ever be, when they who have taken the
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place of professed separation, go catholically wrong. A

twofold separation is thenccforth required from all who

fear God: first, separation from the infidel un-professing

world ; secondly, separation from that professedly separate

body which has lapsed and fallen. This is one of our

strongest grounds against the Romanist doctrine of “de

velopment.” They who claim to have followed the

catholic development of an apostatizing dispensation, do,

by that very claim, aflix on themselves the sure token of

apostasy.

Placed, then, as we are in the midst of a lapsed dis

pensation, or, as I should rather say, near the end of its

evil course, what can we do, except turn to the Scriptures

as our only authoritative guide. We may find, perhaps,

as 'I have already said, that they may make manifest

obliquity in many of our own ways. It is scarcely pos

sible that we should have lived in a dispensation whose

course has been so marked with failure, without being

ourselves affected by the general condition. But let us

not, on that account shun the Scriptures, nor attempt to

blunt the edge of their testimony in order to screen our

selves. There was honesty, at least, in Naaman the

Syrian, when he owned the sin of going with his master

into the house of Rimmon, and bowing there. “ The

Lord," said he, “ pardon His servant in this thing.” Better

to be honest and avow our shame, rather than call evil

good, and so sacrifice the truth of God for the sake of

vindicating our own consistency. We may cast ourselves

on Him who is gracious and “ upbraideth not,” and seek

grace to be strengthened for such action, as the circum

stances may require. No doubt, a faithful application of

the Scripture to the doctrines and practices of Romanism,

will, in some cases, condemn ourselves—but let us not on

that account forbear. The theory of “ Apostolical suc

cession,” for example, must be thoroughly and entirely

resigned—for it will not for one moment bear the test of

the word of God. The Apostles had no successors.

Apostles could speak infallibly. They could write Scrip
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ture. They could work miracles. They were the Legis

lators of the Church. Their oflice descended to none.

If it had, the Apostle would not have said, whenespecially with a view to those who should live in the

latter day, “ Be mindful of the commandment of US, the

Apostles of the Lord and Saviour.” He would have said,

“ Obey our successors.” False claim to Apostolic autho

rity was a sin early found in the Churches. Thus, our

Lord in His message to the Church in Ephesus, says,

“Thou hast tried them who say they are Apostles, and

are not, and hast found them liars.“

Neither have any new power to communicate the Holy

Ghost, or the gifts of the Holy Ghost, by the imposition

of their hands. Such a power did once exist, whilst the

Apostles lived, and whilst the miraculous gifts of the

Holy Ghost were continued. But these miraculous visible

tokens of God's presence ceased, (as they well might)

when the Church began to lapse into communion with the

world. Shall we then pretend to possess them still?

Shall we assert that there still exist men who have a title

to say as they lay on their hands, “' Receive ye the Holy

* If Apostolic succession had been a principle of God, it would

have been carefully adhered to in the appointment of the great

Apostle of the Gentiles. But, instead of this, great care was taken

to break him 05‘, so to speak, from the other Apostles. He neither

received his call from them, nor through them. “ Paul an Apostle,

not of (mm) men, neither (6m) through men.” He was carefully

kept from oing to Jerusalem, and did not, for many years, even

see one of t e Apostles. Observe, how he dwells on this in Gal. i.

Neither did St. Paul apploint Timothy to succeed him in the

Apostolic ofiice. What e committed to Timothy was Truth.

“ Hold fast," said he, “the form of sound words which thou hast

heard of me ;" and then, he exhorted Timothy, in his turn, to

seek for “faithful men, adapted or qualified (mavmg) to teaoh others,

and to commit to them the same truth.” This is the only sum

cession recognised in the Scripture. Even in the world the Sove

reign docs not allow his magistrates to appoint their successors age

after age. It is his prerogative to appoint. How much more must

it he'so in the Church of Christ. It is He who “ holdeth the stars

m His own nght hand," and He has not delegated this authority.
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Ghost" ‘2 In that case, as surely as the Sovereign’s com

mission duly constitutes the magistrate, so surely would

ministers be supplied to the Church of God by the touch

of divinely-gifted human hands. But is it so ? Or is it

all a delusive lie of Satan?

Imposition of hands is, I know, mentioned in the

Scripture as used for other reasons besides the bestowal of

gifts. It was used, sometimes, as a mode of commending

to the Divine blessing—sometimes, as the mode of appoint

ing to a certain office, those who hadalready manifested

their qualifications to fill such office. Of these two uses

of imposition of hands I do not now speak. I speak

merely of that imposition of hands which is supposed to

conwnunicate spiritual gift; in other words, to impart

what previously was not. Such a power, I say, no longer

exists. The bulwark of Popery is thrown down, when

we reject this vain pretension—it stands if we admit it.

Again, there is another solemn question, as to the means

whereby men are brought to Christ—is it the preached

word, or is it a rite administered by priestly hand ? The

first of the first of Corinthians decides the question. That

chapter expressly treats of the means whereby men become

possessed of a saving interest in the Cross of Christ, and

it declares that “ preaching” is the means. “ It hath

pleased God by the foolishness of preaching to save them

that believe." Are these words the fabrication of man,

or are they the testimony of the Holy Ghost? If the

latter, the question is settled. And have they, who so

earnestly contend for baptism being the efficient means of

regeneration, ever read the words of St. Paul, “Christ

sent me not to baptize, but to preach the gospel" ‘? Is it

possible that the Apostle could ever have written such

words, and drawn such a contrast, if the “ catholic” views

of baptism were true? Would he not rather have said,

“I live to baptize, for in it is the eflicient power of eternal

life." Not that Baptism is to be despised. It has its

proper place—but if it be put out of that place, the Gospel

is subverted.
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May God give us grace never to substitute baptism or

any thing else, for the living love of God, as shown in the

sacrifice of His Sonz—He standing, as it were, by the

side of that sacrifice, and saying, “ Believe, and thou shalt

be saved." Some, indeed, have spoken of “reserve” in

preaching the Gospel, but the very word “preac " con

demns them, for it means, to proclaim, as with a herald’s

voice, and is there reserve in that? Was there “reserve”

when the Serpent of Brass (and it is the Lord’s own

illustration) was raised on high among the crowded camp

of Israel—placed in their very midst—and when every

one, in whom the destroying venom worked, was exhorted

to 100k and live?

Some, indeed, have allowed that this primary'lexhibition

of God’s grace, may perhaps be presented to the dark

heathen world, but that it is not designed for those who

have sinned under light, and despised sacramental mer

cies. But is it so ‘2 Was it a mere natural sin that Israel

had been guilty of, when the healing power of the Brazen

Serpent was sent among them, or had they despised what

would now be called a sacramental mercy, and murmured

respecting the bread that had been given to them from

Heaven ‘P

The preaching of salvation through the atoning death

of the Son of God, has for its scope, no narrower limit

than the world, and all who are therein; and the salvation

preached is not a half-salvation,—it is free, perfect, ever

lasting. “ He that believeth HATH everlasting life.”

Well may the Church of Rome, who knows that it cannot

bind its fetters on that heart which the Gospel has made

free—well may it dread the preaching of the love of God

in the Cross of Christ—well may they curse those who say

that “reliance on God’s mercy remitting sin for Christ's

sake," is faith that justifieth. They have done this deed of

darkness—they have fulfilled this desire of the Evil One.

The Council of Trent have solemnly pronounced on all

who teach this cardinal doctrine of our holy faith, their

irrevocable curse—irrevocable, because they who have
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pronounced it refuse to be less infallible than God. But

in pronouncing it, they have pronounced their own doom.

A greater than the Council of Trent has said “though we

or an angel from heaven preach any other gospel to you

than that ye have received, let him be accursed." These

indeed are words infallible—they are the words of the

Holy Ghost.

If Protestantism—living Protestantism (for I need not

say how much of it is sapless and dead) if living Pro

testantism, were at length to rally—not in the strength of

the world, like Israel when helped by Syria or by Egypt,

but like Israel strong in the Lord of Hosts their God,—if

Protestantism were thus to rally and assume its own sepa

rate Nazarite place, we might again behold it abundantly

used as an instrument in the hand of God for blessing.

But if it refuse that separate place—if it be ashamed to go

“ Without the gate bearing His reproach "—if it refuse to

‘ use the word of God alone, then all hope of its sustaining

the banner of Truth is over. It will quail before the fee,

or so act as to increase the proud swell of the tide of evil,

and thus accelerate the general doom.

The Christianity (I mean the real Christianity) of this

country owes a large debt to the government and to the

people too, for it has greatly failed in exhibiting the prin

ciples of God's truth, either to the Rulers or the ruled.

Indeed, not unfrequently, it has gone with the multitude,

and sanctioned principles, which the slightest examination

in the light of the word of God would have shown to be

unsound and evil. How many a Christian, for example,

has laboured to make government the mere organ of the

popular will, and sanctioned the ways of those who de

spise and revile dignities! How often has expediency

been adopted as the rule ! How often has it taught, that

men may do in their official character, as the organs of

others, that which as individuals they would shun! The

fiction of an official, as distinct from an individual respon

sibility, is almost universal. Many a false principle of

this kind has to be confessed, and for the future to be

eschewed.



18

.Another subject on which we have entirely failed in

exhibiting the truth is, in enforcing the natural relations,

in which men, as men, stand to God; and in distinguishing

such relations from the relation in which the Church

stands to God. On this, however, as I have made it the

subject of another pamphlet, I will not now dwell? Would

to God that the spiritual Protestantism of this country

could be aroused to take its own separate position: and

that the Government and Legislature would remember,

that, even if not acting as the Church, they have neverthe

less natural responsibilities towards Godl Examples I

have given in the pamphlet to which I have referred. Then,

at any rate we should see the advancing evil resisted, and

perhaps delayed. But however this might be, whether

there should be success or failure, it is better to die with

standing, than to live and prosper by accelerating the

plans of Satan.

December 30, 1850.

POSTSCRIPT.

I occur not perhaps to omit mentioning, as one of the

things chiefly needed at present—“a right division of

the word of Truth,” according to the different periods of

which it treats. For example, the period from Moses to

Christ, during which Israel were under the Law—se

condly, the present period, during which they are cast off

because of unbelief and broken out of their own olive

tree—and, thirdly, that future period, when they shall be

restored to God’s mercies and made a blessing in the earth

—are periods carefully distinguished in Scripture, and all

right interpretation is effectually destroyed, if we confound

them. Yet they are perpetually confused.

* See Tract entitled “Natural Relations of Men and Govern

ments to God." Nisbet, London.
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Remarkable instances of this perversion of Scripture,

are to be found throughout all the documents and writings

of the Church of Rome. Indeed, almost all the passages,

which have any show of plausibility, quoted by Romanist

writers, in the endeavour to prove that the Church is

intended. to rule the nations during this present dis

pensation, are passages stolen from Israel, and pertain

exclusively to them, in their future hour of triumphant

blessing.

For example, in the first section of the widely-circu

lated catechism of Pope Pius IV., we find the following:—

“ Q. Can you prove that Christ’s Church upon earth is

always visible ?

“A. Yes: from many texts of Scripture, as Isaiah ii.

1, 2, 3, &c.. and Micah iv. 1, 2, where the Church of

Christ is described as ‘ a mountain upon the top of moun

tains,’ exposed to the view of all nations flowing into it,

And Daniel ii. 35, as ‘ a great mountain filling the whole

earth.’ Matthew v. 14, as ‘ aeity set on a hill, which

cannot be hid.’ Isaiah 1x. 11, 12, as ‘ a city, whose gates

shall be open continually, and shall not be shut day nor

night; that men may bring thither the forces of the Gen

tiles, and that their kings may be brought], ‘ Upon the

walls of which city God has set watchmen, which shall

~ never hold their peace day nor night.’ Isaiah lxii. 6.”

If the chapters from which these texts are cited, be

referred to, it will be seen at once, that they do not pertain

to the Gentile Church of the present dispensation at all,

but that they belong to converted Israel in a dispensation

yet to come, when, to use the language of the Apostle,

“ Israel shall again be graffcd into their own olive-tree."

The words with which the second of Isaiah begins, are,

“ The vision which Isaiah the son of Amos saw concerning

Judah and Jerusalem.” Is Rome or any other Gentile

Church “Judah and Jerusalem”? If so, it must be at

present under God’s peculiar curse!

If these texts had belonged to the present dispensation,

Jerusalem would now be the centre of light and truth,
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and Rome would be numbered among the Gentiles, who

would be going up to Jerusalem, thence to receive in

struction—instruction that would unmake her what she

has ever been. But as it is, she will be numbered among

the nations on whom “ gross darkness" is said to rest, at

the hour when Jerusalem and her people are forgiven.

“ Behold, darkness shall cover the earth and gross dark

ness the peoples—but the Lord shall arise upon thee

(Jerusalem), and His glory shall be seen upon thee.”

As regards “the city set on a hill," it is true, indeed,

that Christ did command His Church not only to be this,

but to shine in that position with heavenly light; but

what the Lord commands, and what men perform, are

different things. Israel preceded the Church into the place

of visible testimony :-—they were once “the vineyard of

the Lord of Hosts, and the men of Judah His pleasant

plant”-but Israel lapsed, and the Church has lapsed: and

what is visibility now? What was the visibility of Israel

worth, when, in the days of Elijah, they were all worship

ping Baal, and when the prophets of God were hidden

in a cave?

In a dispensation in which God has promised that the

body which .visibly bears His name shall not fail, there

indeed, visibility must be synonymous with blessing; and

that will be the case in the next dispensation, when Israel

shall be forgiven,and re-a'ssume her place of testimony

under the new covenant of grace; but in a dispensation

like the present, respecting which God has forewarned us,

that the visible or professing body would not continue in

His goodness, there visibility, in the sense in which Rome

uses it, must be synonymous with disobedience and sin.

Christendom, as it now is, and Rome in the midst of it,

may indeed set themselves as a. city on a. hill. They may

undertake to display to all other nations of the earth what

Christianity is: and yet all the while the true light of

God's truth, which once shone, concentrated as in a can

dlestick of gold, may be scattered into fragments, or buried

in caves and dens of the earth.
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To be a. City is one thing: to be the City of God is

another. We read of a City, of which it is said, that

“violence and strife are there; * * * mischief also and

sorrow are in the midst of it—wickedness is in the midst

thereof: deceit and guile depart not from her streets.”

Is it a blessing for such a City to be set upon a hill, or is

it well to linger within such a City ? God forbid: rather

would we go without the gate of EVERY such City and

bear the reproach of the truth of Christ.

There is doubtless a period of intense darkness coming

on; but we need not be discouraged. The abounding of

evil, is, to the Christian, an enlarged occasion for testi

mony. Besides, evil must ripen before God smites it;

and therefore its advance towards maturity is only the

evidence of the long-promised period of blessing being

nigh. The darkest part of night always precedes the

dawn. The rising of “the Day-star" is to usher in a

morning without clouds, when “truth shall spring out

of the earth and righteousness shall look down from

Heaven"-—when “the Heavens shall rejoice and the

earth be glad." We have only, therefore, to wait——but,

let it be, as I have said, in the place of the Apostles and

Prophets, that is, without the gate, bearing His reproach.

It is the place of safety, peace, happiness, and honour.

Thence also we may perhaps help others.
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