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CORRESPONDENCE.

To taE Epitor oF THE CoLoNiAL HERALD.

“ Amicus Plato, amicus Socrates, sed magis amica Veritas.”

Sir ;—1 feel that an apology is due both to you and your
readers for the further liberty 1 am about to take, in again
introducing to your notice a subject which I'acknowledge I
approach with extreme reluctance and diffidence —conscious
as | am that the discussion of such topics in the public
Newspapers is not approved of by many intelligent individu-
als, as not being calculated to lead to any beneficial or prac-
tical results. 1 have, then, briefly to state, that my previous
letter to you, Sir, was called forth by the appearance 1n the
Royal Gazette of the 9th ult. of a somewhat lengthy article,
taken from the British North American Wesleyan Methodist
Magazine for May, 1842, and which, I cannot help observing,
en passant, appears to me peculiarly deficient in that spirit
of meekness and charity which ove would naturally expect,
coming as it does from such a pure and unsullied source!
This article, { have been given to understand, was intended,
in the first instance, for the especial benefit of a Rev. Gentle-
man in the neighbouring Colony of New Brunswick, who has
most unfowardly—as some suppose-—embraced the heretical
doctrines of the Millenarians! This gentleman, Iam also
informed, on a recent occasion went so far as to preach a
sermon imbodying his views on these subjects in so tangi-
ble a shape that they could not possibly be mistaken. It ap-

rs, however, that his sentiments were so highly appreci-
ated by his auditory, that they very generally, if not
unanimously, requested him to publish the sermon in ques-
tion. With this request the Rev. Gentleman signified his
willingness to comply, and the necessary preparatory steps
were acttially taken by him to give it effect. In the mean-
time, his Rev. Brethren, taking the alarm, peremptorily
ordered him, on pain of suspension, &c. to desist from the
undertaking, and altogether to abandon the preaching of
those doctrines. Whether the individual adverted to will
comply with this injunction, or not, remains to be seen.

But, to come more immediately to the point in hand, and
to be as explicit as possible, 1 have to state, that a volume
of Lectures on the Restoration of the Jews, prepared by twelve
eminent CLERGYMEN oF THE CHURCH oF ENeLaND, and de-
livered by them during the solemn season of Lent, 1841, in
the Episcopal Chapel, West Street, London, and dedicated,
“ by ﬁis Lordship’s kind permission,” to the Bisuor or
Rirox, having fallen 1nto the hands of some individuals in
this town, they conceived the idea of reading them, one by
one, on a certain evening in each week, until the whole
should be disposed of; to as many of their friends as might
think proper to come and hear them; and a public notice
to this effect was accordingly published in the Colonial
Herald of the 6th ult. No sooner, however, was this inten-
tion made known, than the article above alluded to made its
appearance in the columns of the Royal Gazeite, as before
stated. The evident intention of this document is too ob-
vious to be mistaken. Such expressions as these—¢ popular
delusions”—¢ folly”—¢ monstrous catalogue of heresies”—
« fanatics”—“ monomaniacs, absorbed with one idea, and lost
to all idea of comprehending a second”—will be found pretty
plentifully mixed up with other epithets, equally sublime, in the
exordium as well as in other parts of this laboured production.
Even “the Church of God,” it is said, “ has not been wanting
in her efforts fo impose uﬂwn weak and unstudious minds I” And
“the final apostacy—the battle of Armageddon—the refurn
of the Jews to Palestine—the personal reign of Christ for a
thousand years on this earth,” it is added, “ are no more the
GospeL of Christ, than the worshipping of the Aaronic calf, the
destruction of the Canaanitish nations, and the imperial reign
of Solomon, were the Law of Moses !” and, consequently, ac-
cording to this conclusive mode of reasoning, “that minister
who, in urging such subjects, spends the sacred hours which
should be employed in the worship of Almighty God, does,
to use the kindliest expression, sadly abuse his trust! !”

1 shall not trouble you or your readers with any further
extracts from this literary tithil ; neither shall 1 attempt to
e xhibit the fallacy—not to say, the anti-scriptural nature—of
at least some of the arguments contained therein—these hav-
ing been repeatedly exposed by far abler pens than mine,
and believing, as 1 do, in the well-known maxim, that—

“ A man convinced against his will,
1s of the same opinion still.”

“ It was with the object of showing, that—whatever might | P

be the views oi:our modern divines on this subject—we have,
at least, the voice of antiquity in our favor, and that Millen-
arian doctrines were very generally, if not universally, held
in the first and purest ages of the Christian Church, that 1
sent you some extracts from a lecture delivered by the Rev.
.“" Davrox, whosg character as a Christian and a scholar
is too firmly established and too generally appreciated to
need any encomium of mine, and which you were kind
enough to insert in your paper of the 27th ult. This, how-
ever, has called forth a writer in last Tuesday’s Gazette, who
styles himself A Lover or rue TrurH; and giving him all
credit for veracity and sincerity, I must say, 1 think his re-
searches have signally failed to elicit anything like a satis-
factory refutation of the position assumed by Millenarians
viz: that these doctrines were held “by all Christians that
were exactly orthodox” at the period adverted to ; and 1 am fur-
ther of opinion, that it would not be so very difficult a matter
as A Lover oF TaE TruTH appears to suppose, to establish
this point to the entire satisfaction of every candid and unpre-
Jjudiced mind.  That “ these doctrines were regarded as here-
sies by e Fathers of the three first centuries,” I positively
denf', and this denial 1 am prepared to establish by irrefra-
gable evidence, taken from their writings; and such an
assertion, in my humble opinion, could only have been made
by a person possessed of but a very shallow acquaintance in-
deed with the subject on which he treats.

As Papias, Bishop of Hierapolis, and Nepos, a Bi
Egypt, are both handled in a very summarl;r n’mnm;ih(l))g oAf
Lover or rue Trurs, and asthe latter appears disposed to
place implicit reliance on the testimony of Eusebius, with
reference to the orthodoxy of those eminent Fathers, and ’sngely
supposes that what Eusebius says in this respect “will not be
denied,” 1 must crave your further indulgence, while 1 here
introduce an extract or two from a very talented work that has
lately come into my possession, and which, by the way, 1
cannot resist the opportunity thus afforded me of warn;ly
recommending to A Lover or TaE TrutH, and all others
who take an interest in this subject :—

Among those who in the reign of Constantine may be justl
suspected of time-serving, was Eusebius the historian bishop o)("
Pamphylia, who boasts of his conversation with that monarch :
and as from him appears to have originally sprung the oblo uy
which was cast upon the Chiliasts* (as they were now callgd)'
it is necessary to bring him first in order under notice. He does
not directly atiack the doctrine i ks % thee

tself’; but raises questions on th

" C ] e
curm;.mcal.rlmho[lly of the Apocalypse, and on theqsupposed author
of the millenarian doctrine. His statements, however, on this
head, are contradictory and absurd ; for in one place I.e, seems to

attribute the invention of it to the hereti i i
sinuate that the early upholders of th:acch;:;:g'u:‘e::dE‘l?ic:::
ites; t but in another place he distinctly says that Papias was
its aul.hor, and that by the generality (pleistois) of ecclesiastics
followmg.,it_was aflerwards received, owing to the antiquity of the
man. (.le. iii. sect. 39.) Now, Papias was no ancient to his own
generation : and though Irenzus, in the age immediately following
speaks of him as baving declared certain things en this subiev:
which he heard from the apostle John, yet he by no means inti-
mates that he adopted the doctrine from him ; nor could Irenzus
indeed be moved by the antiquity of a man who flourished onl
about fifty years before him. Neither is there a shadow of evi-
dence that any orthodox ecclesiastics in the first two centuries did
otherwise than hold it. Moreover, when Eusebius is speaking of
the Millenarian doctrine of Papias, he calls him a man of very
weal intellect, and supposes therefore that he mnst have miscon-
ceived the doctrine ; but when he refers to him in another part
of his works, for other ohjects, he can admit him to have * enjoyed

—

* "The reader will pardon my explaining here, for the benefit of the
unlearned, that Chiliast is a Greek word, s‘xgnifyinv one who believed in
the tl_mmqnd uears of Rev. xx. 4. as yet future ; anl millenary, or mil-
lenarian, is a Latin word (or rather compounded of Latin and éreek) of
similar import. - PP

t For a learned and able refutation of Eusebius on this poi i
that Cerinthus actually never did hold the true ;-szﬁ?;?:’ds:rc\::lcg
and that the carnal notions really heold by him were not held by Just n,
Irenweus, &c. See Mede’s Works. B0

great fame and celebrity,” and to have been *a man most elo-
uent in all things, and skilfal in the Scriptures.”
useb. iii. 32.)

learned man, but not a Catholic ;

cap. x. seet. 3.)
corrupt and falsify the Nicene Creed, (fol. ed. p. 954,) which wil

mind, he never did cordially believe the co-equality of Chris
with the Father. Now,aman who can be disingenuous enougl

same opinion still; may justly be suspected of having been in
fluenced in his change of sentiments by the opinion of the Empe
ror, who, in the Conncil of Nice, took decidedly against Arius

Brook’s Elements of Prophetical Interpretation, pp. 60—62.

have wished, but they are so much to the point, that 1 cogld no
thei

possibly curtail them, without materially lessening

ing how far importance is to be attached to the opinion 0

the heretical nature of “ these doctrines:”"—

interpretation ; and Jerome and Augustine were almost the las

establishment of the papacy.

and in the century that intervened between Jerome and this pe

may not be considered a feeble follower of that father.

Itis likewise important to observe, that up to the time of Ori

terised the two first centuries was still prevalent. Owing, how
ever, to the great influence of the learning and talents of Origen
his allegorizing system soon began to obtain with many; inso

prompted to write a book, entitled ¢ The Reprehensions of Aile

the principle of his master’s system, he laboured to refute them

his followers, in the villages of Arsenoita, Eusebius preserves th

book.

was to come and reign a thousand years among men, hefore th
entire and final dissolution of this world ;’—¢ that this opinio

wagssi‘;wompatibla with some of his favourite sentiments.”
. 284.)

In regard to the system of interpretation struck out by Origen,
and which was adopted with modifications and varieties by so
munf' others, the best way of briefly conveying an idea of its ge-
neral character, and of shewing, that the opinion here expressed
of itis not that of an individual writer, will be to bring forward
two or three instances, displaying the manuer in which it has
been reprobated by eminent expositors in subsequent times.
._Ierome, who had himself, though unconsciously, in a measure,
xm})iped the leaven of it, dues nevertheless condemn it ; but Ais
opinion may be shewn by a reference to Luther’s, who says, in
hns.Annotatinns on Deuteronomy, ¢ That which I have so often
insisted on elsewhere, 1 here once more repeat; viz: that the
Christian should direct his first efforts toward understanding the
literal sense (as it is called) of scripture, which alone is the sub-
stance of faith and of Christian theology ;—which alone will
sustain him in the hour of trouble and temptation :—and which
will triumph over sin, death, and the gates of hell, to the praise and
glory of God. 'The allegorical sense is commonly uncertain, and
by no means safe to build our faith upon; for it usually depends

terpretation.

sense from Secripture repngnant to its meaning :

fol. 55.) Dr. Mosheim observes: ‘ After the encomiums we hav
given to Origen, &ec. it is not without deep concern we ar
obliged to add, that he also, by an unhappy method, opened

imagination could bring forth.”

method of Origen, though with some variations ; nor could th
few, who explained the sacred writings with judgment and

allegory that was overflowing the Chure

and figures altogether. And n a similar way his fancifal idea
allegorical manner of interpretation,

i. page 469.)

Jerome was a vehement adversary of the Millenarian doctrine
but whatever his own prejudices may have been, he nevertheles
lets fall a very important admission; as to the number of divine
who continued to hold it, in his days.
Jeremiah xix. 10, he says;

49—-58.

E)ftrgcts to the same im
multiplied ad infinitum ; b

TRuTH, in those given above, for at least one week to come.

* The reader who wishes to see other authorities in

(Hist. of | nected,” t0 close my remarks wi

Further, it is not a_little matter that Eusebius, besides having
disparaged the authority of'lhe.Apoculypse,_ant‘l insinuated that
it was perhaps the work ofCermlh.us the Eblomt_e, was decidedly
tainted with the Arian Heresy, which renders his views liable to
suspicion on this point in more respects than the one named. The
Magdeburgensian centuriators thus treat of him: ¢ Being now
about to say some few things concerning the doctrine of Eusebius,
we first give this admonition, that Jerome every where holds
him forth suspected of the error of Arianism. For in hisapology
against Ruffinus, he says of Eusebius, ¢ that he was indeed a most
i. e. according to the usages
of the word in those times, not orthodoz;) and throughout six of
his books did continually- declare that Origen was of the same,
faith with him—i. e. of the Arian falsehood.”
Bishop Jeremy Taylor,in his ¢ Liberty of Prophe-
sying,’ not only says of him, that he entertained Arian sentiments,
but that he is not clear of a suspicion of having endeavoured to

(Hist. Eccles.

account for what Scultetus says of him, that though immediately
afier the Council of Nice he seemed to have returned to his right

to insinuate that Crigen was of the same faith with bim; wl’:o
ean go about to falsify a document of such importance as the 3 : st violence to the lan-
Niceﬁe Creed ; and \{ho can apparently veerp vound in his |former interpretation scems o offer the lea

opinions on an important doctrine, and yet in heart remain of the

And yet it is on the credit and judgment of such a man, that the
whole weight of an objection, insignificant in itself, iSTested. ¥

The above extracts are rather more lengthy than 1 could

force.

Dionysius, Bishop of Alexandria, is then brought forward
by A Lover oF THE TRUTH, as the accuser of Nepos. Here
1 shall, with your permission, insert two or three further ex-
tracts fror the work above quoted, with the view of show-

Dionysius, on this subject; and which, I trust, will also c.learly
exhibit who those ¢ other authorities” are, who, according to
our correspondent, have borne equally successful testimony to

With Origen a new era commenced in the history of prophetic

of the fathers of any eminence who preceded the authoritative
Origen flourished about the middle
of the third century : Jerome died about A. p.420 ; and the papacy |? 8 2
was (as many sugpuse,) firmly established by Justinian in 533 : judgment W‘l}' be pr(:.lracted.through the period of a thousand

riod, there arose no one on the side of genuine Christinniﬁty th(:
As'the system of interpretation which now commenced with
Origen greatly affected the sense of holy writ, and became so
popular in the end as insensibly to carry away with it the majority
of Christians, it must of course be viewed as having greatly af-
fected the voice of the Church, and it consequently becomes an
important question, how far the system of Origen was compatible
with the mind of the Spirit, as exhibited-in the holy Seriptures.

gen, and also in his time, the system of exposition which charac-

much that Nepos, a pions and talented bishop of Egypt, was

gorizers,” which was specially directed against those who now ¢ T C
began to explain the Milleninum figuratively. After the death of manifest, I'EIM?B to the resurrection of the righteous; the strength
Nepos, Dionysius, a zealous disciple of Origen, became Bighop of of the apostle’s desire te attain this resurrection, Phil. 1i. 11;
Alexandria; and perceiving that the views of Nepos overthrew

and of his success in drawing over one Coracion, withi certain of vi. 39, 40,44,54,) add farther weightand strength to these ob-

account. (Lib. vii. c. 22—24.) But he relates also, that Diony-
sius, in the pursuit of his object, was led to question the canoni-
cal authority of the Apocalypse ; from which a fair inference may
be drawn, that he found himself hard pressed by passages in that
Mosheim, in his Ecclesiastical History, observes, ¢ that
long before this controversy, an opinion had prevailed, that Christ

had hitherto met with no opposition ;”’—¢ and that now its credit
began to decline principally through the influence and autherity
of Origen, who opposed it with the greatest warmth, because it
Vol. i.

with which it stands con-

subject through the mazes of folly ith the following extracts

from a work recently published by a pious and learned
Minister of the Established Church:—
Those who lovk upon Millennial views, afﬁrr.nator)"‘ olfth:i:f:-
toration of the Jews, and the previous resurrection 0 ht e :rrors’
as dangerous innovations, and opening the way to ot i‘rthe laté
would do well to listen to the following tegu;mmx 0 inlepe
Bishop Van-Mildert, who, by the extent of his learning, a Bt
general sobriety of his judgn(:iem., is agtal::efarthesuemove

ic of wildness and extrava —
all‘sﬁi’:;lil:;?s more certain than that the scriptures cll:early fo::;
tel the conversion and restoratiorn of ‘t‘he Jews, and that ? rr;d
satisfactory pledge of the fulfilment of the predcp!lonls‘ is ndye er‘:
given by what has actually been brought to pass in their |:g i1
sion and preservation. Respecting the Millennium, [])ll'lI'EIa £
the saints on eartli for 1000 years after the events sha )aaa’h 3
ken place, there is room for a great variety 'ofcon.]ect’l:re.nd "::e
ther, with the earlier fathers of the Christian church, z - wre-
| | eminent expositors of modern times, we are o expect,ht a : a =
surrection and triumph of the saints shall precede the hg,n.et »
and final resurrection ; or whether we hold with others that1 ld
not to be a reign of persons raised from the dead, but a rtanova;ter
state of the church, flourishing gloriously for 1000 years, afte
the conversion of the Jews, and the flowing 1n of ull the nut’II?lr:s
to the Christian faith; it is not necessary to determine. e

t
1

suawe of scripture, and issupported by great authority. But our
?rlllxs? in{he Ir)omis’es of God lt’iepends? not on the detenmnatul)]n
of this question ; since, whi.chsgever interpretation we adoﬁ;, t ;
splendid predictions of the inspired writers, both in the O :in
New Testament, will doubtless be yenﬁed, either 1n a literal or
a figurative acceptation, to their fullest extent. In the mean
time, the condition of the church, antecedently l.o'lhat its tn'lf]imti
phant state, may reasonably be qxpected to exhibit a diversifie
scene of trial and victory, of peril and deliverance, of degressmn
t{and recovery, similar to what it has hitherto undergone.

The sentiments also of the learned, humble and pious Mede
may well weigh with those who really know his writings. He
remarks, “I incline, on the whole, tothe opinion founded on
the sentence of St. Paul, 1 Thess. iv.that all the righteous will
rise again during the course of the millennial kmgdn‘m: but in a
£ certain order, according to that of the apostle, (1 Cor. xv.23,)
first, in the very commencement of the Millennium, the Martys,
then the rest, according to the decree of God the Arbiter, and that
this is called the first resurrection, or the resurrection of the Just.
Luke xiv.14. Afierwards, the Millennium being completed, the
wicked will rise ; the last and universal judgment Le completed ;
these to be thrust down to the fire, and the 'saiqts to be carried
t|up to the heavenly mansions, where they will live for ever with
Christ. 1 do not'indeed think we are to expect two advents of
Christ ; but one, namely, that in which he will judge the quick
and the dead at his appearing ; but that both his advent and his

- | vears.”

° The whole statement of the al)ostle, 1 Thess. iv. 14—18, clear-
ly respects the resurrection of the righteous, atthe coming of
the Lord, and their being brought with him; and when this is
connected with the statements in the second epistle (ch. i. 7—9,
ii. 1—8,) respecting (as the author is persuaded) the same coming,
and the destruztion of the Man of Sin at that coming, it is conclu-
sive, in his view, that the saints rise before the Millennium,—it
being generally agreed, (at least by those who hold a future Mil-
lennium,) that the Man of Sin wiil be destroyed before that bles-
- |sed wra.  According with this, is the statement in the 15th Corin-
thians, and in -particular, the expressions, Christ the first fruits;
_ | afterwards they that are Christ's at his coming ; and then cometh
.| the end, verse 23,24. The Author cannot see why there should
.| not be a lengthened interval between each of these three events ;
as there have manifesily been above 1200 years between Christ’s
. | resurrection and his second coming. The statement in the 52d
verse, which,as the expressions, and the counection, equally

and the emphatic distinctions of a special resurrection promised
; |to the righteous, Luke xiv. 14 ; xx. 35, 36. Heb. xi. 35. John
e | servations. Noris there anything inconsistent with them in the
expressions, John v. 28, the hour is coming,in the which all that
are in the graves shall hear his voice and come forth ; they that
have done good unto the resurrection of life, and they that have
done evil to the resurrection of damnation: when the term hour
is translated time, Romans xiii. 11, season,2 Cor. vii. 8,and in
such a passage as 1 John ii. 18, as well as in the one preceding
e | the text quoted (John v. 25). manifestly applied to the whole pe-
n | riod of the Christian Dispensation. 1t appears to the author that
the 20th of Revelation is, like all the rest of the book, symbolic,
with literal explanations. We find literal explanations running
through the book. See chap.i. 20; xvii. 15; xix. 8; and so
we find in the 20th chapter, the literal explanation, which is the

Devil ; and this is the first resurrection, a similar literal explana-
tion.

rately to entertain the opinions and
these letters. :

Just look, Mr. Editor, and people. of Pri
Jand, at the character and position which
for himself and his bretbren of the birchen ro¢
rately tells us that they are the jtarie
telligence of the country,” and that X
ed with the most respectable ch..“. “ihe g
morality, learning, and good breeding. Far
Mr. Editor, to assail the characters of this clas,
trymen, or to undervalue their utility ; but how

ble and arrogant are such claims as these! f —
comparisons were just, and his conclusion’ tr : i Vol‘
ly does it become a member of that 3
right. of summoning, severally, the cle —
the legislator and the lawyer, to the tri
and deliberately pronounce them only equal,
in moral and social standing, to his own frat
point of literary attainments, entirely depen
and, consequently, in this respect, at best, ¢ N |
as the stream cannot rise above its source. thit
leled arrogance calls for the severest re ( of His
Editor, this writer must be altogether ignoran; or Lev
stitutes a man of intelligence, or else of th hy pub
a large number of his brethren in this Islan Island,
never dare, in an enlightened community said rf:
the unwarrantable comparisons he has fu.rn‘i,‘ii
erudite and deeply read Ministers of the ::Ig the
lors, and private gentlemen in this Island, an y
ed, dull and uncultivated beings, who, in many Ships @
are filling the places and enjoying the en Baeh o
teachers of youth. 1f, Mr. Editor, the artic| it Lot, C
replying are a fair specimen of the prod Royalt
telligence of the country,” and if the genius w] ea(;"h‘:{/'
such rhetoric as they contain be the bi? ’ ’ an T
telligence in the Island, then, alas! alas! :;% oy
condition, and the prospects of its rising Boce
But, Mr. Editor, let us take one thore each a1
invention in politics which A LicEnss Lot, &
brought to light—a representation in the and .
dagogues. Novel idea! in what prolifi ?,’Y. ng f
hatched ?  Art thou the offspring of the B sur
tive powers of a licensed teacher ?—or W Laods
Ly the combined energies of our author, an payabl
minary in that bright constellation—*the my ha
country ?” Happy the individuals that ga "~ first of

Hlustrious even in that illustrious fratern ary

masters of P. E. Island! ,l.l?::vse
But, seriously, what are the grounds =
of the teachers of this Island to a Rep er AR

gislature claims to be sustained? H
TeacuEr. Because 70 electors at Mal
members. Well, because one abuse is tolerat
must be introduced! Ay, Mr. Teacher, is
thod of demonstration? We must have
convincing than this. What then are t
claim? The Licensep TEACHER has not

A

Iam not capable of imagining any which consist
warrant such a step. 1iven admitting that the Bonne
not each and all as much salary as they m Iin Dre
that the schoolrooms in many places are scare Satin,
ly large and convenient, and the books not o ‘6"11‘;'_"
lity, I am at a loss to see how electinga g
House of Assembly could remedy these ew1 ;. i
purse, even if the Legislature were willingt co, Ha
its contents in that way, is much too light whole
dy to all these evils. But were . it tenfold | terms,
I conceive, be very unsound policy to emploj No.
to do what should be particularly the conce o
children to do. If the teachers have insuffici

unsuitable schoolrooms and books, let the i
selves to procure better. Surely so “talen .

tial a body” cannot need the assistance ot th

resolvable into our ignorance.

to urge in its behalf?

The difficulties that have been made on the subject are
How little is it possible for us to
know of the heavenly Jerusalem in which the saints dwell, or of
the nature and glories of their risen bodies, or of their being
equal to the angels, (Luke xx. 36.) and how material must be
the distinction between them, and men living in the flesh. We
may soon get intd the atmosphere of Socinianism, and reject
every doctrine of the Bible, if mysteries and difficulties be a stum-
bling-block to our faith, instead of producing their right effect,

g’und pn:ient waiting for the manifestation of God’s
& .

Ibelieve an uncommenced s;])irilual

T believe not.

The doctrine ofa near personal advent of Christ may be traced
throughout all ages. Theidea ofa spiritual millennium, which
has not yet begun, before our Lord’s return, is sometimes called
the old way, the old paths,but is it not an entire novelty of mo-
dern times?
the real novelty. Has it any plea of general antiquity w hatever
Bishop Hall, in his list of

advent to be

on human opinion and conjecture only, on which, if a man lean,
he will find it no better than the Egyptian reed. Therefure,
Origen, Jerome, and similar of the fathers, are to be avoided, with
the whole of that Alexandrian School, which, according to
Eusebius and Jerome, formerly abounded in this species of in-

0 For later writers, unhappily following their too
much praised and prevailing example, it has come to pass, that
men make just what they please of the Scriptures, until some
accommodate the word of God to the most extravagant absurdi-
ties; and, as Jerome complains of his own times, they extract a

) of which offence,
however, Jerome himself was also guilty.” (Ann. on Deut. cap. i.

secure retreat for all sorts of errors, which a wild and irregular
And after noticing that he aban-
doned the literal sense, and divided the hidden sense into moral
and mystical, or spiritual, he adds: “ A prodigious number of
interpreters, both in this and the succeeding ages, followed the

true spirit of criticism, oppose with ang success the torrent of

f ' (Ch. Hist. cent. iii.
part 2. _sect. 5,6.) Milner, in his Church History, says some-
what similar :—¢ No man, not altogether unsound and hypocriti-
cal, ever injured the Church of Christ more than Origen did.
From the fanciful mode of allegory, introduced by him, and un-
controlled by scriptural rule and order, there arose a vitiated
method of commenticg on the sacred pages; which has been
succeeded Dy the contrary extreme,—viz. a contempt of types

of letter and spirit tended to remove from men’s minds all just
conceptions of genuine spirituality. A thick mist for ages per-
vaded the Christian world, supported and strengthened by his

{ ] _interp The learned alone were
considered as guides implicitly to be followed ; and the vulgar
when the literal sense was hissed off the stage, had nothing to do
but to follow their auihority. wherever it might lead them.” (Vol.

* * *

-~ In his commentary on
! _““that he durst not condemn the doc-
rine, because many ecclesiastical persons and martyrs affirmed

the same.”—Brook’s Elements of Prophetical Interpretation, 7p-

port as the foregoing might be

nu ut I am of opinion t i -
ficient “ food for thought” will be foundpby(;{] Ll:)u\:s?lc:i :l}llf;:

should like, however, as it is possible this may be the last ;
time I may trouble you on this subject, and as our friend of Sorespondent, in the paper of the 23, threatened a «
the Gazette “ has neither time nor inclination to pursue this

_ : f of the Arian-
ism of Eusebius, may consult—‘The Resurrection {{)Lr‘(::a?cdl:’cb?"l?)nr.
Homes. See the revised edition of 1833, p. 37; also the works of Le
Clerc and Mosheim.

varied opinions on this subject, gives no intimation of it. I have
not been able to trace it higher than Dr. Whitby, who speaks of’
itasa “new hypothesis,” at the beginning of the eighteenth cen-
tury.* Vitringa writing soon after Whitby, though in a far supe-
rior spirit, and tremblingly sensitive of the danger of putting off
the hope of our Lord’s coming, adopted his sentiments of the spi-
ritual millennium. He ably maintained the truth, that the mil-
lennium was yet to come, giving the names of F. Lambertus, C.
GallnAs, A. Conrad Mantvanus, C. Pannonius, J. Brocardus.’ A.
Leoninus, Laune, Mede, and Cotter, as supporting it. One very
material objection to the mere modern theory of a spiritual mii-
lennium, yet to take place before our Lord’s coming, is, that this
view, more than any other that the church has ever held, tends
e |to bring all Christians to that awful and most dangerous state o‘f'
e mmd, to the e_vnl servant, My Lord delayeth his coming.— Bicker-
a | steth’s Practical Guide to the Prophecies, Pp- 274--288.

1am, &c.,

AC
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* . . 4
o lhat]al ﬁ?ﬁ, in some respects, a clearing away of error, to acknowledge
a 1 Hilennium was yet to come; but in other respects it was a more
iz::?us m‘)ulr.\{(,' when men were led to view the whole as a mere spiritual
l ‘,lll;]g' an(; ingdom of Christ, yet to take place, and to extend over a
eer; ene pe‘!'lod. Thus a barrier of 1000 years was raised before the
lf.'or hciommg of our Lord. It became impossible for men to be waiting
xob sdcohmmg, and so they were thrown off farther than ever from the
sed hope of our Lord’s speedy return, which has been in a great
measure consistent with all previous views. .

L have not yet discovered the idea of a spiri i
. piritual Millennium uncommen-
tc::f:ft(l’:e Dr.h\’thby’s ‘““new hypothesis.” There have been from aene
ol ose who have held the personal coming of Christ before the Mil-
s - l\!lll'll‘lm al_ld n most ages there have been carnal views of a mere earth-
ﬁ." tlennium ; but where is the voice of the church,as to a spiritual
Tllx ennium uncommenced, and to last 1000 years, before his real coming?
& e views of the Reformers, who speak plainly of the near approach of
TISt's personal coming and kingdom, though they thought that mille-
:lhanamsm was a heresy, were less prejudicial in one respect to the truth
an the modern views, as they brought Christians to the right posture
of mind, waiting for the coming of Christ. But it is manifest tEal lle
present generally received modern view is far from being the old way. e
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. To rrE Ep1ToR oF THE CoLONIAL HERALD.

. Sir;—In your papers of the 23d and 30t i
ticles have appeared, both bearing the si:n:::;;:ol:fwx Iaf-
CENSED TEACHER, although purporting to be the producti &
of two different geniuses.  From the extraordinar to oy
however:, which are introduced into both, the pecul);ar mplcs,
ner ofd1§cus510n, and the extravagant and disgusting e
of conceit which runs through each, there appears L.;owew
1 very strong presurr_:ptive evidence that both have emana::;
from the same brain ; and that the more especially, as yo{n-

ontinu-
more com-
ers may re-
as a matter

ance of his subject, unless undertaken by some «
petent” agitator. Although many of your read
gard the authorship of these famous productions
of small importance, I have a reason for wishing to trac

them to their true origin, which is, that 1 altogether doa i)e
whether there is more than one individual in the profess;lor:

make their bargains or conduct their con B
A Licexsep TeacHER speaks of that body
ised,” as though that constituted a reason W »
1ave a Representative in the Legislature. I e
pised, 1 presume there is some cause for i N. |
like to be informed how granting them s i s
can either cure or prevent this. Surely be advan
that the want of such a privilege is the cal
despised. If so, I have some cold comfort: Ma
they will continue to be despised. But he rather
as a proof of their being despised, than as the ca
the cause exists somewhere else, and the better N
venting it is, by removing the cause, which, I s
be discovered without spectacles. Let me veeupi
cENseEDp TEACHER, that in an enlightened Y
ther that class of society, nor any other, must e ST
apart from integrity and honorable dealings; e
assertion, that the teachers are despised, goes
date his testimony in favour of that superior 257
eminence of character which he attributes to Schle-l‘
The writer of these articles seems entirely R
maintaining the right of the teacherstoa B i
that there are other large bodies in the count:lx i
ted, who have an equal claim with them; and T”
his own individual claims, forgetful of those of ol
ly strong, his conduct seems to savour more Oif ﬁ""r‘;';‘f
and conceit, than of fair and candid investigs e,
not clergymen, lawyers, physicians, mechanics, ant him "fv
every distinct class of society, as good a right to which
representation as licensed teachers? Why not, Estab)
up the suhject on the broad principle, and
system of representation is essentially deficient Cha
a general remedy, not a partial one? Is our alit —_

that others will get justice as well as himsell
absurd to complain of a want of Legislators,
one to every 2000 inhabitants. Do not the preseit
of Assembly represent all the various interests O
try, and of all classes? Do they not especiai.
the Schools? No subject has been so muc
for the last ten years. Almost every Session s0
been done to improve the School Laws. If the
still imperfect, let its faults be shown, and the Asse
titioned to mend them. :

But there have been licensed teachers in the

TH

Assembly in this Island—two at a tim Cha
they done? What improvements have T

- £ is RA
into the system of managing Schools? There

a licensed teacher in the House. What pecull

during four years, introduced into the School

licensed teachers have interests to represent, ;

struct him of them, and delegate him to seé
to? A brother will not surely neglect to G“f Bk O
the fervour of his powerful eloquence, the claims

pised and neglected fraternity. 1f they neglect 'ggm‘
him, 1, for one, shall consider all this fuss a 8t v 4
tative as mere finesse—only a showing off. Vt: b
Po

The Licensep TEacHER has made a great And
malice, ignorance, prejudice, calwmnies, COMUT ;I‘E :
frowns, &c., which that class are called to €D fom |
rest of society. He is not content with claimibe Mgﬁé

the highest seat in the synagogue—he must next .
appear as martyrs for the cause of Education. . o
ding them on our notice as the most Jearned, 10 p

ELY
virtuous class of society, he must make them & ?‘;lj
suffering and ill treated. Kach of them has MER
the virtue, and the disinterestedness of SoCri€ bya,
like him, dies by the hands of those he is beReC R Long,
is no exaggeration. Read the articles, and se® ; (Eq
expression what 1 bave imbodied in few "0& : ::c".
all perfectly false. The teachers in this Sy oy
ed fully equal to their merits; and if any Of the ey “Tijay
sed, ridiculed or frowned on, it is every W&
they deserve it. s |

Mr. Editor, with an apology for t M

marks, 1 subscribe myself,
Yours respectfully; 2

Prince County, Sept. 4th, 1842,
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of teachers in this Island so seriously demented as delibe-
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