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A CONCISE AND FAITHFUL

NARRATIVE

OF THE
VARIOUS STEPS
WHICH LED TO THE

UNHAPPY DIVISION,

WHICH HATH TAKEN PLACE

AMONG THE MEMBERS

OF THE

~Affociate Body in the United States.

INTRODUCTTION.

HETHER I fhall be able to juftify myfelf to that

fynod with which I am conneéted, and to which I
owe fubordination and refpe&, for offering to make any re-
ply to the pieces publifhed againft the truth and them, by
thofe who call themfeives members of the Aflociate Prefby-
tery of Pennfylvania, is more than I can at prefent determine.
I know it was the fixed refolution of the fynod to anfwer
them with filence; and that was long my own determination;
and their picces, I flill confefs, do not merit any reply. They
are fo replete with ignorance, falfe accufations, idle and
captious criticifms, and pharifaical pride and oftentation,
that onc would think they carry their own confutation on
their front, and really do not merit the mortifying labor and
expence of a public reply. But, it feems, fome weak, :miil
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wiii meaning people have been decoyed, and others are in
danger of being decoyed by their high founding and empty
pretenfions. 1 have therefore thought it might not be amits
to take fome public noti~< of them, in order to prevent the
Losd’s peopls buing ontnared, and, if puliible, to refcue the
iserf thamtulves froe the Lorrible temptations and delufions
i1 which they wre eianztzd, and in whichtbe: are zealouii
attempting tc cuiangle others.

I have been the more induced to undertake this work, that
as the fchifm formed in the Aflociate Body in this country,
may probably continue to future generations; it becomes ex-
ceedingly proper, that pofterity fhould know the iteps which
led to it. A plain and faithful narrative of thefe I fhall give,
fo far as my own perfonal knowledge, and the information
derived from the parties concerned, wi'l extend; and it is
the more necetlary to give this now, that the facs are recent
and frefh in our memories, and the agents ftill on the fage
of action.

In the book of Nehemiah, we have a fine reprefentation of
the duty incumbent on the miniiters of Chrift, and all other
Chnftians, in their refpeive ftations and places, viz. ¢ To
fet forward the work of che Lord, und build the houfe of the
God of heaven, according to kis word;” and in fome cliap-
ters of the fame book we have a jull reprefentation of the
oppofition, which the adverfaries to the truc interefts of the
kingdom of Chrift have ever made, now make, and in future
ages will make. Sanballat, Tobiah and Gafhmu were famous
men for pouring contempt and fcorn on the furvants of the
Lord; but when they found that fcorn and mockery would
not fucceed, they determined on ufing more forcible weapons.
They confpired with the Aruabians, thc Ammonites, and
Afhdodites, to come and fight againit Jerufulem, nd hindcy
the work. This reduced Nehemiah to the neceflity of {land-
ing on felf-defence; fo that the builders were ebliged to be-
come alfo warriors. The labourcrs vworked with one hand,
and in the other held a weapon of war; and the builders,
every one, had his fword girded on his fide, and fo builded.
But Nchemiah and the people of God with him were not
affailants in this difagreeable war; their weapons were not
weapons of hottility, but merely of felf-defence.

In like manner I can appeal! to the public, that I am not
an affail: ‘1 in this warfare, which I am now obliged to under-
take. The fynod and al! adhering to them have been mock-
ed, fcormed, unjuftly accufed, and reproached by three men,
not a little refembling the thioc herocs above mentioned. :
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It may indeed be alleged, that the three men alluded to
are 100 pious and zealous for religion, to oppefe the good
work of building up our New Teftament Jerufaiem, and that
T muit be certainly miltiken in the men. To this it may be
replied, ¢ It is not all gold that glitters.” 'The Pharifees
pretended much zeal for the law, a ftrong attachment to out-
vward torms, and made a migl:iy noife about them. And we
fie, in the fourth chapter of Ezra, that the moft deterniined
adverfarics to the welfare of Jerufalem pretended to b2 earncit
to advance the building thereof; and whether this remark be
mifapplied to thefe men, I fhall leave to the candid read:r
to determine, after he has perufed the following fheets.

I am indeed willing to afcribe the commencement of their
oppofition to weaknefs more than to wickednefs, to the want
of capacity and underftanding more than to an attual inten-
tion to injure religion: but even here they are not excufable;
becaufe a degree of humility proportional to the weaknefs of
their underitanding, would have tavght them to pay fome
refpe and deference to the underftunding and judgment of
their brethren; and this is peculiarly neceifary on the Prefby-
terian plan of government; that plan is founded on thefe di-
vine precopts—* Let each cfteem another better than himfelf;
and all of you be fubj2& one to ancther.”” It requires a truly
humble Chrittian {pirit to conftitute 2 true Preibyterian. Thefe
men cannot deny, that a clear majority of their brethren
were oppofed to their divilive meafutes; but pride and a
weak underitanding combined to hurry them on; and in the
profecution of their caufe to this day, T am far miftaken if 1
dc not make it appcar, that a high degree of the fame pride
and thallow ccmprehenfion has actuated them through ull the
ftages of it.

The fpirit with which they have condu®ed their caufe
would be fufhcient to make even a flranger to it fulpe@ the
goodnefs of it. Their low, uncandid eriticifms, puerile fuf-
picions, falfe accufitions, perverfion ana miiconltru&tion of
the meaning of words; their infulting men wko withed, and
ftill with for nothing in the church or Chrift but truth and
peace; their reprefenting fuch men as guilty of intentional
dithonefty and impcition in the matters of God, as being a
clafs of bafe deliguing hypocrites, apoitates from, and ie-
trayers of the caufe of God; their blaming them not only
for what they have done, but venturing to leok into tuturity
and predict what tiey will, or will not dog their circulating
lies and calumnices, in private circles, on the chara®ers and
condu& of the inen whom they haty; their fmuggling out

their
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their abufive prints; all, all indicate a fpirit in this bufinefs,
which I am fure is not of God; for fuch proceedings carry
the mark of the beaft on their forehead. I fay fmuggling
out their defpicable wares; for it is a matter of fa®, that
their laft performance, anonymous it is true, but fathering
itfelf on Mr. Beveridge, was, I am aflured, fo carefully fe-
creted in the city, that for a long time a copy of it could
not be feen; and when application was made to fome of the
party for it, yea, even to M°C——h the printer, it was re-
fufed.

Another artifice of the fame nature may be mentioned—a
fmall, nonfenfical pamphlet had been publithed in Scotland
againlt the Aflociate Reformed Synod, by thoic called the
Reformed Prefbytery; this Prefbytery are as odious to thefe
men, as thc Hebrew facrifices were to the Egyptians; never-
thelefs it was reprintzd in Philadelphia, applauded and fmug-
gled out to Carolinra and other places, not for its truth and
honefly, but becaufe it befpattered tlie {fynod. Other exam-
vles of the fume low cunning, and bafe artifice, will be men-
ticnied in the 1cquel.

It may be fuperiluous to declare, that this work is extreme-
ly df: reeable to me, and that it muit be fo to the minit-
ters o1 the {ynod is {fufciently clear, becaufe they have
hitlierto declined it.  For the fpace of five or fix years they
have patiently endured the prating and chattering or thefe
men, and with 1 noble dignity of mind difdained to reply to
their groundlefs accufitions.  Confeious of the uprightnefs
of their intentions, they have kept filence, being perfuaded
that few or none acquainted with them, or pofletling any to-
lerable degree of knowledge of their cauiz, would be in the
leatt moved by the yelpings of tlefe men.  And even afier
1 had bLegun this reply, I have fomctimes hefitated whether
to preceed, or let them alone to the righteous judgment of
himm, whofe judgment is always accerding to truth. DBut
knowing that it pleafes the Lord to werl by means, that it
is much eafier to deftoy thz church and religion than to build
up, that very infignificant creatures, foxes, and even little
foxes may fpoil the vines, hecaufe their labor fulls in with the
propenfitics of corrupt nature, and men will go much fiifter
with the tide than againft it; that when the Lord has a mind
to punifl a people for their unfruittulne(s under the means or
grace, by funding among them a fpirit ot deep fleep, flumber
and delufien, he permits fome deceittul worker or other to
introduce a fcheme of delufion and promote it; and on the
culicr hund, when ke purpefes to prevent or fupprefs fuch

judgment,
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judgment, he raifes up fome perfon to dete® and expofe its
and confidering that never was ary great or good work ac-
complifhed in the church ot Chrift, without much oppofition
and contradi@ory like providences, for the trial of the faith
and patience of the faints; after thefe - :fle®tions, and carneft-
ly feeking dire&ion from above, I came to a refolur'sa to
undergo the mortification of expofing the hollowneis and
naughtinefs of thefe men’s pretenfions. Not that I expeé to
niake favorable impreflions, to any great degrec, on them;
‘no, I fear that is almolt over. However, I thought that my
attempt might perhaps be blefled to prevent fome weak, but
well meaning perfons being entangled in the fnare.

I fhall firlt give an account of the fteps which led to the
fcandalous fchifin which they have formed, and then animad-
vert on their various claims, pretenfions ard principles.

CHAPTER 1,

Containing a narrative of the fleps which led o the breach.

SECTION L

Uf the union berween the minifters of the Anti-burgher and Burgher
Communion.

HE occafion of any of the minifters of the affociatan
coming into America, I need not ftay to mention. Sufhice

it to fay, that it was in confequence of carneft and repeated
calls, by numbers of reputable Chriftians. Thofe minifters
who came firft, belonged to the party called the Anti-
burgher Synod. The divifion which had taken*place in the
Aflociate Body in Scotland, ‘was not refpecing any point of
do&rine, worfhip, difcipline, or government; but merely
about the meaning of a few words in a religious claufe of a
certain burghcfs oath, ufed in three or four cities in Scotland,
as a condition of admitting citizens to the peculiar privileges
of thefe borroughs. After fome years, the Reverend Doc-
tor Thomas Clark, who had belonged to what is called the
Burgher Coemamunion in Ireland, came over to America,
with a confiderable number of his congregation, and fettled
on lands in the province of New York. Many private Chrif-
tians belonging to that communion, had, previoufly to that
ume, come into America, and more or lefs of them, I believe,
had
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had been incorporated in all the affcciate conr . egations. A
2 manitter of that body was now arrived, the minifters and
others dreaded the idea of their focietics being rent and di-
vided. Dod&or Clark v.as therciore nvited to an amicable
conferenc: with the Prefbytery. The affair was foon fetiled
with him. They all agrecd to have no controverfy about the
Burghefs oath, as they were certain, it could affe& no body’s
confcience here, where it did not exift.  The Do&or, on this,
was reccived into full communion.  Mr. Marthall freely af-
fented to this, joined in full communion with Mr. Clurk, and
the laft mentioned gentleman has been in full cornmunion,
both miniitcrial and Chriftian, ever fincs.

Some time after this, Mr. Telfair and Mr. Kinloch, who
alfo bclonged to the Burgher Communion, arrived ia this
country. The Prefbytery held an amicable conference with
them likewife, and they too joined in full communion with
the Preibytery, on materially the fame conditions as Do&or
Clark. Mr. Marthall freely affented to this alfo, and joined
in minifterial and Chriftian communion with thefe gentlemen.

But the Anti-burgher Synod in Seotland, were not all
plcafed with this movement. Some of the elder minifters,
who had taken an active part in the burghefs contreveriy,
who had entered into xll the labyrinths and windings of it,
and fiercely difputed about this and the other a& of the
Scottith parliament (for thither the difpute immediately led
them) felt their pride hurt by our treating it fo lightly; and
on a frefh application to the {ynod in Scotland, for further af-
- fittance, they fent over Mr. Smith and Mr. Rogers, but witl:
inftruétions to demand, that the coulition with the Burgher
minifters fhould be erazed from the minutes of the Pretbytery
here; and if the Prefbytery would not conlent to this, that
they, Mr. Smith and Mr. Rogers, {hould form a Prefbytery
in oppofition to the union, taking in fuch members of the
Prefbytery here, if any, as would join them. Thefe inftruc-
tions they laid before ihe Prefbyiery, when Dr. Mafon, Mr.
Marfhall and others were prefent. The Prefbytery viewed
this as a very bold and rafh ftep in that fynod; but imputed
it to their ignorance of the ftate of the church herc; and
from this moment, the Prefoytery began to fee clearly the
danger of acknowledging any praéical fubordination’to a
fynod at fuch a diftance, where they were not, and could not
be reprefented. The two gentlemen behaved prudently; they
did not infit on their inftru®ions, and the Prefbytery, with-
out a diffenting voice, dcclared againlt obeying them. Mr.

Marfhall joined freely in this declaration with his brctén'cn.
orpe
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Some confidcrable time after this, Mr. Clarkfon arrived in
this country, with much the fame inftru&ions; and they were
alfo treated in much the fame manner; Mr. Marthall freely
joining with his brethren therein.

It may not be improper to remark, that the minifters who
eompofed the Burgher and Anti-burgher Synods, immedi-
ately after the breach about the Burghefs oath, appeared to
the day of their deaths to be equally zealous friends to the
whole dodrine of the reformation; and the two divided bodies
appear ftill to be fo to this day. If the party oppofed to the
difputed claufe in the oath, could have convinced their bre-
thren of the other fide, that the oath militated againft, or
was inconfiftent with, a ftrit adherence to the reformation,
the advocates tor it would have given it up. Could the party
aflerting the lawfulnefs of the difputed claufe have convinced
their brethren of the other fide, that the oath was confiftent
with, and obliged to a ftri& adherence to the caufe of the re-
formation, thefe laft would no longer have quarreled, but ap-
proved it. The difference then was not about the main caufe,
but only about the means of promoting it; and the whole dif-
pute was, Whether is the meaning which you put on the words,
or the meaning which we put on them, juft. And after a de-
cifion was given by a majority againft the oath, the breach
took place on another queftion, viz. whether faid decifion thould
be made a term of communion or not, before the minds of
Prefbyteries and feflions were known on the fubjeét. At any
rate, however important this controver{y may appear to be in
Scotland, it would look like folly in the extreme to make it
a caufe of divifion, or term of cci. munion here. But to go
on with our narrative,

Mzr. Telfair and Mr. Kinloch, after flaying fome time in
this country, and all that time in perfe& unity and peace with
the Prefbytery, returned to Scotland. The Prefbytery’s uni-
on with them having embroiled the Prefbytery fomewhat with
the Anti-burgher Synod, from whom they were wont to ob-
tain miflionaries, as has been faid, that fynod was not now
fo forward to fend them. Mr. Telfair’s going back to Scot-
land, and leaving the Prefbytery in this embarrafled fituzxion,
without any prefling call, as they thought; his going oft
without leave, and withrut even afking a certificate, gave of-
fence; and his returning again to America without ary pro-
per call or appointment, encreafed the offence; fo that for
fore ycars he ftood alone, and was not admitted to commu-
nion with the bady. But Do&or Clark continued all along
in communion. FPerhaps it may be proper to remark, that it

was
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was after Mr. Telfair’s and Mr. Kinloch’s return to Scotland,
that Mr. Smith and Mr. Rogers came from the Anti-burgher
Synod with inftruQions as betore mentioned.

SECTION IL

Containing an account of the union with the Refermed Pr:foyter;.

THIS brings me to fpeak of the coalefcence with the Re.
formed Prefbytery. That denomination ot Prefbyteriuns
in Scotland cither are, or pretend to be, the fucceffors and iol-
lowers of the religious people who were perfecuted fo cruclly
and unjuftly, dunng the reigns of the two brothers, Charles
the fecond, and James, Duke of York. They fay, they are the
followers of Cargill, Camcron and Renwick, threc famous
perfecuted minifters of that period. They are an intelligent,
religious and virtuous people, both in Scotland and in Ame-
rica: but they found fault with feveral things which they
think t defe@s in the civil eltablithment of religion that
took place at the revolution in Britain, by the inftrumentality
of the prince of Orange, anno 1688; and on that account
will not acknowledge the prefent civil government in Britain
to be rightly conftituted, nor the rulers to poflefs legal autho-
rity. e eftablithment of their religion in the Bible, or by
God’s authority, will not fatisfy them. They with to fee it
alfo eftablifhed in a&s of parliament; and though this has
really been done in North Britain, yet becaufe they fec great
defe@s in it, (and defe@s muft ever 2ttend human tranfac-
tions) they refufe to acknowledge the legality of the Britith
confutution and government. This we viewed, and ftill
view as a great miftake. But they are a peaceable .nd harm-
lefs people. They do no injury to the government, nor to
any body elfe but themfelves; and we cannot expeét to find
huiman nature without fome whims. Some of thefe people
have been long in America; they had a minifter here, viz.
Mr. Cuthbertfon, before any of the Affociate minifters came
to this country. It was the Britith government only with
which they found fault, and therefore when the thirteen Co-
lonies in America began their cppofition to the unjuft claims
of Britain, they t’reci;; joined in that oppofition; and when
the war commenced, and independency was declared by the
colonies, now the United States, they freely acknowledged
the legality of the new government, fubmitted to it, took an
adive part in the war, and fome of them fat in conventions

te
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to form the conftitutions, and feveral of them have beea
members of the legiflatures ot the ftates; others have adi:d,
and fill a&, as ju&i‘ccs of the peace.

This is a convincing proof of one fa&, that contending
parties commonly drive the wedge of argument, on both fides,
too hard, and too far. It has been generally alledged by the
opponents of thefe people in Britain, that they were oppofed
to all civil government, that no government cenftru@ed by
men would pleafe them, and fo they have gone under the ap-
pellation of Anti-government-people: but we fee from the
fad above flated, that this is not true. The truth which they
maintain feems to be this, that a nation having attained to 2
certain of reformation, in the conftitution both of
church fate, ought not (o fall back from it, and can have
ro moral power and authority fo to do. This is a truth that
all men muft grant. But they have added to this truth ano-
ther thing not fo fair, and that both in theury and pratice, I
fcar, viz. that when a nation have thus fallen back fiom for-
mcr reformation, the rulers which they do fet up have no leg»1
authornity; for the people had no right to conftiute them in :ﬁat
dcixtive manner. Here two ditin@ thir3s are contounded,
the 1ad, and the manner of the fa@®. The fad itfe!t is good
ard lawful, viz. the conftituting rulers, to which, people
can necver foricit their sight, any more than they can, to ufe
mcans for the prefervation of lite, or to obey the fixth com-
mandment. The manner may be defe@ive in feveral things,
and thefe defe@s are contrary to the law of God; but ¢ill the
4 wdelt is agreeable to his law. The beft of men fin in every
thing they do, and come fhort of the glory of God. David’s
laft ways of goverrmient and condué were not like his firft.
The fecond temple tell tar thort of the magnificence and glory
of the firft. Here is a falling off in the manner, while the
matter is good. On the other hand, thele people, in their
war of words on this {ubje&, have puthcd the argument too
far againtt their opponents.  They have alledged, that their
opponents defend the dcfedive manner, as weil as the matter
ot the daty, or maintuin that it is lawful for a nation to re-
cede or fall back trom the degree of reformation, to which
it had attaincd in the conftitution of chu:ch and ftate, and
that the nation had a moral rizht and power thus to fall back.
But it is clear, no perfon in Lis fenfés would maintain fuch
an abfurdity. To proceed,

When the defirable event above mentioned took place, viz.
the independency of tlic ttutes, fenfible men on both fides
began to think, that the difference between the two parties

was
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was removed by the providence of God; and accordingly
rivate confercncc. were held on the fubje@ of a coaleicence.
q'bc church of Chrift in America is miferably divided. In
fome inftances, diffcrent languages neceifarily divide Chrigti-
ans; in many more, different fyttems. The bad confequences
are many and great; all of which I fhall rot ftay 10 point
out. But thefe are manifeft; an inability, with many of the
parties, to fupport the ordinances of the Guipel, or even
any appearance of a Chrittian church; a relaxation of diiip-
fine; a contempt of the miniltry; and the rapid progrefs of
ignorance, infidclity and vice. Thefc are heart-picrcing evils;
and might, in part, be prevented, by the united cxertions of
the friends of religion and virtue. And what was there now
to kecp thefe two parties affunder? furcly nothing. But there
was a neceflity to proceed with caution.

The firft time that it was mentioned in the Affociate Prefs
bytery, fo far as I recolle®, was at a mecting at Marfh creck,
abou: the year 1575, or 1776, where Mr. Marthall and Mr.
Clarkfon were prefent. Theic two gentlemen feemed then to
favour the motion. Mr. Clarkfon ufcd this expreflion, ¢ I
will not caft cold water on it.” Mcctings werc appointed,
conferences were held on the fubje&, betwecn the year 1775,
and 1782. The people generally ou both fides exprefled
great anxiety for the happy event, and urged the minifters on.
Articles were drawn up, afcertaming the views of both par-
ties, on fome theoretical points; fuch as the origin of civil
dominion, the qualifications necetfury to civil rulers &c. about
which there appeared to be no real diffcrence; and in the
principal thing, all were perfe@ly agreed, viz. a practical ac-
Inowledgement of the civil authority in the United States,
and fubmiffion to it.

I fhould mention, that ia the year 1796 the original Affo-
ciate Prefbytery of Pennfylvania was divided by mutual con-
fent, into two Prelbyteries, for the fake of conveniency; the one
retaining the namc of the Affociate Prefbytery of Pcnnfylvania,
the other affuming the title of the Aflociate Prefbytery of
New York. And though the members did not yet fee it pru-
dent to form a fynod§ yet ir order to maintain the unity of
the body, and a& in concert as much as diltance of place
would allow, it was unanimoufly agrced, at the tiric ot dif-
junétion, that when any of the brethren of the onc Prefby-
tery happened o be in the brunds of the other at the time of
its meeting, they fhould be entitled to a feat and a vote, as
much as if no disjuniion had taken place; and that general

matters,
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mauess, which concerned the whole body, fhiould be tranfa&-
edas much as potiible, with the confent of both Prefbyteries.

Accordingly a gencral meeting of members from both
thefe Prefbyteries, and of the members of the Reformed
Prefbytery, ook place at Pequea, in the {pring of the year
1779. Anrticles, as the bafis of union, were drawn up by
a committee compofed of members from each Pretbytery.
Tefe articles were only ten in number.  They fhall be after-
wards laid before the rcader. Mcan time I remark, that the
committee were unanimous in them. They were introduced
to the general mecting, were cooly confidered, fome confi-
derable time fpent in reafoning on them, and were finaily °
agresd to, by all the members of the Reformed Prefbytery,
and by a clear majority of the two Ailcciate Prefbyteries;
and on moticn it was refolved, that both parties confidered
themfelve. as 1ip for cloling the union propofed, on the
grouud or bafis of thefe articles, and deferred the matter un-
ul autunmn, only in order, it poflible, to remove the fcruples
of fome brethren that feemed to helitate, and finally all agreed
to hold a gencral meeting again at Deeprun in the fall of the
year, with a view to finith tie bulinefs.

TL: Atociate Prefbytery of New York accordingly appoint-
ed Do&or Juhn Mafn and the reverend Rebert Annan to at-
tend faid mecting, & each of them to take a ruling clder with
him. When the time appointed drew ncar, Mr. Annan, who
then lived at Walkill in the ftate of New York, fet out with
an clder to attend the mecting. Do&or Mafon was then ex-
iled from the city ot New York, and the Briufh troops in pof-
feilion of 1. He then refided with his family at a litile town
in New Jerfey, called Plukemin. Mr. Annan and his elder
called on Dodtar Mulen at his dwelling, to take him along.
Converfing together in the evening on the fubjed of their mif-
fion, the odter remarked, that he was afraid it would be a
blunt journey, for faid he, “ I received a letter from Mr.
Marihall a day or two ago, in which he informs me, that he
was jult going to take horfe to ride to Oxford, to attend a
mesting of the Ailociate Prefbytery of Pennfylvania, and that
his cluef /Jfign ia going was to perfuade the brethren not to
aitend at Deeprun; and added he, I am afraid he will be too
fuccefstul in his endeavors, for you know the men, and there-
fore fays he, I kail not go, for I am confident it would be in
vam.” hc and Mr. Annan &c. were much difpleafed with
fuch evafive, juggling meafures: but there was no remedy ex-
ccpt patieacs.  Upon this Mr. Annan and his elder returned
home again, after a journsy of one hundred miles or more to

no
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no purpofe. It turned out juft as Doctor Mafon had forefeen;
the members of the reformed Prefbytery all attended from
a great diftance; none of the Aflociate Prefbytery of Pennfyl-
vania attended, except’ Mr. Marfhall himfelf, who had only
about 30 miles to ride from the city of Philadelphia; and the
members of the Reformed Prefbytery have alledgcd that his
bufinefs feemed to be only to tantalize them. Mr. Teltair had
till this time {tood alone, fince his return from Scotland. The
Reformed Prefbytery being much grieved and offended at
fuch ungenerous treatment, and apprehending that the affair
of union with the Affociate Prefbyteries was all over, fome of
them, on their return home, called on the reverend Mr. Tel-
fair in Philadelphia, and invited him to join them; which he
accordingly did, on macerialy the fame bafis or ground to
which allfhad agreed at Pequea. In this manner came Mr.
Telfair to be again conneéted with the Affociate Body.

For, Mr. Annan on his return home, having communicated
the whole of this procedure to the Prefbytery of New York, of’
which he was a member, that Prefbytery was not a little
grieved and offended at fuch mifmanagement; and unani-
moully determined not to drop the affair {fo dithonorably, and
therefore refolved to a& for themfelves, and take up the bufi-
nefs on the bafis of the articles agreed to by all parties, at
the general meeting at Pequea, in the year 177¢: and ac-
cordingly did in the fpring of the year 1780, at a mecung
of ;Prefbytery held at New Perth, now Salem, about 40 miles
to the north eaft of Albany, in the ftate of New York, una-
nimoufly clofe the propofed union with the Reformed Prefby-
tery, on the grounds agreed to by all the three Prefbyteries
at Pequea, about a twelvemonth before; and ordered a copy
of their minute to this purpofe; figned by the moderator and
clerk, to be tranfmitted to the Reformed Prefbytery, and in-
telligence of the fume to be fent to the Affociate Prefbytery of
Pennfylvania; which was done accordingly.

About fix months after this, Mr. Annan attended a meet-
ing of the Aflociate Prefbytery of Pennfylvania at Pequea, and
reprefented the ill confequences of the Prefbytery’s conduét in
difappointing the general mecting at Deeprun, and defired
the members to refume the fubje. This met with oppofition
from Mr. Marfhall and Mr. Clarkfon. On the third day to-
wards the clofing of the meeting, the reverend Mr Smith cal-
led out Mr Annan to advife with him refpe&ing fome affair
in Mr. Smith’s congregation, and while together, they were
alarmed with the found of the moderator’s voice feemingly at
prayer diimifing the Prefbytery, they returned fpeedily info

the
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room; and fo it was—The Prefbytery was difmiffed; and fe-
ver:l of the members could not help thinking, that this was
another low artifice, or ftolen march on them, in order mean-
ly to evade the affair of the union coming under confideration.
Mr. Marihall and Mr. Clarkfon, in a few moments, mounted
their horfes, and returned home. So much trouble have thefe
gentlemen given to their brethren and to themfelves, fo
much diftra®ion and divifion have they occafioned in the
church. An oppofition to the meafure, it they were not clear
in it, condu&ed in an open, manly and candid manner, would
have done them honour: but fuch low evafive and double
dealings, were unworthy of a good caufe, and a good man.
The reverend Meflrs. James Proudfit, john Murray, and
John Smith, the remaining minifters of that Prefbytery, and
the reverend Robert Annan from the Prefbytery of New
York, then fat down, and, like Job and his friends, were for
fome time dumb, partly amazed at the condué of the two
gentlemen gone off, and partly mufing and confidering what
to do. It was propofed that a member fhould be employed
in prayer for counfel and dire&ion, which was readily agreed
to; und after prayer, and fome little conference, they were
all of the mind that they would a& for themfelves, and do
what they were clear was their duty. Mr. Annan intreated
them by no means to come into the union, if they were not
clear in it, and if they werc not fully determined, upcen
coming into it, to abide by it; and hinted that their former
inftability, their advancing and retreating on this fubject had
already done hurt, and encouraged its oppofers. After ma-
ture confideration, they drew up three or four articles, ma-
terially the fame as thofe formerly agreed to at Pequea, and
unanimoufly declured for the union, on the ground of thefe
articles; and in order to expedite the bufinefs as much as
poflible, they agreed to write circular letters to their brethren,
Mr. Marthall and Mr. Clark{on, inviting them to an extraju-
dicial conference with the members of the Reformed Prefby-
tery; which conference was appointed to be held at the houfe
of Mr. James Paterfon in Donnegal, about two or three
weeks atter that; and Mr. Annan engaged to notify the
members of the Reformed Prefbytery. Circular letters were
accordingly fent to Mr. Marfkall and Mr. Clarkfon; but they
did not attend. Mr. Murray was then much indifpofed in
body; he, neverthelefs, fet out from home on the journey,
and travelled one day, but next day, a violent fnow ftorm
coming on, he was thereby prevented from attending. Mr.
Proudfit was, by fomc means or other, alfo prevented; llGxt
I.
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Mr. Smith, Mr. Annan, and the members of the Reformed
Prefbytery attended; when the articles drawn up by the
three minifters were produced, and were readily agreed to,
This took place in the fall of the year 1781,

SECTION IIL

Contairing an account of the breach.

THE meeting, above mentioned, was only an extrajudi-
cial conference; but on the 14th of June, 1782, the
affair was brought before the Prefbytery, at a mecting held
at Pequea, and by a fair decifive vote of the majority, the
union was clofed between the Aflociate Prefbytery of Penn-
{ylvania, the Reformed Prefbytery, and the Affociate Pref-
bytery of New York. Againft this decifion, Mr. Marfhall
and Mr. Clarkfon protefted, and appealed to the Aflociate
Synod in Scotland. This appeal was an unprecedented ftep:
the like ftep had never before been taken in the Affociate Bo-
dy; and not only fo, but as it is impra&icable to carry ap-
peals to that bar, becaufe impoflible for the parties to appear
there; fo to admit fuch appeals would amount to a total fur-
render, or giving up of all judicial power in the Prefbytery.
Such a procedure, once adi.itted, would tie up the hands of
the Prefbytery for ever, prevent a decifion of any important
caufe, and be a continual fubterfuge and afylum for guilt;
becaufe the offending party would have no more to do, but
to appeal from any {entence to the fynod in Scotland, and
thgn ali further procedure behoved to ftop. If thefe difcon-
tented brethren had fatisfied themfelves with a fimple protef-
tation, to be recorded in the minutes for their own exonera-
tion, and continued in communion, they had a¢ted regularly;
but their appealing to a foreign {ynod, at fuch a diftance,
carries the air of no good defign. But even here they did
not ftop: they fuddenly and outrageoufly ftarted from their
feats, feized on the Prefbytery’s minutes and other public pa-
pers, retired to another apartment, formed themfelves mto a
diftiné Prefbytery, and prefumptuoufly and abfurdly afflumed
to themfelves the name and powers of the Prefbytery which
they had deferted. This exceeds all power of defcription
for rafhnefs, ignorance and folly. The Prefbytery, amidft
all this confufion, outrage and diforder, calmly fat fill, and
after fome time fpent in folemn and fad deliberation, they

proceeded to lay them under cenfure; in which, however,
they
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they difcovered much meeknefs and caution.  Their decifion
runs in the following words; ¢ The Prefbytery cannot but
look upon the condué of thefe brethren, as highly fchifma-
tical, and tending to fow difcord and divifion among Chrif-
tians, and do thercfore warn this congregation againit coun-
tenancing their miniftrations, ay and until they return unto
their duty and Jduc fubje&ion to this Prefbytery, in the Lord.”?
It is evident that this decifion, fentence, or warning, is couch-
ed n fuch terms, as adopt it to every congregation where it
might be deemed proper and neceflary to read it; and it ap-
pears from other minutes of the Prefbytery, formed at th=
fame time, that the d2fign of it was to guard the vacancies
under the Prefbytery’s care againft the impofitions of thefo
men; and accordingly @ miniiter was appointed and ordered
to read it in Oxtord congregation, as lying moft open to their
encroachments. To give it the more {olemnity it was fuk-
fcribed not only by the moderator and clerk, but alfo by the
other minitters prefent.  The force and efficacy of this fen-
tence is defined by the cenfured miniiters themfelves, in their
narrative, pag: 48, which narrative is, in page 6, declared
to be an ad of their new Prefbytery, enadted at Philadel-
phit, Ocober 25th 1784, and is fubfcribed by Mr. Marfhall
as moderator.  Says that Prefbytery ¢ This was a depofing
thieie brethren from the miniitry of the Gofpel, only not ac-
cording to the form of the Chriflian procefs obferved in moft
of the rcformed churches.” What follows, in fome lines of
the na:rative, viz. that they owed no fubordination or refpeét
to the Prefbytery, is a palpable falfity, enaced (I tremble when
I mention it) and authorifed by the name of the Lord; for
the Prefbytery which cenfured thefe brethren was the original
Atlociate Prefbytery of Pennfylvania, name and thing, the
Prefbytery which had ordained Mr. Murfhall to office, which
nad admitted Mr. Clarkfon to memberfhip, on condition of
du: fubje@ion, and o which they both had vowed fubjecion
in the Lord, the peace ot which they had engaged to main-
tain, and from which they had folemnly promiied to follow
1 divifive courfes; and there was not a new member in it,
that is, not onc member of the Reformed Prefbytery had yet
yoined it, nor did any of them iit in it for a long time after:
for thc convention of the three Prefbyteries that formed the
Alfiociate Reformed Synod, did not meet {or {fome months
atterwards. The centure was pait in June; the convention
which formed the fynod, and arranged the Prefbyteries in
a different form, did not meet until the latter end of O&ober
tellowing.  Is it net aflenifhing then to hear thefe men

C . faying
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faying in the name of the Lord, or in a judicial a& of
their pretended Prefbytery? ¢ As to returning te fubjection
to them, they muft have a confiderable portion of aflurance
to require it; feeing thefe brethren never promifed fubje@ion
to them, any more than to the Roman pontiff. Do they find
any fuch Prefbytery as theirs mentionced in ovr ordination en-
gagements?”

Will thefe men fay that the Prefbytery exceeded the limits of
its authority and power, in taking up the queflion of the union?
Are not Prefbyteries as competent to judge of this queftion as
any cther? Moft furely. The admiilion of new members to
our communion, and fcttling the terms of it, urc things that
naturally fall under the management ot ecelefiaftical courts.
If they have any power at all they mult have this. Did they
find any principles of Chriftianity, any trutt:s of the goipei,
refpecing doérine, werfiip, difcipline, or government, {ub-
verted by the fteps which the Prefbytery had tuken? No, they
do not pretend it; and it is remarkable, that in all their pub-
lications they have never once attempted to prove any of the
articles or propofitions, on which the union was formed, 10 be
erronecus, unfonnd, or ‘rthe leaft contrary to fcripture or re:i-
fon; and thus, by their own confedion. they rent and divide.l
tiie church, without iny caute or reafon. I do not fuppole
that ever fuch another {tep @ us take:. by any inen, pretending
to be minifters of Chriit! Schitm is a moft pemicious cvil; it
preceeds from, ana iends to nourfh and incieul> /Hme of the
worft paffions of the hurin.: heart; it mukes profefiors con-
tentious, hatefu! and hating one another; they become full
of envy, debate, deceit, malignity: and act the pa:t o wlil-
perers, backbiters, difpiteful, baters of God, proud, boafters,
inventers of evil things, covenant breakers, without nataral
afe&ion, implacable, unmerciful; and fuch, in a deplorable
degree, have been the fruits of their {chifm: ard inftead of re-
turning to the body from which they have violently torn them-
felves, on which return they might have expeted all due lenity
and compaflion trcm their brethren, they have gone on, to this
day, addirg outrage to mifrule, and mifrule to outrage, fo us
truly to become an offence to Chriftians.

There is one thing I would notice here: it has been faid
that the fentence of the Prefbytery was never executed.  To
this it may be replied, that ecclefiaftical courts have no power
of executing fentences, fuch as civil courts have; they have
not the power of cosrcion, compulfion, or punithment; the
pafling of the fentence is with them its execution, and the on-
ly execution in their power, for their power i1s no more than

minifterial
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minifterial and declarative. They may publifh or not publifl,
the fentence, in one or more congregations, as to thein may
feem prudent; the pafling of it in open Prefbytery may, in
fome cales, be a fufficient publication of it; but the fentence
itlelf is not affe&ted by thefe circumftamces; -it remrains the
fame; and men may regard or difregard it, as they fee meet.
If they difregard it, they are anfwerable to none but Jefus
Clrift, the judge of quick and Jdead; if they can defy his di'-
plcaiure, they may contemn the fenternce.

SECTION IV,

Whercin foine facs, poflerior to the breach, ore rienticned,

AV ING brought this narrative forward to the time

1 of the unhappy breach, it wiil be preper, before I clofe
it, te fubjcin a ‘ew fa&s which happcned poitcrior to that
eveut. The convention of the three Prefbyteries which formed
themfelves into a 1ynod, met in Philadelphia, in the latter end
of O&ober, 1744, as has been faid. They fat in the houfe of
Mr. William Kichards, who had long been, and then was, a
member of th= feflion, in which Mr. Marfhall prefided. e,
with his brother-elders, and other members of the congrega-
tion, applied to tlic convention for advice what to do in t.hc;'r
prefent circumitances; as their minifter appeared to thers to
b: purfuing «u wild, fcLifinatical courfe.  The conventien ap-
pointed, once and again, committees of their number to wait
on Mr. Marfull, inform him of their proceedings, and folicit
his return to the body; they were indeed extremely forry to
fce him perfevere in liis unreafonable & anti-feriptur.d fchifm,
and withed not to proceed to cxtremities witih him; but he
ipurned their cendetcenfion and goodnefs. The people of the
cengrezation then inade another application for advice, and
Lo&or Mafon, with another brother, was permicted to go
afide and converfe with them; and I huave it a‘certained by
authentic teftimony, that thefe bretlven adviied the congre-
gation to deal gently with Mr. Marihall, for they hioped he
would fee his eiror, and foon return to his brethren. And
the fcandal was of a peculiar nature; for the moment he re-
turned to the body, the ofence ceated, and the cenfure de-
pendent thereon alio ceafed of courfe-

In this difigrecable fituation the congregation continued
for a very confiderabls tinr, Wil extremely loth to come to
an open raptare wiils Limy; until, at 1a®, after a confiderable

number
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aumber of firangers from Scotland had arrived ..} joined
the congregation, he, and his felf-created Prefbytery, profum-
ed they might take bolder fteps; and accordingly they refolv-
ed to bring the matter to an itffue with the feilion, Ly citing
them before their Prefbytery, and putting this queilion to
them—¢ Whether are you friends or foes?”’ I thould remark
that, previoufly to this, the corporation of the congregation
had applied to the legiflature of the ftate, to pafs a law to
repeal a claufe in the deed of truft, which had fubje&ed their
church property tc a foreign jurifdition, viz. of the A\ifociate
Synod in Scotland. Several of the cld:rs were members of
the corporation; and, on the aforefaid queftion being put to
them by the new Prefbytery, the elders atked the moderator,
Whether the Prefbytery had any thuing to obje& to their mo-
n%cham&crs; the moderator, Mr. Deveri.ge, anfwered,
« No; but it is 2 matter of noteriety that you have applied
to the legiflature of the ftate, to repeal, &c. and this is eral-
tianifim, and for this you are called to anfwer.”” The Pref-
bytery, without much more ado, unanimouily agreed to fuf-
rend or defpofe from office and excommunicate the five
elders, wlich were the whole feflion. This was zccerdingly,
after prayer, done in the name ot the L—. But, previoufly
to the palling of this cenfure, one of the elders, in the name
of his brethren, read a proteftation and declinature, utterly
reje@ing and declining their authority.

This was a bold and rafh ftep in this fclf made Prefbytcry,
and appears the more fhocking, that it looks too much like a
proftitution of the fpiritual ordinance of church cenfure, to gain
carnal and worldly purpofes: for as a claufe in the deed of
sruft fays, that nonc out of communion with the congrega-
tion can have an intercft in the property of the church; fo
they expe&ed, by this bold ftroke, to diveft the elders at

e of all right to that lot and houfe, which their money
‘: catly contributed to purchafc and build; and for the
purchafc and building of which, Mr. Marfhall and his adhe-
rents, as I am affured, had not contributed a farthing. The
feflion and corporation perceived the wicked defign, and faw
the neceflity of fpeedy and decifive mcafures: accordingly
the corporation agreed to fhut up the meeting l:oule, and
that it fhould not be opcned but by the confent of a majernity
of their body; and the feflion and congregation male wppli-
cation to the Affociate Reformed Synod, or a Prefbytery be-
longing to that body, to be acknowledged by them as under
their infpe&ion, from which they had never, with thcir revolt-
ing miniflcr, withdrawn; nor had any intention to withdrav:.

'J‘l.ck'
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They were unanimoufly acknowledged; and notice given, by
a committee, to Mr. Marfhall, that if he had any thing to lay
to the charge of the five elders, he would be hcard at the bar
of the Pretbytery: but he never appearcd to accufe them,
The corporation, foon after this, opened th: inecting-houle
to the minifters of the fynod; and this was the occation of, cr
gave birth to, the long and tedious la}c-lu:t, about the church
property, before the Supreme Court ot the date; Mr. Marthall
plair tiff, and the corporation defendants; on which 1 thall fay
nothing.  Nor on Mr. Murthall’s condu&. at tl.lxs time, thall L
make any animadverfions, only that his going on Sabbath
moruinz and demanding admitlion to the pulpit in the name
of the adorable T'rimity, winle he was feeking 1t, and deter-

singd, it potlible, to obtain i, in the name and by the autho-
ritz of the flate, was very fliocking to pious people.

Scon atter this, the {ztlioa ind other principal members of
ti.e congregation, fent a moit prefling call to the Reverend
Robert Annan, then at Botton, to come over to them & nelp
them, by taking the paftoral charge of the congregation. This
call oi petition was iubicribed firt of all by the Reverend Da-
vid Teltuir, ia his own hand writing, and then by feveral of the
cidors and etz geatiemen, who had for fome time attended
M. Teleir's minitry;  and by all the clders whom Mr Mar-
fnall had calt off.  Mr. Annun yiclded to their importunity ;
as he decmed the faving of tire congregation Yo be an objed
of gicat importance. On the whele of this narrative we may
fay, What a pity!  that our greed wicked biethren in Dritain
havinz paifoned the waters of the fanéuary with their bitter
cont..:ticns fhould contintic to fend forth thefe bitter waters,
like flriams of dexth, even to America.

CIIAPTL R IL

Conteiming the princ cs on solich tle union was formed, ard focm

swhich the Separai:ls revalicd : <w'ih ar examivaion of their i

“to the pams and fpowers of i Lificiite Preflytery of Penufyi-
1’(:’.';:.}-

AVING in the forczoing pages given a brief and faith-

tul account of tae fleps which led to the unhappy fchifm
made by Mr. Marthall and Mr. Clark:on, ard now fupported
by nthicrs, lately from Scotland, viz. Mr. Anderfon, Mr. Be-
veridge, Mr. Goodwillie, Mr. WLite, and lately ::cceded to
Yy Mi. Henderfon, fexior; I {lall now proceed to eximing,
Fif 'l [}
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Firt, The principles of tlic union from which they revolted,
and, Secondly, Their claim to the name and powers of the
Afociate Prefbytery of Pennfylvania.

SECTION L

IWherein the priu?le: of the union, from awhich the feparating bre-
toren

ave revoltcdy, are exlbibited,

HE articles drawn up and approved as the bafis of uni-

on, at the gencral mecting of the Affociate Prefbytery

of Penafylvania, of members from the Affociate Prefbytery of
New York, and the Refermed Prefbytery, holden at Pequea,
in the fpring of the year 1779, and on which, after the grene-
ral meeting agreced to be held at Deeprun, in the full of the
aforefaid year, was, by Mr. Marflall’s influence frultrated,
the Prefbyterv of New York took up the bufinefs, and clofed
the union with the Reformed Prefbytery, are the following:
Firt, That Jcfus Chrift died for the elec only; Secondly,
"That there is an appropriation in the rature of taith; Thirdly,
"That the gofpel s indifcriminateiy addrefled to finners of man..-
kind; Fourthly, That the righteoufnefs of Chrifl is the alone
proper condition of the covenant of grace; Lifthly, That ci-
vil power originates from God the Creator, and not frem
Chnift the Mediator; Sixthly, That the adminiftration of the
kingdcra of Previdence is committed to Jefus Chrift the Me-
diator, and magiitracy, the ordinance appointed by the moral
Governor of the world, to be the pillar or prop of civil order
among men, as well as other things, is rendered fubfervient
by the Mediator, to the welfare of his fpiritual kingdom, the
church; and befides, the church has the fan&ified ufe of that
-* @and every common benefit, through the grace of our Lord
Jefus; Seventhly, That the law of nature, and the moral law
revealed in the fcripturcs, arc fubftantially the fame, although
the latter exprefles the will of God more cvidently and clearly
than the former; and therefore magiltrates, among Chritlians,
cught to be regulated by the general dire@ions of the word,
as to the execution of their office, in faithfulne(s and righteon:.
nefs; Eighthly, That the qualifications of juilice, veracity,
&c. required in the law of nature for the being of a magi-
ftrate, are alfo more cxplicitly and clearly revealed as necelfa-
ry in fcripture: but a religious teft, any farther than an cath
of fidelity, can never be effentially neceflary to the being of a
magiltrate, except vwlere tie peeple make it a condition ol
govern-
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-ovcroment; then it may be among that people neceffary by
tiierr own voluntary decd; Ninthly, ‘That both parties, when
united, thall adhere to the Weftminder confelion of faith,
catechitms larger and fhorter, dire&tory for worthip, and pro-
pofitions concerning church government; Tenthly, That
they fhall ciaim the full excrcife of church government and
difcipline, without dependance on forcign judicatories.

The articles formed by the reverend Meflrs. James Proud-
fit, Jchn Smith, and Jchn Murray, agreed to at Donnegal,
i1 2t private conferrence, anno 1781, and on which the union
was clofed with the Returmed Prefbytery, by the Affociate
Prefbyvtery of Pennfvlvania, anno 1782, are materially the
fame with the above, and are as follows: ¢ Firft, Eleétion,
red:mption, and application arc ot cqual extent, and for the
clect only; Secondly, Magiftracy is derived from God, as
tice Creater and Gevernor of the world, and the profeflion
o tie trae religion is not effential to the being of civil ma-
giitrates; and whereas proteciion and allegiance are reci-
procal, ard a5 the United States of America, while they
protadt us in life and property, at the fame time do not im-
poic anv thing tinful on us, v.c therelore judge it our duty
to ackrowledge the government of thefe ftates, in all lawful
cca.mands; that we may lead quiet and peaceable lives, in
all Gudlinefs 2ad honeflty; Fourthly, The above propofition
i nat to be underftcod to contradiét that propofition relative
to civil government, in which the Affociate Prefbytery of
New York and the Retormed Prefbytery have agreed, bus:
only as a plain and undifziied explication ¢f one point of
truth, in which we have the beit reafon to fuppofe that the
whole body is united; Fifthly, s no oppofition in fentiment
rclative to the important duty of covenanting appears on ei-
ther fide, it is mutually acreed, that the confideration of it
Le referred to the connicls and deliberations of the whol: be-
dy; Sisthly, Though no recal or pradtical fubordination of
this Prefbytery to the Aflociate Synod of Edinburgh, in a
confittency with I’refbyterian government, can be pleazded,
y<t from the mott wif: and important confidecrations, the for-
mer connedtions, whatever they have been, {imall remain as
before, notwithftanding this coulefcence.” 1 might alfh give
a copy of articles formed as the bafis of union, and drawn
up cr approved by Mr. Marfhall and Mr. Clarkion, material-
ly the fame with the above: but it does not appear nec:flarv.

_ Thede are the doCrines and principles o which the coali-
ton wa. fimed; and, I will be bold to fay, that a church fo
formed i built enthe dofrine of the apotlss and prophets,

Yoty
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Jefus Chrift being the chief corner-ftene: the articles formed
as the balis of unicn nced no commentary; they are clear,
plain, unevafive and feriptural. It is indeed faid that a reli-
gious teft may becom: neceflary to the being of magiflrates
among a pecple, by the people’s own voluntary deed. Who
can doubt this, who knows that the Britith nation have made it
a necedlary condition of admithion to their throne, that the prince
be a proteitant? Have they done wrong in this? What was to
forbid them? Did the law of God or the luw of nations for-
bid them? Surcly not. And why might not the United States,
in their federal conftitution, have done the fame? For my part
I can fee no necefiity for, no propriety in the United States
droping their Chritian charader, nor even their Proteftant eha-
racter. But the article on this fubject allows of no religious teft.
except an oath, as effentially neceffary to the being of civil
magitrates. But will our opponeats fay, that a man, who
docs not believe in a God, who does not believe in his provi-
dence, ner that he will reward the righteous, and fearfully pu-
aith the wicked, if nct in this life, at lcalt in a future ftate,
may be a lawiul magittrate? Sucl: a creature might be a ruicr
among bears and wolves; but not among rational and moral
agents. 'The Aflociate Pretbytery of Pennfylvania have alto,
in their luit article, declared for maintaining their tormer con-
neclion with the Afiociate Synoed of Scotland; but that con-
nection, as explained in the article, amounts to no more than
a friendly correfpondence, to which we fhould all heariily
agree.  Dut thevc 1s no necellity icr expatiating on this: Mr.
Aiarihall and his abettors have never, in any ot their publica-
tions, attempted to overthrow the articles formed as the ba-
fis of union, or charged them wita crror. No, they were too
hard for them to dath againft. By their own confeflien thea
their feparatien was grcundlefs, for their feparaticn took place
and ftaads to this day on the ground of thei articles. It s
truc, they dalh away again’t the cenilitation ot the Afiociate
Reformed Synod: but that conftitution could be no reafon for
hieir feparation, becaufe it had no evdtence it the time ¢f their
ieparation; it was not formed urntil long after their fiparation
Lad taken place. Their feparation took place in June, 1782
the conttitution was not formed until October following. Let
them thirk on this, and not amufe and deceive the werld and
their own foulsany longer. Their fchifm has no other found-
ation but thefe articles of truth and duty, which they have
never attempted to condemn in any of their publications; and
thus it greundle!s reparation from a church be a great evil,
they ftand chargeable with it by their own confefiion, and are

felt-
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{elf-condemned before God and man. If there be folid
orounds of feparation in the conftitution of the Affociate Re-
formed Synod; why did they not wait until they faw them;
until they had an exiftence; and perhaps they, by their grear
abilities, might have hclped to frame that conftitution much
better, and fo have prevented any ground of feparation.
‘Their brethren would have been thankful for their advice and
aid. But to ground their feparation on the conftitution, or
any pofterior acs and proceedings of the Afiociate Reformed
Synod, is an initance of grofs dithonefty, prevarication, and
prepolterous folly. I fhall have occafion to fpeak of the con-
ftitution, fo much blamed, in a little, mean time I will pro-
ceed to confider their claim to the name and powers of the
Aflociate Prefbytery of Pennfylvania.

SECTION IL

In which the claim of the diffenters 1o the name and powers of the
Affcicic Prefbytery of Pennfylvania is examined and refuted.

HIS claim they boldly make: but how is it fupported?
They cannot deny that they were the minority at the
divifion on the vote for union. It is true, they fay, there was
only the cafting vote of the moderator to give the majority:
but they know, that this is enough, and befides there were
four minifters againft two. Some of thefe four minifters had
not their elders with them, which caufed the majority to be
{maller. But according to the Prefbyterian mode of govern-
ment, a majority by the cafting vote of the moderator is juit
as valid as fitty againit one.  But they will fay, they had the
belt caufe, they adhered to the principles and conftitution of
the Prefbytery. In reply, it may be remarked, that if a mi-
nority will not fubmit to the decifion of the majority, becaufe
they, the minority, think they have the beft caufe; there is
an end put to all union and government in colleGive bodies;
and this is to make cvery man, and every party of men, de-
cifive judges .. o ir own caufe. Endlefs divilion and the
wildeft anarchy 1 t -afue. But why do they fpeak of the
bett caufe! anc of rheir adl=ring to the original principles
and conftitution :f thc Prefbyte -y, feeing they do nct pretend,
and never pret-nded 2 tay, that any of thic articles of union
werc contrary to reafon cr the vcri af God> Why then do
thc.y, a diflenting, withdrawng, and icparatng minority,
claim the name and powers «f the Aflociate Prefbytery of
D Pepnfylvaniu®
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Penufyivania? The claim is rediculous and abfurd in any
view. And I will prodece an authority ¢n the fubjc&, and
catirely agzinft them, which I am perfuaded they will not
contradi&. I:is the authority of the late reverend Mr. Adam
Gib, a father in the Affociate Synod, much, and cn foveral
accounis juftly, refpefted by them. His teftimony on this
fubj=& we will find in his book, entitled, “ A difplay cf the
fecelion teftimony,” vol. 2, page 74. What he fuys, refers
to a cafe which hdppened after the unhappy breach abcut the
Burphefs oath, and is exa&ly fimilar to the cafe under ceafi-
deration; fays he, ¢ When the Predbytery of Dunitermline,
held their ordinary mecting at Perth, on the fixth dav of
May eafuing the breach, they refufed to admit Mr, Ruinh
Erikine and Mr. James johnl{on to a feat in the Pred) \'ch‘-}' 5
becuufe each of themn refufed to make the confeflion above
mentioned, viz. a ccufeflion of their fin in the affair of the
Burghefs controveriy. Socn after, thefe two bretliren publifh-
ed a pamphlet bearing this title, ¢ A narrative of the feprra-
tion ot the majority of members from the Afiociate Prefby-
tery of Dunfermline.”  And this pamphlet bears, that, up-
on their being refufed a feat, the reverend Ralph Xrfkine
called the Preibytery by reading a paper; on which hz proteft-
ed, that the other brethren who retuled them a feat canrot
lawfully retain the power and authority of the Affociate Pirel-
bytery of Dunfermline: but that this Prefbyterial power ve-
raains only in the hands of thofe that remain fubordinate to
what he reckoned the Affociate Synod. And therefors {:id
he, I do hereby call all the members to attend the regular
cenftitution of this Prefbytery of Dunfermline; to meet in
Mrs. Davidfon’s at feven o’clock this evening.” Upon whizh
he and his party withdrew. And it follows, ¢« Thes Affociate
Prefbytcry of Dunfermline met according to the afcrefaid
warning,” confifting only of the above two minifters wizh the
elder from Dunfermline. And fo thefe three members made
themfelves the Affociate Prefbytery of Dunfermline; inttead
of waiting till their pretended fynod fhould have {ormed
them into a fhadow of that charadter.

Here, fays Mr. Gib, was fomething like an imitation of
the ficp taken at the breach, by thofe who contended agamit
the two refolutions; but in reality, of a very difierent and
inconfiftent nature. When the majority of an ecclefiaftical
court turns into any fuch courfc, that tiic minority cannot
honeftly continue with them; this minority (who, having the
caufe of Chrift, cannct but have his authority wwmong them)

may warrantably confltitute themfelves into ancther court,
while
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while they have no fuperior court to put them into the place
of that majority. And had the contenders againft thefe re-
folutions been reaily the minority, or had not their cafe been,
as exprefled in the declaration and proteftation made at the
breach; they would have taken this courfe: never imagining
that the chara&er and authority of the Affuciate Synod be-
longed to them; more than the Afleciate Prefbytery, upon
the feceffion, or in their declinature, imagined, that they
might aflume the charader and conflitution of the general
affembly.

It was beyond the line of their reafon, to conceive, that the
majority of a court, neither ditfolving themfelves, nor dificlv-
ed by a fup~iior authority, could poflibly be in‘a ftate of fe-
puration from that court; or in a ftate of feparation from
themfelves. And they had not fo learned Prefbyterial order,
or the common principles of fociety; as to imagine that, in
anv fuppofuble cafe, the minority of a ccurt could become
tha: court, in cppoiition to the majority, without being fo form-
ed by a fupzricr ecurt :  but only that, when the majority be-
coracs a corrupt court, the minority may (in the cafe betore
menticre ) form themfelves into anorher and better court; fo
that if the two refolutions had been really carried by the ma-
jonity of the Aifociate Synnd, the oppofers muft have fill al-
lowed them to be the Alflociate Synod, tRough ir a very cor-
rupt flate, and muft have formed themfelves into another
ccutt, of a diferent denomina:ion.

Afrerail, whon one confiders the monftrous title of the
afcrefaid pamphlet, with the very fingular condué@ and claim
of the two minilters therein fet forth, in oppofition to fix of
their brethren then prefent, befides two of them, on the fame
fide, then abfens. It mav well be wondered, &c.”

Thus tar Mr. Gib.  What follows is proper cnough, and
may jwtly be appiizd to deman‘trate the folly of our claimants
likewrfe: Dut what ] have quotad, applies as properly to the
claim of Mr. Mari{hall and Mr. Ciarkion, as if Mr. Gib had
been fpeaxing purpelely of thim. Angindeed their affuming
the name and poweors of the Affociate Prefbytery of Pennfyl-
vanin, 1 oprofition to the maicdry, is jult as abfurd as Mr.
Eritinz’s and M- Johatien’s asumption of the name and
powers cf th> Afinciate Proloriers of Dunfermline. It is fu-
tile, irrational and abitird, as Mr. Gib remarks, waether we
foppofe their caule wo e zood or bad.

CHAPTER IIL
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CHAPTER I

Containing a vindication of the conflitution of the Affciate Re-
formed Synad.

HAVING made it evident in the preceding chapter,
that by their own confeflion, their feparation was en-
tirely groundlefs; becaufe the conflitution of the Affociate
Reformed Synod and other things quarrelled had no exiltence
until a long time after their feparation: and that their claim
to the name and powers of the Affociate Prefbytery of Penn-
fylvania is futile and prepofterous. I will now proceed to take
fome notice of their cavils at the centtitution.  The firft who
entercd on this field was Mr. Jobn Anderion, immediately cn
the back of his arrival in this country. To rcad his letters on
this fubje&®, muft excite, at orce, pity, furprife and contempt,
in any candid mind. Another anonymous icribler, but fup-
poted to be Mr. Deveridge, has difplayed on the fame fub-
3et and beuaten the fame path.  There is nothing new in his
milerable pamphlet, except a higher degree of pride, artifice,
infolence and bitternefs. The party have alfo, in the narra-
tive prefixed to their teftimony, fummed up Anderfon’s ob-
jettions and cavils.

This fubje& has been their hobby horfe, and has been hack-
neyed by them at a great rate. Men, like them, determined on
fchifm, refolved to purfue their courfe, were under a necetlity
of finding fome plaufible reafons for their condu&; and to
§nd thefe reafons before or after the fchifm was all one. [
know the conftitution of the Synod has not been vvell received ;
and, candidly think, fome things in it might be better exprefl-
ed, imperfecions attend all human affairs, and the Synod
<will fee it to be their duty, to profit by the cavils even of
their adverfaries. But 1 am well convinced, that a fmall de-
gree of that charity which thinketh no evil, and of that can-
dour which becomes the honeft man and fincere Chriftian,
would have given a very different tincture or colouring to it.
Who can ftand before envy? Let thefe gentlemen only empley
the fame engine of captioufnefs, cavilling and idle criticifm,
on the Bible, or any other book; and they will fcon disjoine
and diftort its featurcs, and make it frightful.

T ey complain of the ambiéuity oi the Synods adherence
to the Holy Scriptures, confeflion and catechiims, &c. This
charg: of ambiguity, is founded on thefe words, ¢ The fynlnd

: refolve
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refolve to -erfevere in adhering to the fvfltem of truth contain-
ed in the idoly Scriptures, confeffion of faith, &c.” From this
they infer, that the finod look on fome dorines of the Bible
and confeflion, Sc. as not true. But would candcur have put
this confrucion on the words? Paulfays to Timothy, ¢ Hold
falt the torm of found words, which thou haft heard of me;”
What Paul! of found words only! Have you then detivered any
urfound words to Timothy? This is an cxa&t fpecimen of
their critics. But they fay, that the fynods adherence to tue
confeflion of faith is to them equally dubious with the a.lopt-
ing at of the fynod of New York and Philadelphia. Noihing
but a determination to find fault could have faid fo. The fy-
nod make no diftin&ion between fundamentals and circum-
flantials. They give no toleration to their Prefyteries, nor
claim a difcrctionary power to themfelves, to admit minifters
and caadidates though ferupling and denying any article or
articles, if jud,;zd circumfantial. But fay they, ¢ The t'nod
allow full liberty to their members to communicate their icru-
ples and obje@ions. The whole of the miit here arifes from
the word a/lsew, which Joanie Anderfon has foilted in; and he
infers from it, that the Jnod pofiively allow fcruples and
obje&ions. Well done John: Dut it is clear, that the fynod
cannot prevent iuch things arifing in the minds of men; they
only fuppofe that they may take piace, and previde asaintt
the cvil; ond the provifion is, it the fcrupler fhall difturb
the peace of the church by publithing them to the people, or
urging them in judicatories with fchifmatical 7eal, he thall
be forthwith cenfurcd: but if he only eommuricate them to
his brethren, he fhall be patiently heard, calm difpathionate
reafoning to remcve them fhall take place before he be cen-
fured. ‘This is the native meaning =nd conftru€ion cof the
words, {or the truth of which I can appeal to all candid men;
and the clear confequence is, that it after all, the fcrupler
perfilt, he fhall be laid under cenfurs.  Now is this to allow
of the ohje&tions, as Mr. Anderfon afirms? But fays Beve-
sidge, the {fyrod forbids unneceflary critici‘ims only. To b2
fure, he would not have had them tc fort id neceTary and ufeful
criticifms, which tend to explain and illufirate the dodrines
of the confeflion; many uicful critizcifms have beenn made on
the Old and New Teltaments, which have tended to threw
iight on them; but the criticks were mea of a different fpirit
from our little fnarlers.  Nothing is more manifeft, than
that the fynod intended in this to prevent their minifters and
candidates przachiag any dodirines to the people centrary to
the do&trines of the confeflion; vea and even to forbid their

criticiing
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ciiticifing or undsrvaluing the language of the confeffion; and
in this part of thc coutlitution, they had it reipeci to the
condu&t of Mr. R—— who, withcut acqr.inting his bre-
thren, fixnt a number of years in preaching new-tungled
do&rines to the people, fo that much damage to Liim and
them enfued.

But a terrible vproar is raifed, becaufe the fynod referved
three fe@ions of the confeflion to future difcuflion. I thall nnt
mention all the horrid things which they infer from this. ...¢
it be oblerved, that thie three foftions amount but to once point,
the power of the civil magiftrate about the church. There
was only one member in the whele convention, that withed
for this referve, and he withed enly for a candid difcufion.
The difcufion has taken place; that member himfelf hias it
cuffed the fubje& in the overture, and tranferibed the fe@ions
with little or no variation. l.et thefe gentlemen, it they can,
point out the difference. It is truc the overture is rot yzt he.
come a judicial deed; but I hiave the beft reafon 1o fay, that
the dodrine of the overiurc on that head is agrcable 1o the
minds of all the members of fynod. Thele men muft excule
the fynod if they cannet run o fak as they.

But the difingenuowhne’, dilloreity, and bafe hypocrity
of all thic, oucht to be made maniicit to all men.  They ex-
ccedingly cry out againtt the fincd, for leaving thefe three
fections to a tuture difcufiicn; wiile they themfelves have to-
taiiy rcj-3ed, rerounced and reprobated, the doctrines of
the corfciion on that head: for proof of this aflertion, fee
their jidicial teflinony, pages 8 and 9. They afirmasa

t of iLicir creed, and make it 2 point of teltimony, to which
no doubt, they as raithful witnefles will by and by fwear,
tha: the magiftrate, as a magiftrate, has nothing to do with
the kingdem of Chrilt, or in matters of religion. And then
gravely add, « If any zticle of our confeflion of faith feems
to give any other power to the civil magiltrats in matters cf
religion than what we have now declared to be conpetent o
him, we arc to be confidered as recciving it onlv in fo - o5
it agrees with articles of the fame confeflion, &c.” Andis i
come to this! Why do they fay, if it feems to give? Let any
body read chap. 20, fe&. 4, chap. 23, fc&. 3, chap. 31, [cQ. 2,
and they will fee clearly, that it not cxnly feems to give, lug
really gives, more, much mare power to him thaa they do.
Indccdgl they ftrip him of all power as a magiftrate, I:s has
none but as a church member, that is, jut as much s a com-
mon mechanic. Why do they fuppoi the confeflion ¢t fuith
te contradit iiilf «n this aud oilier heads?  Liv receive
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it only in fo far as it agrees with articles of the fume confef-
fion, in which the fpiritual nature of the church is afferted;
in fo far as it agrees! but they have not told us how far that
is; or whether it agrees at all with thefc other articles. But
finally, here I affirm, that in this point they have apoftatized
from the confefion of faith, from the feceflion teftimony,
from the national covenant and folermn league, and from the
eonfedion of all the Proteftant churches in Europe.

They greatly blame the fynod for not appoin.ting a larger
fermula of quettions to put to candidates at fheu' ordination.
Mr. Beveridge has exhaufied all his colle&tion, numely, s,
and then adds, * In place of thefe the fynod have orly this
one, Do you approve, &c. Now were cven this the cafe, I
afk, might not all his five be put in one? Mofes declared the
law in ten precepts; Chrift {ummed th:em up in two. There-
fore, fays Beveridge, Motas was certainly the beft lawgiver.

1 this adertion, which is al{o repeated in their narrative, is
not tree; tor I have now the minutes of the iyncd before me,
and find that their formula contains eight quzitions, befides
fome peculiar to ruling clders and deacons.  This needs no re-
marXs.

They exceedingly Llame ancther article in the cozftirution,
the intenticn of which is to guard againtl the ahuic of eccle-
fiaftical cenfures; namely, * That notoricus vicluticns of the
L:v of God in pra&tice, and fuch errers as unkinge the Chrilt
tia: profeffion, fhall be the only fcandals for which the fen-
tence of depofition and excominunication fhall be paffed.”
It is clear enough, what is meant by depolition, and it is
clear enough too, that the higher fentence of excommunica-
tion is meant in the paragraph; for as Mr. Anderfon, in his
lctter on excommunication, has remarked from Mr. Gillefpis
and others, that wlich is called the interior fontence is not
prenerly excommuaicaticn.  But they know not what is
meant, by notorious breaches of the law, nor what, by er-
1ors -that vnhinge the Chriftian profcfion. I cannot fee any
duticalty here to any perfon that does not wifth to make one,
Thowe gentlemen will allow, that infirmitics, and even finful
imfumities, cleave to the bet men in this imperfe@ flate;and
alio millultes, and even ifinful miftakes, in judgment; for
wiich it would be exceeding improper to depofe and escom-
municate them. Th: fyned withed to diftingn:ith thefe from
uotortons feandals and capital errors.  The former may be
ebiedts of forbearance, and were not this true, woe would
be to 2l mea! more efpecially, 1fear, theie critical gontle-
men would luve fallen wmader the heavie cenfares of the
charch befir: now.

Dut
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This refolve of the fynod is perfcily conformable to the
two examples of the higher fentence of excommunication re-
corded in the New Teftament; onc of thefe took place in the
cafe of the inceftuous perfon who had taken his father’s wife;
this was a moft grofs fcandal in pracice: the other is the cafe
of Hymertus and Alexander, who had made fhip-wreck of
the faith by denying a capital docrine of Chriftianity, or fay-
ing the refurrection was paft already.

But it is alledged, that the {fynod have invented a new cen-
fure, viz. ¢ The difiolution of the conneion between the of-
fender and the {ynod.” Now this is declared to be the high-
elt on the fcale, before proceeding to depolition and excom-
municaton. Other previous means may be ufed, reproof,
admonition, &c. but if after all, the perfon be an uncomfort-
able member, und particularly an uncomfortable minifter
(for to minifters the article chiely refers) may it not be pru-
dent to let him try his talents in fome other church? Paul
and John Mark parted, in confequence of their tharp conten-
ticns; but they did not go to the extreme of excommunicating
each other.

It is clear to me, that the fynod in this article, had a re-
ference to the depotition and excommunication of the Burgher
miniders. The gentlemen with whom I contend, may at-
tempt to vindicute that cenfure as much as they pleafe; but
impartial pofterity wiil not juftify it. Would it not have been
better, if they had confentubly parted for fome time, until at
lcaft their paflions had cooled? The Aflccii.e Synod in Scot-
land appear to have been foon fenfible tixat they had gone to
an extreme of rigor with their brethren; for they have never
ventured to take fuch a ftep fince, and I hope ncver will.
Some fuch caution, as the above, is peculiarly neceflary in
Amcrica, where diicipline is much sclaxed, cenfures extremely
obnoxious and odious, and generally contemned.  The pro-
pofal of the fynod is a prudential motion or refolution.
And of all men on earth, our quarellers fhould be the laflt to

find fault with it, as they are exifting under its protetion.
~ There are two things farther which I thall mention in this
chapter, and refer for the renzainder of their objections to the
next. They fay, That the bond propofed by the committee,
Overture, page 104, is too gencral. Mr. Beveridge fays,
page 28 of his pamphlet, ¢ The bond they have framed is
fuch, as almot any denominaticn of Chriftians may fivear it,
&c. 1t is quite agreeable to the conititution, &ec. It is
framed for peopic who are agreed in what are called the
effentials of Chritianity, &c. Dofrine, worthip, di.fcip]incLi
an
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and government are mentioned ; but it does not aitertdin
what do&rine, worfhip, &c.” This is a falfe reprefentation;
for the bond mentions the do&rine, worfhip, difcipline and
govcrnment, of the goipel of Chnft, and the committee
hav. afcertained from the fcriptures, what the gofpel fays on
all thefe particular heads, much more fully than they have
done.

Finally, thefe men leave no ftone unturned to deftroy the
good work of God in the hands of the {ynod. I am inform-
ed, that they have been endeavouring to raife a clamour
againit the do@rine of the Overture, on regeneration. Chap.
10. It is hard to have to deal with ignorance, pride and en-
vy combined. Nothing is more manifeft than, that the
Overture acknowledges all the pafivenels in regeneration,
that can confiftently be afcribed to the intelligent, free and
adive foul of man. It fays, ¢ Man is under the power of 2.
moral incapacity fixed as death for things fpiritually good.’m
And again, * That men could as eafily pluck the fun out of ™
the firmament, as command thefe perceptions and volitions,
without the {pirit of God.” Here men are acknowledged to -
be utterly patfive as to originating the work of grace at firft,
or any holy perceptions and volitions afterwards; and this is
the meaning of the word paffive, as ufed in the confeffion of
faith; as will be evident to any one who will pay attention to
the confeflien. But the Overture afferts that, the moment
the fpirit of God begins to operate on the foul, he awakens
its powers to action. Who can doubt this? Can a man be
convinced of fin without thinking of it; or enlightened in ’
the knowledge of Chrift without thinking about Chrilt, &c.
A work of convidtion is, to the perfon’s own apprehenfion,
nothing but his own confcience arraigning and condcmning
him at the bar of the divine law; and the fame remark is ap-
plicable in kind to all the fteps of the fpirit’s work in effectual
calling. The man is fenfible of nothing, but of his own per-
ceptions and volitions. The great difficulty in compoling the
Overture (as the writer has often faid, and as I well believe)
was to make it fhort enough; brief fketches only were re-
quired. The chaptcr on regeneration treats only of the ef-
fe@ual calling of adult perfons. The way of the fpirit with
infants is unknown to us. And we know lefs of the manner
of God’s creating the foul of Adam in perfec holinefs; and
lefs till of the manner of his forming the fouls of Adam’s
polterity with the privation or want of original righteoufnefs.
But we know fomething, from experience and the word of
God, of the munner of his convincing the confcience, en-

E lighteging
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lightening the underflanding, renewing the will, and puri.
fying the affeftions of corrupt man. Chrilt fays ¢ This is
life eternal to know thee the true God and Jefus whom thou
haft fent.” Believers are begotten by the word of truth, to
a lively hope, by the do@rine of Chrilt’s refurreion from
the dead. God, who made the light to fhine out of dark-
nefs, caufes the light of the knowledge of the glory of God
in the face of Jefus Chrift, to fhine into their minds.” And
the apoftle fays, ¢ Galat. iii, 20, For ye are all the children
of God by faith in Jefus Chrift.” But how men can know,
can receive the truth, believe it, hope in it, or how the light
of any knowledge can fhine in the mind, without any a&ivity
of the mind in thinking, is as incomprehenfible as tranfub-
ftantiation. But this a&tvity is afcribed in the Overture to the
foul of man, not as prior, but as pofterior, in the order of

nature, though not of time, to the divine and gracious agen-
< ¥y of the fpirit of God.

*

CHAPTER 1V,

Whercin their doGrine about the Jeceffon-teflimony, communion, cove-
nanting, and their fulordination to the Affaciate [ynod in Britain,

‘ | is confidered.
LY SECTION I

Containing their dorine about the feceffion-teflimony.

HEIR do&rine about the feceflion-teftimony, on which

they make a very great noife, and give us much pom-

pous declamation comes under review in the firft place.
Here I remark, that I am glad to find them once on fafe
ground, and fpeaking like Proteftants. In page 10 of their
narrative they fay, ¢ The word of God is our tetimony,”
and Mr. Anderfon in his letters page 41 fays, ¢ The Bible, the
whole Bible, and nothing but the Bible is the ftandard of the
church’s terms of communion,’”” and in the narrative they
feem to claim no more than a power of applying the Bible in
a manner fuited to their circumftances. But we will not find
them long on this ground. Here indeed is a manifeft defici-
ency, for a confeflion of faith is not mentioned, which, as the
Bible has been varioufly interpreted, and the moft pernicious
errTors
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errors fathered on it, becomes neceflary in every church, to
give the fenfe in which that church underftands the Bible, and
to make the Bible truly a bond of union and communion in
her.

The do@rine of the overture on this head is undoubtedly true,
pages 4-13 inclafive. ¢ The Bible and nothing but the Bible is
the matter of the church’s teftimony, for in the Bible the
Lord teftifies of himfelf, and all the church can fay, is, truth,
Lord, &c.” The power of the church is only minifterial and
declarative; and we mutft carefully diltinguifh between the
teftimony of Jefus, and the minifterial decjaration and appli-
cation of it by the churck. The tcflimeny given by Chrift to
the church, and which fhe ought to difplay, isatall times and
in all placcs the fame: but the application may be very vari-
ous, according to the various circumftances in which provi-

dence places her. The firft is always perfe@: but the lait of-

ten, if not always, imperfe&. This one diftin&tion is fuffici-
~ ent to clear away all the milt and fog, they have thrown cut
agzinft the fynod, for abandoning the feceffion teftimory. It
is the duty of our brethren in Scotland to apply the teitimony
of Jefus in a fuitablenefs to their circumftances, or againft the
errors and evils prevailing there; and it is our duty to apply
it againft the errors and evils prevailing in America. The
teftimony is the fame, but the application very diflerent: and
if we ought to make their application, they oughtalfo to maké
ours; and the confequence is, we muft put our felves in their
circumftances, and they in ours; yet, this will not do; for to
adjult the matter to common fenfe, they muft be both in their
own circumftances and in ours, and we in our own and theirs
at the fame time. Thefe circumftances are comprehended in
three claffes, obj=&s, time and place.

But what is this feceflion-teftimony? It is not the Bible, nor
the confeffion of faith. An adherence to thefe may take place,
it feems, and yet the feceflion-teftimony be rejected. What
then is this thing called the feceflion-teftimony? It is in fa&
the application of the Dible and confeflion made by our fa-
thers in Scotland, in a fuitablenefs to their circumftances.
We will find it in Mr. Gib’s boock, entitled, ¢ A difplay of
the feceffion teftimony; containing the a®, declaration and
teftimony of the Affociate Prefbytery, the a& concerning the
do&trine of Grace, the whole controverfy with Mr. b?aim,
and the more perplexing one with the burghers, the a& about
the Chapman’s oath, and Maion oath, &c. But this i not
enough. That fynod in Scotland, on this plan, muft publifh
the whole body of their minutes to the world, and we muit
fwallow the whele; for all thefe aniount to the fame thing,

: &
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a2 minifterial application of the teftimony by that fynod.
That this is the thing that they mcan by the fecetlion-tetimony,
is evident from their narrative in raany places, particularly
page 54, and from Mr. Anderfon’s letters, page 5, 12, 13;
and from Mr. Beveridge’s pamphlct, pages 1z-24 inclufive.
Now if the application of the teftimony of Jefus, in the pro-
ceedings of one {ynod in one place, be necctlary to conflitute
our teftimony; I afk a reafon, why the application made of 1t
by all seforming fynods in all places fince the world began, is
not equally neceffary? This would make our teftimony pretty
bulky; all our chusch hiflories would be to it as the drop of a
bucket to the ocean. Mr. Anderfon in his fecond lctter admits

the above principle and all its confequenccs.
There is nothing morc certain than :hat, the tcflimony ot
a church muft be a term: of communion in her; for it muit be
ner bond of union: a tettimony which the members of a church
might all rejeé if they pleafed, would be no teftimony at ail;
and if this be their meaning of the feceflion teftimony, as it
evidently is, Mr. Beveridge was right in faying, page 20
¢ Upon the whole, no fuch teltimony as that maintained by
the feceflion, either now is or ever was, maintained by the
Aflociate Reformed Synod:” that is, they never did and ne-
ver will make the whole of their procecdings a term of com-
municn.  And it was this view of the matter, that induced
the committee to fpeak as they do in the overture, page 13,
¢ The fynod are afraid to publifh too many papers called telti-
monies, becaufe thefe may tend to turn away our attention from
the Bible to human compofitions; and they are convinced that,
in this manner all the trumpery of the church of Reme was
gradually introduced.” The committee in the lines follow-
ing, clearly diftinguiih between the teftimony and the appli-
cation of it made by men. ¢ They offer no teltimony to their
churches but the Bible as explained in the confeflion of faith,
and add ¢ The application of this teftimony to the confutati-
on of error, they will attend to frem time to time.”” Mr.
Beveridge could not mifs to fee this diftinétion; but it did not
fuit him to notice it. He refolved to raife a clamour againft
the fynod, by blinding the people’s eyes and publifhing to
them a falthood. Every teftimony in a church muit neceffa-
rily be a term of communion, as is faid above; now if we o«dd
to this teftimony, every application of it made by ecclefialti-
cal courts, theic alfo muft be terms of communion; and con-
fequently we thall muluply terms of communion to as great
a number, as the particles of fand on the fea thore.  Would
thers
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there be fafety in this? Is it not proper to make terms of com-
munion as few, comprchenfive, clear and fcriptural as poffi-
ble.

Mr. Beveridge, with a high air of infolence., pride and
vain glory, defcants upen the above paragraph in the Over-
ture. e fays ¢ The feceflion has often been accufed, but
fcarcely ever, with more malignity and injuftice.”” The truth
is, the feceffion in Scctland is not pointed at by the commit-
tee. Their application of the teftimony of Jefus muy be in
general well enough; though doubtleis attended \‘»‘;I!! much
infirmity, and finful imperfecions.”” But it is the appiying of
their application to America, whf.rc it will not in many things
apply, and making their application a term of communion in
America, thatis rejeted. And to multiply fuch a&s of {y-
nods and decitions of councils as terms of commmunion vnder
the {pecious name ot the teltmony of the church, is extremely
dangerous.

Mr. Beveridgze banters at a great rate, on this fubje&, in the
22 page of his pampllet. ¢ They further 'tell us,” fays he,
¢¢ T'hat their fynod are convinced, that in this manner (viz-
by publifhing papers called tellimonies) all the trumpery of
the church of Rome wuas gradually introduced.” Then he
adds, “ Aye, gentlemen! Your convidtions have been very
ftrong as to the evil tendency of the feceflion-teftiimony, be-
fore you renounced it. After this, I hope, no mun will ever
doubt of your repentance, for ever having been among the
defenders of it, &c.” ‘T'his deferves no cther reply, but filent
contempt. He has quoted unfairly; for he has threwn in a
fentence of his own in a parenthefis (¢ viz. by publithing pa-
pers called teftimonies™) as it the committee afcribed the in-
troduction ot popery immediately to fuch teflimonies. But
it is clear, from the natural conitru&ion ot the words, that
the introduétion of popery is afcribed to this, viz. the turning
mens attention from the Holy Scriptures to human compofit-
ons. It is true, it is alledged, that publithing many papers
under the name of a teftimony, which teitimony muit be a
term of communion, for the reafons already given, may
bave a tendency, among other things, to ix mens attention too
much on aés of councils or human compofitions, and turn it
from the Holy Scriptures; and this cannot be denied. They
themfelves guant, that the Bible is the tetfimony of the church.
Mr. Anderfon aflirms, that nothing but the Bible cught to
b2 ke ftardard of the church’s terms of communion.  Why

then
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then introduce ten thoufand aés of fynods; For if we intro-
duce five, or fix, or ten, by an equal reafon, we may introduce
ten thoufand.

Mr. Beveridge adds “¢ But as to the manner in which the
abominations of pupery were introduced, this committee areat-
ly err; and if they are acquainted with ecclefiaftical hitory,
they muft have done fo wilfully.” This poor man, ihey fav,
affe@s to be a great hiftorian, and as fuch proceeds to tell us
how they were introduced.  The truth of the gofpel was for-
gotten, &c.” I afk, was it forgotten by reading and fludying
the Bible, or hearing it preacked? If the attention of the care-
le”s had not been turned from the Holy Scriptures, would
they have forgotten the gofpel? ¢ The gofpel, fays he, ¢ was
{lighted and denied, and the Lord’s witnefles, fuch as he and
his brethren (for they claim that chara&er exclufively; all
others are enemies to the work of God) were conftrained to
retire into the wildernsfs.”” How came this about? YWere the
Lord’s few witnefles driven to the wildernefs by the great
body of the people and their clergy ; becaufe thefe people and
clergy read and ftudied the Bible, and made an adherence to
it the principal term of communion? The truth on this fub-
je& is; that when popery, or the man of fin, came to the
birth, and was gradually advancing to maturity, the clergy,
moved by pride, and a luft of dominion, fecreted the Bible
as rauch as poflible from the people, and claimed to them-
felves great power over their confciences. This foon involved
them in grofs ignorance. The darknefs incrcafed, until cler-
gy and laity were equally ignerant. During the whole pro-
grefs of this, fynods and councils of the clergy met at differ-
ent times. They iflued out their decifions, decrees and judi-
cial a&s. This council made one decree, that council ano-
ther, and a third council a third; until they decreed the bithop
of Rome to be the infallible head of the church; and then he
and his council of cardinals ruled with abfolute fway, Some-
times a general council was called, as fuperior to the pope,
and to decide which of the contending claimants fhould be
pope. Poor fools! The infallible popes contended between
themfelves, and fhetwwed the world, that an umpire was ncceffa-
ry to decide which of their infallibilitics was right. Thus
amidft the rubbifh of a&ts of fynods, and decrees of councils,
and of popes; the Bible, the only rule of faith and pructice,
was loft; men were gradually led on to pay, firft, as much
refpeét to thefe dccrees, as to the Bible, then a little more, and
a little more, and when the pope became infallible, there was
no need of the Bitle at all. The motit part of the clergy thlem-

lves
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f:ives had never in their lives feen it* It was by accident
tha:t Luther hit on a copy of it in the library (3f his convent.
And after he began to preach the do&rines of it, the council
of Trent was called to exhibit a teflimony agamft him and
them, which they did very effe@ually. I appeal to all can-
did men, if this be not a true ftate of the cafe; and was it not
by the t-aditions of the elders, or if Mr. Beveridge pleafe,
their teftimonies, that the fcribes and pharifees made void the
law of God? Are we in no danger of erring on the fame
hand? Is not popery the relizion of corrupt nature? Is there
not a pope and popery in every man’s breaft? Is it not natu-
ra! for great fynods and councils to become very proud? I+
not the fynod of Edinburgh in danger of claiming too much
power? And to become fervile tools to them is not the way
to advance the religion of Chrift. But more of their popery
prefently.

But after all the duft they have raifed, the din and noife
they have made, about the feceflion teflimony in the fenfe
above defined; would it not be aftonithing, it the men thould
be fo fz1f-contradiory and abfurd, as to renounce it them-
felves? Yet this is abfolutely the fu@. T have perufed their
teltimony again and again, and cannot find, that in any parc
of it, they have adopted the judicial a& and teftimony of the
Affociate Prefbytery, the aét concerning the doctrine of Gruce,
the defence againft Mr. Nairn, nor the defence againft the
Burghefs oath, &c. I fee, in their teftimony, mention is made
of the national covenants, of which I fhall fpcak anon! But
not a word of the other things. It is true, they are mentioned
in the narrative: but what fays the a@ of their Prefbytery con-
cerning the whole and every part of their garrative? See page
6 ¢¢ The Prefbytery do however declare, that an adherence
to this narrative, as is cvident from the nature of the work,
can make no part of that profefion which will be required of
church members upon their admillicn to communion with
us. This by order of the Prefbytery is figned, William Mar-
fhall, moderator.” Aftonifhing! And fo the whole feceffion
tellimony is thrown down at once! Their narrative is no
more a term of communion or part of their profeflion than Mof-
heim’s church hiftory, or Crookfhank’s, or even Rollin’s Roman,
hiltory. This needs no comment. But O ye poor well-mean-
ing people, whom they attempt to hoodwink, and then de-
Inde with empty fouads; can you be deceived by fuch founds:
if you can, you richly deferve to be deceived!

The nurrative being wholly fet afide, I fhall now proceed
to confider thair tefiimory, and it is th- only thing left to

confider,
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the only diftinguifhing inftrument of communion in their fo»
ciety; for they fay, page 2, ¢ This adherence is not, how-
ever, an implicit affent to all that any church has faid or done;
it is not to be confidered as extending beyond what we do in
our teftimony affert.”” It is true, a tew lines before this they
tell us, that they mean in their teltimony ¢ An adherence to
the teftimony maintained for the truth of the gofpel, by the
churches of the reformation in their confeflions of faith, efpe-
cially to the teftimony rnaintained by that particular church,
with which they are moft particulaily conne&ed, in its beit
and pureft times.” I fuppofe the church here meant to be the
church of Scotland in her beft and pureft times. But this
adherence to the teflimony of that church is not to be contfi-
dered as extending beyond what they do in their teftimony
alfert. Now it is clear, that the narrative is no part of their
teftimony, and it is oniy in the narrative that the judicial a&t
and teftimony, the doétrine of grace, &c. are mentioned, and
confequently they have dropt and renounced the whole fecef-
fion teftimony in their fenfe ot the words. They adhere only
to the confeffion of faith, the dire®ory for worfhip, and form
of Prefbyterian government and national covenants. This
makes their teftimony (horter.

But I blame their application of this teftimony as being
extremely defe&ive, unfuitable to their circumitances, and er-
roneous. Firft defeive, there is no propsr argumentative
teftimory againft deifm, the great prevaling evil among thofc
called Chrit%ians, nothing but their ipfe dixit; nor againft the
fceptical philofophy about the creation of the world and other
things; nor againft Quakerifm and Anabaptifm; nor in favor
of the free agency of men and angels, in oppofition to the
vile divinity, or falfe philofophy cf moral neccfity, and God
being the author of fin; nor again® marriages within the de-

rees of affinity and confanguinity; and cven the do&rine of
univerfal falvation is pafied over very flighti,. Confequently,
it is, fecondly, very unfuitable to America, for thefe are the
great evils laying wafte the church of God in this land.
Thirdly, It is really erroneous. Their docrine about the civil
magiftrate, as having nothing to do with religion in his ma-
giflerial office, is utterly oppofed to the conteflion of faith
adopted by themfelves, and indeed to the do&rine of all the
Proteftant churches in Europe. And they have manifeltly
denied the doé&rine of their own confeflion cn the fubje@ of
communion. But more of this in a little. And thicir dod@rinc.
on excommunication, viz. ¢ ‘That church judicatories have
nothing to do, in church cenfures, with thz perfon’s ﬁatefbc-
- ere
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fore God; and that it is not neceffary to delay the hig'neﬂ:
fenience of excommunication, till the offending perfon give
cvident figns of his being in the gall of bitternefs and bond
of iniquity,” appcars to me to be altogether unicriptural and
unfound. How can a perfon be fuppofed to be a proper
member of fatan’s kingdom, und yet not fuppoled to be in
the grall of bitternefs and bond of iniquity; butin a ftate of

race and {ilvation? Peter pronounces Stmon Magus to be in
the gall of bitternefs and bond of iniquity, and yet does not
immediately excommunicate him, or deliver him up to fatan.
But according to their doétrine, a man may give evidence,
that he s in a {tate of grace and falvation, and yet be war-
ransabiv delivered over to fatan. It is the external vifible
evidence that we mut attend to on both fides. It is evidently
by eaternal evidence zlone that men can judge of the religi-
ous charader of their fellow Chrittians.  But thefe men, in
their do&rine about the hizler tentence of excommunication,
1uppofe us to judge without any evidence, yea contrary to
ail evidence; for by external evidence the cenfure of excom-
murication determines the perton to belong to fatan’s king-
dom; and vet they fuppels that, ceatrary to this evidence,
he may belong to Chrilt’s. On what grounds? On none at
all. For uny rurther than cxternal eviderce {upports us, nei-
ther they nor any man elfe can judge. But on that evidence,
e excommunicated perfon is already by the {entence judged
to belong to fatan’s kingdom; and therefore on none at all is
fuppoied to belong to Chritt’s. Men cannot judge as God

iadges, by leoking immediately into the heart.  Peter, it is

ciear, judges in the very way, and by the fame evidence,
other mien muwit judge by. T perceive, fays he.  How did he
puicieve it not by inlpiration, nor revelation; for he mighe
Lave peteeived it belore, in that manner: but from Simon’s
oifcriag to purchafe the Hoiy Ghoit with money. Hc per-
ceived it by the man’s hehaviour befre the church; and yet
exhorts him (o pray, that if peffible, the thoughts of his
heart might be forgiven him.  This is not excommunicatior.
And when Simon deiired him to pray for him, there is reafon
to think that Peter did fo.  Indeed if Simon Magus perfe-
vered in his defperately wicked courfe, as probably he did,
no doubt he would be delivered up to fatan. Thus Mr. Be-
veridge may with the greateft propriety apply to himf{elf and
his brethren, the infidious and infulting words which he ap-
plics to the fynod, page 10. It would be more honeft if
thev o o any part of the confuflion not agreeable to the

word
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word of God, to tell us fo. Neither we, nor they, need be
afthamed to acknowledge,” &c.

When but one member of the fynod expreffed a doubt on
but one point, viz. the magiltrates power circa fucra, the
fynod left it open to future difcuffion, though they were fen-
fible, that in doing this, they threw themfelves open to the
clamours of the party. The difcuffion has taken place, and
turned out in entire conformity to the confeflion. But thefe
very honeft men have renounced the do@rine of the confef-
fion on that and other heads, and yet pretend they are the
only zealous adherents to it; and to reconcile this duplicity
and difimulation, with their pretenfions to extraordinary
purity, zeal and faithfulnefs, as the only witnefles for Chrift,
they fuppofe the confeflion to contraditt itfelf; and on the
fubje® of communion have twifted, wreited, and perverted
the confeflion to make it mean communion only in beef and
cabbage, as one wittily expreffed it. And on the whole, I
muft fay, that their teftimony is one of the lameft perform-
ances, ever 1 faw emitted by any ecclefiaftical body; for

proof of this, let the reader perufe their article on faith, and
indeed almoft every other.

SECTION 1L

Wherein a view is given of their ds8rine about communion.

WILL now proceed to fpeak of their do&rine about
communion. All the three champions have ftepped for-
ward on this field, as boldly as Goliah; and like him defye '
the armics of Ifrael, reafon, fcripture, confeffion of faith, the
fynod, and all the proteftant churches at leaft in Europe.
‘They fay, narrative page 55, * This new fvnod fo far as we
can underftand the fixth and feventh articles of their confti-
tution, have one fet of terms for fixed, another for occafional
communion;” and in their teftimony page 76 they fay, «“ We
do alfo teftify againft what fome call occafional communion;
by which they mean, &c.” Here they put an odious mean-
ing on it, of which the fynod never thought, and fo they go
on, after having formed a picure on the wall, to break their
knuckles in battering it. But any thing to make the fynod
odious. Mr. Beveridge has given full vent to his gall on this
fubje®, fec page 35, to the end of his pamphlet. fays he
¢ occafional communion is both name and thing a late inven-
tion.” . Do&or Watts is introduced with his pfalms, no doubt,
in
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in his hand, to frighten the pcople; but yet his fenfe of this
fubje is much prefered to the fynod’s. Then he proceeds
to inform us, what the Weftminfter aflembly intended or did
not intend. No doubt, he knew their intentions! ¢ He is
fure, they never intended to withdraw from the fellowfhip of
other churches agreeing with them, &c.” I am fure of that
too. Bu: what is this to the purpofe of confuting their do&rine
of communion with all who in every place call on the Lord
Jefue, as God gives opportunity. The relief Synod in Scot-
land is then introduced, as he knew that fynod to be odious
to Seceders from Scotland.  The two fynods are then cou-
pled together as equally oppofed to the teftimony, and per-
verting the confeffion.

He tells us, ¢ That the feceflion utterly rejed and tefltify
againft that occafional communion.” I defirc him to tell us,
in his next, where, in what public deed they have done fo.
It is true, He and his fellows have done fo. But woe to the
feceflion! If its principles are to be colle@ed from them. Let
us hear the reverend Mr. Alexander Gellatly on this fubjeét,
he was early a Seceder, well acquaintcd with the principles
of the onginal members of the body, and the firit that plant-
ed the aflociate churches in America, a gentleman of unquef-
tionahle abilities, and great zeal for the caufe of religon. In
his obfervations on the deteion detected, page 20. He fays
. * To prevent miftakes let it be remembered, firft, that 1 am
not to fpeak of the bafis of communion in the church invilible;
the members thereof being the ele&t only, this does not affect
the prefent queltion. Nor, fecondly, am I to fpeak of the bafis
of what is called catholic or occafional communion with other
particular churches, differing fomewhat in principle from that
particular church, whereof we are ftated members; as there
ts fo much dependancs upon circumftances in this matter, I
belicve it is but very general thoughts any have given or can
wive on it; fuch as Mr. Shields on church communion page 25
offers, ¢ If we were in Africa or Afia, fays he, we would
join with all chriltians holding the {ume fundamental teftimony
againfl Jews, Turks and Pagans, though, not with Heretics.”
After him let us hear the reverend and learned Mr. William
Wilfon of Perth in Scotland, one of the firft four, who made
the bold ftand againit the corrupt prevailing party in the ge-
neral affembly, and a father of the feceflion. 1In his defence
of the reformation principles of the church of Scotland, page
38. He favs, * There is 2 union and communion catholic
and univerfal among ail Chriitiuns, confidered as fuch; and
#n ccclefiaftic urion and communion amongl members of

onc
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ene particular organical church, confidered as members of
that church. This obferwse I take from Mr. Shiells on church
communion, page 25, a book frequently cited in the eflay.
The fame worthy author likewife obferves, that ¢ Organic
communion muft be on ftri¢ter terms than catholic communion
with others that are not members of the fame organic church.”
He adds, ¢ If we were in Africa or Afia, we would join with
all chritians holding the fame fundamental teftimony againft.
Jews, Turks and Pagans, though not with Heretics.” And
it is plain, that all Chriftians have union and communion
together, in fo far as they hold the fundamental teftimony
of Chriftianity againit declared infidels; in like manner
all Proteflants, in fo far as they hold the Proteltant teltimony
againit the errors and corruptions of the church of Rome.”
"Lhe {ame author in his continuaticn cf the defence, page 37
fays ¢ I {hall conclude this chapter when I have obferved,
that our feccflion from the judicatories is not a fecellion from
thc Chriflian, Cutholic, vifible charch; this is our New Telta-
ment mount Zion, unto which a gofpel miniltry and gofpel
ordinances are primarily given, 1 Cor. xii. 28.  But our fe-
ce{lion is a Ceparture from a corrupt part of the catholic vifi-
ble bedy, upon the account ot their defetions and backflidings
continued in, and from which they rcfufe to reform, though
the proper mcans have been uied to reclaim them.

« Again, our feceflion is not a departure {from any of the
Proteftant churches, in fo far as they maintain the proteitant
teftimony againft Rome Antichriftian; but it is a departure
from ecclefiaftical union and conjunéion with judicatorics,
who have, in inany particular inftances, departed from the
Proteftant retormed teitimony, as the fame was lifted up in
Scotland, in her reforming and covenanting times; accord-
ing to my feventh obferve in the above quoted fe@ion. Like-
wife, our prefent feccilion is not a departure from the princi-
ples of the church of Scotland, as they have been confeffed,
acknowledged, and firorn unto, by this whole church & land.”

Now, will our ftriplings pretend to more knowledge of the
feceflion principles than thofe men? or a more pure and holy
zeal for the truth of the goipel. Our authors fhould blufh for
their impofitions on the world on this head. Indeed, their
doctrine on this fubje unchurches and annihilates all the
Proteftant churches. I will grant that every feparation from
a cv.urch does not imply an unchurching of it. It may be ex-
pedient and lawful to withdraw from a church, and continue
in a feparate ftate, on account of fome prevailing evils in her,
while we aliow that {he {till poffefles the effential fignatures of a
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true church of Chrift; juft as we may withdraw from a bro-
ther that vi'keth diforderly.  But their principle iy, that in
no puirh ¢ cicum:tonces whatfoever, 1tis Liwiul to hold enm-
municn with any of the Proteitant xhduhw, and confequent-
l\, ti any Chriitian of their commurion . p eut of the bounds
of that wmmumon, or to a place where naue of their focieties
C\nl, lic is got beyond the bound, cf the church of Chrid.

If it would he uniawful for him, when i m the fame circum-
ftances with the ordinary members of ihele cherches, to hold
ceramnnion with them; # is furely un -:'.:rl for them to hiold
it with cach other, for fin and duty are certainly the fame to
all men in the fame circumfitygnces. The communion itfelf
muit .).. unlawiul, and the church a fvnuyw“ue of fatan. 'This
is their horrid JB&rine: and it is, in fat, the principe of the
old De m.tnh, who maintained, thar there was no church of
Chrift but theirs, no copimunion lawiul but theirs,

Mr. Bevaidie indeed denies this centequence, ¢ We do
rot, fivs he, contine the church of Chritt to thofe of our own
denomimiiton. Sucha thovght is far from us. We are beund
to love all who love our Lord Jefus, but are not bound to
follow thiem, In ﬂrcngthening the hands of backfliders, &c.”
that is in ttren~thening their own hands., for he fuppotes thefe
lovers of Clriti of when he fpeiks to be men unfir for com-
munion in every poilible c.m, and fo backitders with a witnefs.
He and his party can pever get nid of thie co"mq"n‘ce mnve
mentioned, by all thar .lm.v wreathinizs, and doub. m'rs.
The commitiee ¢ the t-a0d have flated the true Protef it
terms o1 communion, (.\ crt\,rc page 116, Sull fartlhier, to
prevent minnakes, they (—’Lc'mre, ti:ey do netfo much as Hagp
the queiiion cven of occaitenal comn:inion with the church(#
Rome, roviaz felierims, erif our cridics pleate, heretics; or
any that would in‘.pufc finful terms of communien. By alitide
cun'lin':, he eives .Jud 2 tum to thar expreflions, as would
mata the reader ¢ u‘.?:, st they cxcepied none but e l.a..,
and then brirgs in A::;ms and Socinians as pofens with
whom iiie commitzes ailowe ! comnumion. Bet itis in vain,
to {pcak to fuch a man.  Let the reader remember the politive
termis of comumunion flated page 116, and what follows in
the nzzt page, and fee wheilior thefe wiil admit of coinmunion
with Anazns and Socintans.  Bevendgze was determined to fay
any thirg to make the {ynod odious, and gain Profelytes. It

is imne.iiv e that a church ean b in ooy fenfe a church of
Chiitt, if it be, in i juppoleable cuses, ¥ ©Ue
communan viih Ler. "The apoitle fays, Cor <
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oether with the fornicators of this world, &c. for then muft
ye needs go out of the world.” With a fmall variation, we
may alfo fay, that if we cannot, in any fuppofable circum-
ftances, keep fellowfhip with other Proteftant churches, the
moment we leave our own fociety, we go cut of the church.

SECTION IIL

IWhercin thair dodrine about covenanting, and the obligation of the
national covenant and folemn league is ex_mined.

WILL now procced to confider their do&trine ¢i” public
and focial covenanting, and the obligation of the nati-
onal covenant of Scotland and folemn league. I with the
reader to perufe the doctrine of the Overtnre on this fubjed,
chap. 22. This queftion is no. concerning mere civil affocia-
tions, fuch as that 1ato which the Americans entered at the
commencement of the war, for the defence of their civil and
religious liberties; but it is concerning reiigious vows, in
which the parties avouch the Lord to be their God, &..
The fynod maintain the following principles on this head,
that fuch a public, explicit and focial vow is lawful; that it is
an extraordinary du:; required in extraordinary circum-
ftances; that it is an inflitution properly ecclefiaftical and be-
longing to the church; that as in baptiim and the Lo:d’s fup-
per parents give themfelves and their pofterity to the Lord,
to they do in this, and that therefore fuch vows are obligato-
«~ ¥y on pofterity; that the word of God is the original autho-
nty for this duty, and the rule by which it is circumferibed,
that is, the law of God points out all the duties ro which
men can lawfully bind themfelves and their children. 1
fuppofe it will be granted that God alone is the Supreme
Law-giver to men, that his authority is the Hurce of all mo-
1al obligation; that the creature can never lawfully become a
law-giver to itfelf, for this would exalt it to God’s throne;
fo that while we acknowledge an obligation on the confcierce
arifing from the vow, ftill the obligation to obedience muft
reit ultimately on the divine authority.

There is in this cafe a two-fold cbligation to duty, cne
arifing dire@ly from the auchority of God in his law, pofi-
tively requiring and cnjoining fuch and fuch duties, the other
taking its rife in the creature’s voluntary confent, and this
confent exprefled by a folemn vow. DLut this lalt muft be
finally rcfolved into the firft; for it is the law of God that
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requires us to vow, and when we have vowed, bLinds and
obliges us to perform our vows; fo that the whole obligation
refts on the divine authority; and our vow cannot be confi-
dered as the fource of the obligation; for if fo, the creature
would undoubtedly be a law-giver to itfelf. It is true, that
in fome cafes, the creature’s vow may be the occafion of the
very exiftence of the duty; as when his vow refpeés a thing
previoufly indifferent in itfelf: probably Paul’s vow was
of this nature. But even in this cafe, the vow is not the
origin of moral obligation; the authority of God alone is fo,
which requires us to pay what we have vowed. The vow is
only the occafion of the exiftence of the obligation.

It will be granted, that if man had never been created, he
could never have been under the obligation of a law; yet
creation is not the fource of moral obli zation; the authority
of the Law-giver alone is this origin, and creation the occa-
tion of the exiltence of the obligation. and thus new relati-
ons are the nccafion of the obligation of new duties; fuch as,
the relation of hufband and wife, of parents and children,
vet thefe relations are not the fource of moral obligation; bur
the anthority of God in his law is fo. And by a parity or
reafon, a vow may be faid to be the occafion of the exiltence
ot a fuperadded tie or obligation, even in the cafe of moral
dnties obligatory on the confcience, previoufly to the vow.
For example, men are at a!l times obliged by the divine law,
to ute all lawful endeavours to preferve their own lives and
the lives of others. But having come under a vow or cove-
nant to obey the divine law, they are bound to abftain from
murder, not only by the fixth commandment, but alfo by the
third commandment, which requires us to perform our vows.
sAnd all the commandments of God mutually confirm and
iupport the obligation of euch other; and the obligation of
the firft precept includes the obligation of all the ret.  So
true is ihat which the apoftle James fays, ¢ He that offends
in one point is guilty ot all.”

A covenant is fomething more than a bare law; it is not ne-
ceflury to the obligation of the divine law, that the creature con-
ent unto it. God has an unqueftionable claim and title to obe-
dience by his creatures, previoufly to all confent or contra&; &
his law mult be obligatory, whether we fuppof: the creature
to confent or not. But it is impoflible that a holy creature can
refufc its confent, and therefore perhaps no holy creature can
be under the divine law, but in the form of a covenant. ‘Lo
conititute a covenant, there muft be the confent of the two
parties conzernzd, and this is more thap a bar> law.  Andin

this
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this manner, viz. by covenant, God condeicends to intreduce
his rational creatures, to the fruition of himfelf as their chief
ood. '

The revelation of the covenant of Grace, contains God’s
gracious offer and promife, to be the God of his church and
people, and of their children. ¢ I will be your God and the
God of your fzcd,”” fays be. They in giving their confent,
refolve as Jothua did, ¢ As for me and my houfe, fays he,

ve will ferve the Lerds”  And the Lord fays of Abraham,
¢ 1 know that my f:rvant Abraham will command his houf:
to furve the Lord.”  And David fays to Solemoen, ¢ And
thou Solomon m» “tn krow thou the God of thy futhers.”
This afent and conlnt to the covenant of Grace is yielded
in hcart by Clriitians in the exercife of faith and love, and it
is varioufly erprefled by them externally, viz. in folemn pray-
er, by cbedience te all Chnit’s Taws and inftitutions, and par-
ticularly in baptilm and at the Lord’s table, in which they
furrender themiclves and their children to the l.ord, and
avcuch him to be their God and the God of their {ced. DBut
it may be exprelied alio, cither in a perfonal, or private vow,
in a family vow; or by an evplicit, public and lvcial vew, or
by public coveranting in the church.  And indeed fome 1uch
covenant, either cuniicit or implicit, is neccfary to the forma-
tion of every Chriflian fociety, tumily or chitrch; and is a ne-
ceffary bond of union therein.

But on particuiar and extracrdinary emergencics, the church,
whether coniifting of one, ten, or o thoutind congresations,
may give themfeives and their children to the Lod, in fich
a vow or covenant. It differs frem what is dene in baptifm
and the Lords fupper, not materiaily, but enly in the manner
of expreilion, Thus every Chrifitan clinrch s a covenanted
church. And all churches of Chrift are under the fume cove-
nant, the covenant of Grace in tts promifes and precepss. The
church of Scotland has indeed gonc {arthter than fome churches,
in the manncr of cxprefling her coniernt to the covenart of
Grace, viz. by a tolemn oath or vow; and, I behieve, the was
well warranted by God’s word to go this extruordinuary length
in fome extraordinary circumilances: but though dificring,
thus in one ftep, as to muanner, the matter 15 the fame.
And it is abfurd to call her a covenanted church,, and her
principles covenanted principles, in an exclufive fenfe, merely
becaufe of this difference as to manner.

Furthermore e may add, that it is impeilible ior ereaturcs
to make any additicn to the authority and moral oblication of
God’s law, ther riay morc openly, explicitly and folemn-
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ly, confent and fubmit to that obligation; and this is the nd-
ture of an oath or vow; for in {uch a tranfaion, the creature
appeals to God, to witnefs the fincerity of its confent, and on
the matter imprecates all the curfes of the law, if it wilfully
violate that law. Thefe curfes are the wages of difobedience
at any rate, but here the creature declares that he knows them
to be fo, and that he expeéts nothing elfe, in cale of difobedi-
ence. And a violation after this, becomes a more aggrava-
ted tranfgreflion of the law; it becomes fo in a twotold ref-
pe&, 1 Becaufe the fuperadded tie is violated, namely the law
that requires us to vow and when we have vowed to perform
our vows, as well as all the other precepts from which the
duty or duties did direttly arife. 2 The creature muft be
fuppofed to fin more againtt light and convi&ion, more in 2
deliberate and wilful manner.

The committee of fynod fay, Overture page 103. ¢ As
we are the ckildren of covenanting anceflors, we do acknow-
ledge ourfelves to be dedicated to the Lord in their vow, and
engaged by them to ferve him in every religious and moral
duty.” [t merits our notice here, that the committee fuppofe
thefe duties to be obligatory, 1 Dire@tly from fuch precepts
of the law as require them. 2 By reafon of a fuperadded tie,
occationally taking its rife in the oath or covenant of our an-
ceftors, in which they yielded themfelves and their poiterity
to the Lord, which fuperadded tie or obligation muft never-
thelefs arife alfo from the Divine law, which requires us to
vow and to pay our vows. The vow of our anceitors is not
the origin of moral obligation, but is only the occafion of the
exiltence of a new obligation arifing from the precept of the
law that enjoins vows, and requires a fulfiiment of them.
And atter all, thisis really no additicn to the divine authority
enjoining, nor is it any increafe of the moral obligation to duty.
God’s authority is infinite, and the obligation arifing from it
is infinite, and cannot be increafed. It is as great in one pre-
cept, as in all the ten, and indeed all the precepts are invelved
in each other, and all of them implied in the firk. But the
defign of thefe fuperadded ties feems to be, to fet before the
creature the fulnefs and force of the divine authority, and
ftimulate it. to faithfulnefs and diligence in its obedience. The
committec add, that they will take up the duty of covenanting
on its firflt principles, its original and true ground, the autho-
rity of God in his word warranting and enjoining it. Our
cavilling gentlemen are not pleafed with this. lg‘[r. Bever-
idge fays, ‘®They go on this principle, that they have no
particular concern with the covenant engagements of our fa-
thers, &c.” He muft have feen what is quoted ahove; but
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1t did not fuit him o mention it. It was better to tell a lie?
It is true, the comraittee think the authority of God in his
word a very good and fufficient authority for any duty. All
the apoftles and prophets built the obligation to duty on this
foundation. Qur anceftors in Britain and Ireland did the
fame; and their example is worthy of our imitation. The
committee confider themfelves as included in the vow of their
anceftors; but conlider the third commandment as the
fource of moral obligation, both to vow, and perform their
vows. The vow of our anceftors is the occafion of the cxift-
ence of the fuperadded tie, and may be an excitement to us
- to imitate them, both in vowing, and performing our vovs;
but never can be the origin of morai obligation; for in that
cafe they would be law-givers to us.

Thus both parties are for the duty, and feem willing to re-
duce it to practice; but thefe gentlemen are not for taking it
up on its original and true ground, the authority of God in
his word; but on human tradition, or the hiftorical account
of the condué of our anceftors, in entering into the national
covenant and the folemn ieague and covenant. I have no
doubt, but that our anceftors really entered into thefe cove-
nants. I believe it as well as any other fa@ narrated in
Hume’s hiftory, or Wodrow’s, or Crookfhank’s: but fiiil,
this is but human tradition; and to reft the obligation to eny
folemn moral duty on the actions and traditions of men is ex-
tremely dangerous; and it is ftill more {0, to make our reft-
ing it there, a term of communion.

In the formula of queftions publithed by Mr. Beveridge, in
his pamphlet page 31; I find the following, ¢ Do you ac-
knowledge the perpetual obligation of the folemn covenant
engagements, which we in this church are under, as they
have been explained in the declaration and teftimeny agreed
upon, &c.” Here we are rcferred to their teltimony for an
cxplication of thefe covenant engagements. We will find
this explication in their teftimony page 11 and 12. It is the
national covenant of Scotland and the folemn leaguc of Bri-
tain and Ireland which they attempt to explain; and if the
commentary have any precife meaning, if it be not completely
ambiguous and deceitful, they infer moral obligation chiefly,
if not entirely from thefe human tranfa®ions. They declare
¢¢ That as their anceftors engaged to hold faft and defend the
doérine, &c. To ftudy the prefervation, purity and increafe
of the church, &c. To affilt each other in maintaining the
caufe of Chrilt, &c. So the fame engugements lie on them.”
Thefe duties are what cvery true church of Chrift well ac-
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- knowledge to be incumbent on her ; and that by the fupreme
authority of God’s word, and alfo by virtue of the racft
folemn vows in the fenfe above explained. Why then fo much
ofttentation? Why fuch a tlourith of words as in thefe pages?
Wherein do they differ from other churches of Chrift here?
Wherein are they fuperior? Why in this, they derive the mo-
ral obligation of thefe duties from the national aéts of Britain,
called the national covenant and folemn league. This is
their Shibboleth. This is their Sandum San&orum. Their an-
ceftors were law-givers to themfelves and to them. The a%t
of their fathers is the origin of moral obligation. Other Chrif-
tians are bound by God’s law; but they are bound by the law
of man. I cannot put any other fenfe on their words taken
altogether. But their anceftors never meant any fuch thing.
They never meant to afflume God’s prerogative, but only a
particular manner of exprefling the fame thing which all the
churches of Chrift exprefs, viz. their confent to the obligation
of the divine law and covenant, and knew well that they could
add nothing to the moral obligation of that law, nor in any
maaner increaie it A proper queftion comes in here, What
good do our engaged gentlemen perform more than others?
In thinking on this fubje®, I have frequently called to
mind the flory of the Brazen Serpent in the duays of Hezekiah;
it fecms then the children of Ifrael offcred incenfe toit. It
had been a type of Chrift, and excceding ufeful in its timc
and place. But the good king faw it necctlary to break it in
pieces. Why? becaufe it was become an objet of fuperititi-
ous veneration, the children of Ifrael offered incenfc to it. It
is likcly their fathers did not eftcem it {o much, when 1t was
really of great ufe and fervice. I know that our critics will
infer from this, that I am for abolifhing thefe covenants like-
wife. But 1 fuy no. Iintroduce this only as a fimilitude to
{iow that, we may put good things out of their time and place,
and carry our veneration for them to the length of fuperflition.
1 afk, 1, the nuational covenant and folemn league the only
bond of union and communion becween Chrift and his church?
Is it the only copy of the covenant of Grace in its promifes
and precepts and duties? or are thefe covenants the chief and
principal inftruments by which a church can exprefs her con-
fent to the covenant of Grace? Can no church be a covenan-
ted church unlefs fhe own the perpetual obligation of thefe
covenants? Or may fhe not be fo equally without this, as with
it? To what nations will they extend the obligation of thefe
covenants? Only to the nation whofe a&s they were, or to
ail nations? I find Mr. Anderfon is for extending their autho-
rity
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sity and obligation as widely as the law of God; in his eighth
letter, he fays, ¢ I cannot help thinking, my friend, that
the whole church of Chrift is interefted in thefe covenants,
efpecially as the church ftands oppofed to Anti-chrit.”” The
queftion here is not about the religious and moral duties con-
tained in thefe covenants. Thefe duties are obligatory on all
churches, and all churches of Chrilt vow and engage to prac-
tife them: but we are fpeaking of the national covenant and
folemn leagne, as national a&s of Britain; and it would be
abfurd to call religious and moral duties, ¢ Thefe national
cov_aants.”” It is only as a&s of the nation, that they can be
czlled the covenants of the nation. And, if the word« of
thefe men be not altogether ambiguous and deceitful, they
plead for the univerfa: obligation of thefe covenants as a&s of
the nation, or as national deeds.

But their inconfiflency in this is very marnifeft. For while
they plead for the perpetual and univerfal obligation of thefe
als of the nation, they fet afide the one lalf of them, vi..
the whole civil part; and to comglete the abfurdity, the civil
part fo fet afide, is the very part which conftituted them a&s
of the nation; for fetting that afide, they behoved to have
been merely ecclefialtical acts. They fay in tkeir teftimony,
page 11, ¢ As to what may be called the civil part of thefe
covenants, it is what we neither have, nor ever had any thing
to do with, &c.” But what isit that conftitutes any a& an
ac of a nation? It is certainly the civil authority of the na-
tion’s pafling it into a law, enjoining the duties of life therein,
and the nation’s {fubmitting to the law  The parliaments of
Britain pafled thefe covenants into civil and national laws,
and the members of the Scottith and Engiifh parliaments
fwore them, and enjoined them on their conttituents. Well,
but a query arifes here. Did their conftituents give them
inftructions and delegate to them power for this purpofe?
Did they fend them to parliament to form a covenant partly
religious and partly civil, to be impofed on all the nation?
Or did they commiflion them to tranfa& only their civil af-
fairs? But according to the view which thefe gentlemen have
of thefe national covenants, there is flill a more prefling
queftion. Did the Dritifh parliaments receive inftructions
from their conftituents, to form the principal copy of the co.
verant of Grace, the grand bond of union and communion
between Chrift and his church, and the chief bond of usrion
and communion among the members of the church, pafs it
into a civil law, and enjoin it on the nations, on all civil
pains? I fay on all civil pains; for this they not only did, but

OR



( 53 )

on the hypothefis of their having a right to pafs them into a
law at all, they alfo had a right to do it on all civil panis;
becaufe a law without a pcna%ty is no law; it is but a mere
fham and pretence, and in no fenfe obligatory. Bat I need
not infift on this, for thefe men tell us, that civil rulers as
fuch have nothing to do with religion, no power to do any
thing for the church of Chrilt. Well then as they entirely fet
afide the civil part of the covenants, an.. {ay the Britith par-
lianient had no power to enjoin or impofe the religion« part,
confequently the whole of thefe covenants is fet alide by them,
as national covenants, or as the covenants of thc nation. I
am per{uaded,, that the Britith parliaments never viewed
thefe covenants in the light in which thefe gentlemen view
them, viz. as a chief copy of the covenant of Grace, and the
principal Lond of union between Chritt and his church, and
betweer the members of the church: but only as lawiul
engagements to defend their civil and religious liberties, and
probably, alfo, as a temporary cxpedient arifing out of the
neceflity of the times.

But how will they extend the obligation of thefe national
als of Britain over America! Mr. Anderfon pleads for this
in his letters, pares 29-31. The United States of America
will not regard them as national aéts of Pritain, any further
than imitable examples on fimilar occafions, and perhaps not
that. The civil affociations, at the commencement of the
war, were fomewhat fimilar, and had there been a religious
part in them, would have been nearly alike. How will thefe
men inftruct and fupport their authority and obligation over
the churches in America? Would not this be eraftianifm?
What, the Britith parliament extend its authority and give
laws to the church of Chrift in America! The Britifh parlia-
ment eftablith terms of communion, not only for the church
of Chrift in Pritain; but alfo for her in America! And how
does it fuit the ipiritual and independent nature of Chriit’s
church, for her judicatorics to make any a& or a&s of the
Britith parlizment a term or terms of communion any where;
but more efpeciaily in America? Would not this be a fub-
miflion to an craltian fupremacy, and contrary to the cove-
nants? Thefe men will not receive a recommendaticn of a
faft day from the civil powers, but will receive a copy of the
covenant of Grace and a term of communion from them.
But they will fay, that the rcligious and moral duties contain-
ed in thefe covenantsy are founded on God’s laws, and we
can ncver go out of his dominions. True; but why call
thete rdlicious and moral duties, or an engagement tofper-
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torm them, the national covenant of Scotland and the folemn
league? Or why call fuch an engagement a renovation of thefe
national a&s? Itis, in fa&, no more a renovation of thefe
covenants, than of Nehemiah’s covenant. And the lalt is as
oblicatory on us as the firlt, confidered as national a@s.

I find, 1t is merely as church-covenants that thefe men fome-
times pretend to regard them, as appears from the gqueftion
above quoted, which is the fifth in their formula. Bat tkis is
inconfiftency and impefition. It was not as a church only, that
Britain entered into them. They were enjoined by civil au-
thority and under civil pains, and in fa& became the law of
the land. And this, with the duties of civil life contained in
them, is the very thing that made them a&s of the nation, or
national covenants. But viewing them as church-covenants
only, this is wholly fet afide. The national a&, or civil au-
thority making them fuch, is totally reje®ed. And thefe
gentlemen teM us alfo, that viewing them as church-cove-
nants, they entirely fet afide all duties merely political, or the
whole civil part, that is, the one half, and indeed the far great-
eft part of the folemn league: this alone would diveft them of
all their national chara&er and diflin&tion. But the rcligious
part fares no better, with them, as has been noticed, all goes
to the pot together. One would think after this, that they
would never fpeak a word more of the obligation of the na-
tional covenant and folemn league. The whole is utterly re-
jected by them. DBut ftrange to tell! in their confeflion of
fins prefixed to their bond, page 20, 21, of their overture,
and in their narrative, page 33, compared with page 11, 12
and 13 of their teftimony, they call their bond a renovation
of thefe national covenants, or intimate that they mean this
in it; and accordingly they have fronted their bond with
them; and in their teftimony, page 11, after mentioning the
lawfulnefs of the national covenant and folemn league, they
proceed to declare, that the fame engagements lie on them,
and then in the formula fay, ¢ Do you ucknowledge the per-
petual obligation of the folemn covenant engagements, ‘¢ in
this church are under, as they have been explained in the de-
claration and teftimony agreed on, &c.” The folemn engage-
ments meant, as is evident from the conne&ion of the words,
are none elfe than the national covenant and folemn league.
They cannot be their new bond, for I do not know that any
of them have yet taken it.

On the whole, taking the religious part of the national co-
venant and folemn league, and viewing them only as ecclefi-
aftical a&ts, we wholly fet afide their national chara&er and

diftin&ion.
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diftin&ion. In this view, indecd, they become competent to
the church; for they are copies, and but very imperfe& co-
pies, of the covenant of Grace, in its promifes, precepts and
duties; and in fa&, this is the foundation of every true church
of Chrift, and the bond of union and communion in her, and
every true church is under the obligation of this covenant,
and will daily renew her profeflion of faith in it, and obedi-
ence to it, in one form or other. But the renewal of fuch a
covenant cannot, in propriety of language, be called a renewal
of the national covenant and folemn league, any more, ncr
indeed fo much, as it may be called a rcnewal of the cove-
nan: made with Abraham, Ifaac, and Jacob, all the apottlcs
and prophets, and the whole church of the living God in eve-
ry age. The repetition of our vows at the baptifm of our
children, and the Lord’s table, is a very proper and folemn
renewal of fuch a covenant: but thefe gentlemen would not
call this repetition, a renewal of the national covenant and fo-
lemn league: and what, I fuppofe, will have fome weight with
th-m; this is the view of thefe covenants which Mr. Ander-
fon gives in his effay on covenanting, it he have any mecaning
at all: but how contiftently with the idea of their being the
peculiar national covenants of Britain, let all men judge.
But what avails all this pompous noife and parade about ac-
knowledging moral obligations on us to perform our duty,
if the duty itfelf be negletted; the acknowledgment of mul-
tiplied obligations in this way may be a covert of Lypocrify;
it may have the appearance of much zeal, and deceive our
own fouls and the fouls of others: the great end of acknow-
ledging thefe obligations, is to purfue diligently and earneftly
our duty, and it that be negleted, the acknowledgment
avails nothing, but to aggravate our guilt. There is in truth
no want of moral obligation; the detc& lies not there: but
in non-compliance. What do thefe men do more than others?
They pretend to a flaming zeal for truth, where no truth of .
the gofpel is dropt or Jenied. They have been challenged,
ind I now challenge them to meet the fynod on that ground.
But under the pretext of zeal for truth, they have become
accufers of the brethren, have thrown off all regard to mo-
defty, Chriftian charity, candor and honefty; no longer keep
the unity of the fpirit in the bond of peace; but fow difcord
and divifion, fcatter abroad fire-brands, arrows and death,
rend and divide the church, promote hatred, variance, emu-
lation, wiath and firite, and think that all is fan&ified by
their unmeaning cry of zeal for truth, and the covenants!
Another
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Another abfurdity in thefe men is, they make a loud noife
about their adherence to the feceflion teftimony, by which
they cannot underftand the Bible as explained in the confef-
fion of faith; becaufe, though the Aflociate Reformed Sy-
nod adhere fully, and more E.\lly than they, to the feceflion
teftimony in that fenfe; yet they affirm, that faid fynod has
renounced the fecetlion teftimony. This charge is founded
merely on this, that faid fynod do not make the application
of the Bible and confeflion, made by the Ailociate Synod in
a fuitablenefs to the circumftances of the church of Chrift in
Scotland, a term of communion here; but infit, that it is
their duty to apply the fame teftimony in a fuitablenefs to
their own circumitances, or to the circumftances of the
church in America. Now, what they blame the {ynod for relin-
quifhing, they muft be fuppofed to hold faft. Confequently
they fcem to hold fait, not only the fame teftimony, but alfo
the fame application of it, as their brethren in Scotland.
But fill they claim a right to adapt their bond or covenant
to their own circumftances. Now if they adapt the bond
thus, Why not alfo the thing bound to? The teftimony is the
thing to which their bond binds them; :f the bond then be
adapted to their circumftances, why not the teftimony too?
Bur certain I am, what they call the feceflion teftimony, viz.
the application of it in the hands of the fynod of Edinburgh,
i. nor fo adapted; and yet it is this application, which, they
bl ime the Aflociate Reformed Synod for renouncing, and
which they value themfelves on, and boaft fo much of hold-
ing, fait. I have indeed made it appear formerly, that in the
aét of theii Prefbyiery concerning their narrative, they have
rercunced the feceflion teftimony in this fenfe; but the whole
of their work is a jumbled, confufed, jarring and contradic-
tory chaos.

SECTION 1IV.

In which their fubordination to the Affaciate Synod in Scotland is

examined,

HE latt thing which I fhall confider in this chapter, is
their profefied fubordination to the fynod of Edinburgh,
commonly called the Affociate Synod. When this matter
was firft called in queftion, fome of them pleaded for a ftri&,
proper and practical fubordination; and faid that their ordi-
nation vows obliged them to it. A certain gentleman face-
tioufly
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tioufly remarked to them on cne occafion, that he faw no
poflible way to carry this into effe®, but to meet that fynod
half way, and to apply to the king of Britain, to anchor a
fhip of war in the middle of the Atiantic Ocean as the place
of meeting. However, after fome time they fell from this,
and got _the reverend Adam Gib to explain it for them, fee
Mr. Marfhall’s catechifm, page 136. Mr. Marfhall makes
one very fhrewd remark, ¢ That appeals fror Prefbyteries
to the fynod are not eflential to Prefbyteries.” True: but the
. poflibility of carrying appeals is effential to Prefbyterial fob-
ordination. Then he adds, ¢ The matter is clearly ftated
and happily exprefled, in a letter from a member of the Af-
fociate Synod written by their order, to the following pur-
pofé, ¢ An ordinary f{tatc of fubordination to the Aftociate
Synod, in accefs to attend our meetings, with a ready courfe
of references and appeals, is not indeed competent to your
Prefbytery at fuch a diltance; Lut flill, as therc may be appli-
cations to, and afliltance from the fynod, fo it is a matter of
great confequence to have fuch a fubordination maintained,
as is neceilry unto the ftate of being (il all one witnefling
body.”

When the corporation of the Scots Prefbyterian church in
Spruce-fticet, obtained a law to repeal the claufe in their
deed of truit, which fubordinated their church property to
the above {ynod; theie gentlemen pafled an aé& of Prefbytery,
explaining fubordination into 2 mere triendly correfpondence,
and again pafled another a&, forbidding all appeals to the
Afociate Syncd: but ali this was but manceuvering, to efta-
blith their claim to the church property, confiftently with the
law of thie ftate annulling the fubordination of that property.
The fynod of Edinburgh it feems was not quite pleafed with’
this; and fo took upon them to explain the dark affair them-
felves; and by their explication, it amagnts to this, that thefe
gentlemen be fubordinate to them, not in matters of difcip-
line, but only of docrine; and references and appeals, as to
dotrine, muft be laid before that Synod; and Mr. Marfhall
fays in the forecited page of his catechifm, ¢ T'hat references
and appeals in reipect of doétrine, can as weli be decided by
the fynod at Edinburgh, as if they met at Philadalphia.”
And in his plea for the church property in.Spruce-itrcet, he
abfolutely pleads fubordination to that {fynod in matters of
faith. Thus their fabordination now ftands, confentably on
both fides.

But

3
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But is this agreeable to Prefbyterian principles? No. The
Prefbyterian plan of government is founded on the principles
of equal liberty; it maintains a parity or equality among its
members. But it is effential to liberty, that every perfon,
every family, every fociety, whether civil or ecclefiaftical,
have the power of judging for, and governing themfelves.
For if we be governed by the will of another, we cannot be
frec. Prefbyterian government in the church, like repubki-
can in the ftate, admits of reprefentation; and favs, no hu-
man law can bind without our confent, given cither pailon-
ally, or by our juft and legal reprefentatives. And in the

overnment of the church cr this plan, all her rulers and mi-
niflters are brethren, or equals. And in fa&, {fubordination,
without reprefentation, is not Prefbytery; but downrighe
popery: it is not liberty; but abfolute flavery. Subordina-
tion in difcipline, in this form, wonid be bad, very bad: but
futecrdination in doélrine, or in matters cof fuith, is much
worfe; for it is the popith do&rine of implicit faith, in the
fullet fenfe of the words.

It is true, the fynod of Edinburgh may {uy, they will judge
by the Dible, the rulc of faith; and they have the fame Dible
there, as we here: but this is mere fophittry; for it is
well known, that mcn can put different fenfes on the Bible;
and parties ought certainly to be heard Lefore they he con-
demued. This was the law of the Romans even while Hea-
thens; itis, in fact, the law of right reafon. A fubordiration
of this kind is yielding the confcience to the yoke of fluvery,
It is implicit faith, and is worfe than pafiive obedience and
non-refiftance in the ftate. This is {fo m-:chi the worfe in thefe
men, that it is a manifeft violation of their covenant engage-
ments, in which they acknowledge tliemfelves bound, by fo-
lemn oath, to malatain and defend Prefbyterian goverrment.
And ve Americans, who maintained fo lately at the point of
th.e fword and bayonet, that you would acknowledge no taxa-
tion nor legiflation, without reprefentation; and having at the
cxpence ofg your bloed and treafure, fecured this right of hu-
man nature; can Yo" be {o bafe and jufillanimous as to de-
liver up the confcicnce mito bondage? Is your civil libert
more precious than your religious? your bodies and cflates
more dear to you than your fouls? your purfe than your
faith? .

It is evident, on the whole, that the feparation of thef:
gentlemen is abfolutely groundlefs. It is not founded on the
articles of union between the Aflociate Prefbyteries and the

Reformed
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Reformed Prefbytery; for they have never been able, and never
will be. able to prove one of them erroneous or unfound; in-
deed they have never attempted it, and do not pretend to
ground their feparation on thefe.

No: can it be founded upon the conftitution of the Affoci-
ate Reformed Synod; for that conftitution had no exitence at
the time of their feparation; it was not formed until feveral
months afterwards.

Nor can it be founded on the Ailcciate Reformed Synod’s
relinquithing the fecefion teftimony; for, take that teftimony
in any fenfe, they cannot found it on that. If by it be meant
the Bible a. explained in the confeflion oi faith; the mem
bers of the Synod never departed from it in that ienfe.
O;i if by the fecetlion teftimony be underftood, the applica-
tion made oi the Bibie and confeflion in a fuitablenels w the
circumitances o the charch in Scotland; the Aifociate Re-
formed Eynod’s relinquithing it, even fuppofing they had done
fo, cannot be the caule ot thzir feparation; becaufc thefe men
have, in the ad of Prefbytery pretixed to their narrative, re-
nounced thac application too, for they declare it to be no
part of their profctlion or term of communion; and in this
cate, theiv chinrches are bound no more to adhere to it, than
to Crookthank’s hitory. To what then fhail we afcribe their
feparation? I wiil leave the reader to determine in his own
mind. The Aflociate Reformed Synod have really done the
fecellion teitimony more duc honor than they Lave done it,
as thall be mentioned prefently.

CIHAD?TER V.

Containing an examinaticn and confutation of their principles about
the power of civil vy lraies, refpeding ridizion and the church

(.'/‘ thrr .’.’4 .

TIIE do&rine of our authors about the power of civil
magiitrates refpedting religion and the church of Chrift
deferves more annimadvertion than 1 can at prefent give it.
They have beyoud all potiibility of doubt renounced the doc-
trine of the proteilant churches on this head, apoltatized from
the Weltminfler confeflion of faith, the fecellion teltimony,
and the national covenant and folemn league. Great part
oi what ‘th:y call the feceflion teftimony conlifts in teftifyin
againit omiions und defeéis in the laws, and faults in the
condu of the civil goverament in Dritain with regard
to
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to religion, and the church of Chrift. And garticularly,
the Affociate Synod in Scotland blame and retufe to take the
oach of allegiance to the crown, for this reafon among others,
that it fupercedes the oath of the nationalcovenant and folemn
league, which they reckon the beft bond of union betwecn
king and peoplc. And the whole controverfy about the Bur-
ghefs oath hinges upon the legal fecurities and civil eitablith-
ment given to the Chriftian relig'en in Britain, the {weating
of which oath, Mr. Gib and they fay, goes fo deep as to {ub-
vert the whole feceflion teftimony. ’Ighefe are inconteftible
fafts. DBut let us hear our faith{ul adkerents to the feccilion
tefimony on this {ubjie@. In their teftimony, page 8 and q.
They tell us  “ That they mean to declare their mind on the
civil magiftrates power in matters of religien more particu-
larly than the conieflion of faith has dene.” But they do ot
only iy more than the confeflion; they flatly contradicu it.
¢ Chrilt’s kingdom is {piritual,” they fay, ¢ acknowledging
no other iaws and no other rulers than he has appointed in it;
and fo the magiftrate hasnothing to do with it as a magidtrate.
As a member of the Chriftian cliirch ke is bound to improve
every opperturity which his hizh ftation and extenfive influ-
ente may give him for promoting the faith of Chrift, &c.”
Thefe are their very words. What comes now ot 21l that
part {and a large part itis) of the feceflion teflimony that
laments, teftifies againft, and corfefles the errore and defeds
of the civil goveinment in Britain, in tiwir j arliamentary
treatment of the true religion? And one wouid thiisk en this
principle that, the controver{y about the Burghefs caih, and
its contradiétion to the feceltion teftimeny, and the oath of
the covenant, muft be a very idle one; for their doétrine will
not allow civil rulers to eftablifh the Chrittian religion, or do
any thing for it in a legal and authoritative way at all.

They fay ¢ The church of Chrill is fpiritual, acknowledg-
ing no other laws than Chrift has sppointed.” I fuppofe the
ten commandments muft be inclided among theie laws of
Chrift. But is it not the office of civil magiftrites to execute
ot leaft the fecond table of the law? And I anr ccttain the
cne table cannot be feparated from the other. To divide, is
to deftroy the law. The laft table is, like the fuperfiruéture,
built on the firft as the foundation. Remove the foundation
and the building falls. Set afide the'firft commandment, which
binds us to acknowledge the being of a God and wortfhip him;
the fecond, which requires us to acknowledge and worfhip him
alone, excluding the wortfhip of idols; the third, which com-
mands a holy reverence of his namc; the fourth, which en-

joins
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joins the obfervation of fome fet time for his worfhip; and
there is no place for, no poflibility of the exiltence of the fecond
table in any adminiftration, whether of chirch or tate. And
therefore the ancient maxim of our wile anceitors, which is def-
pifed fo much by our modern would le wif: fools, viz- that
the civil magiitrate is, cuflos wirivfque tabule lopn divine, or a
guardian of each table of t}:: divine law, is founded on rea cr,
truth and good fenfe. 1 am certain that without religion
there can be no moral virtue. Without a fenie of our duty ro
God, there can be no fenfe of our duty toman. Unlels in
every admini‘tration of moral government we admit the firft
table of the divine law, which points out our duty to God, the
fecornd table will be the bafelefs {abric of a vifion. On fuchan
abfurd hypotheflis being admitted, I afk, what is the rule
of fuch a ¢« ovarnment? By what acthority is any rule or law
obligatory? What fanftion to enforce any? This fcheme of -
civil fociety detaches rational and moral agents entirely frem

any regard to God as their law-giver, irom his law as the

1ule ofg moral government, and from the fan&ion of divine
rewards and punithments, and in fhort founds civil dominion
cn Atheifm. It makes creatures law-givers to themfelves.
1t is indced the fathionable do&rine of this Deittical, Atheil-
tical age: but how aftonithing that our fuperlative witneiles

for C fhould embrace it!

Civil government is certainly moral government, and by
it God carries on his moral government of the woild. ' The
rule of this government is the moral law or the law of God;
for let men diverfify their laws as they pleafe, they mult co-
incide with the divine law. They cannot contraditt it without
contraditing the etcnal and immutable principles of equity
and juftice. The variety of laws among men calculated for
the good of fociety (and they have no moral power to make
any other) is no more than the application of the divine law
to the infinite variety of circumftances in fociety. The autho-
rity which obliges to obedience, does not originate only in
the confent or compa& of fociety, but in a fource infinitely
higher, the will of the Supreme Governor. God who crea-
.ted man a rational and moral agent, under the obligation
of hislaws, alfo formed him a focial being. He made
him with a firong propenfity to fociety, and mutual wants and
neceflities firengthen this principle, and urge men into foci-
ety. One of the ftrongeit propenfities in human nature, the
inclination of the two fexes to each other, is the firft attrac-
ting power, and lays tie foundation of the focial union. But
men are bound to yield to this propenfity, not by blind inftin&
' : as
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as the brutes; but by a moral obligaticn, the authority of
God; and to perform the duties refulting from that rela-
tion, and indeed all the other duties o+ the focial union,
by the fame authority. He who gave laws to men as indivi-
duals, alio gave laws to focieties of men. And in fa& it is
cnly in a ftate of fociety, that the chief part of the divine law
can have practically any place, or that there can be any fcope
for the performance of what it requires. And civil rulers are
not mere creatures of the {tate, but minidess of God and exe-
cutors of his law.

Thefe gent :men tell us furthcer. page g of their teftimony:
«« That the whole duty of Magiitrates refpects men not a:
Cliriltians but as members of civil fociety.” Well then, it
their duty refpe@ts men not as Chriilians, neither would it
refpe@ them as Mahometans, nor Jews, nor Heathens; that
is, it does not refpedliihem as religious beings at all, or regard
them as of any religion; for I cannot fuppofe, that they
would have the magiitrate to pay a greater refpe& to Maho-
meetanifm and IHeathenitm, than to Chriflianity. But I atk,
is not civil fociety an aflociaiion of moral agents? Is not this
focicty fubje@ to moral government? And is not the law of
Gad the ruie of that government? Church and ftate then are
fubicd@ to, and muit be governed by fubitatially the fame
laws, though in a dilferent maaner, and, in fome refpedts, for
different purpofcs. They abfurdly fuppofe that, a man nmiay
be a member of civil fociety without any religion, or without
acknowledging any God. And indeed, if their dodtrine be
true, that civil rulers, as fuch, have nothing to do with reli-
gion, the fubje@s or citizens as fuch mufl have as little; and
on this plan we (hould have a fociety of rational and moral
agents formed, and a moral compact and relation fubfiiting
amoeng them, and between their rulers and them, without
any regard to a moral law, or to God the giver of thatlaw.
Tlis is abfolute Atheifm. DBut the truth is, that religion in
fome form is the very bafis of civil or moral government;
and the knowledge, fear and worthip of God are neceflary to
the very beiny and confervation of civil fociety.

Becaufe fome have abfurdly attempted to found domiuion,
not on its true foundation, viz. the authority of God the Su-
preme Law-giver, and the moral obligation of Lis law: but
on the Grace of Jefus Chrift the Mediator, and fo have made
gracious qualifications eiiential to the being of lawful magil-
trates; they, to avoid that extreme, have run into an error
infinitely more dangerous, an error that would deftroy moral
cbligativa, and fubvert moral government altogetMer. Their

fcheme
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{cheme would make the moral relation between civil rulers
and citizens not half fo facred, as the relation of a common
mechanic to {hciety; and the moral oblizations on fuch rulers,
to adminifter moral government, and execute the divine law,
with the high fpiritual attributes of fidelity, veracity, righte-
oufnefs and juflice, not equal to the obligations on the car-
penter to handle his ax and plane, or the blackfinith his fledge
and hammer with dexterity.

How natural it is for frail mortals to err! This is fo mucn
the cafe, that a great part of human life is taken up in com-
miting errors, and from experience, and fometimes dear
bought experience, correting them. VWhether this be owing
to the wecaknefs of human recafon, or the abftrufe nature of
the fubje®s which fall under our contemplation, or the power
of vanity, pride, paflion, prejudice, and influence of educa-
tion, or all of thete put together, I fhall not determine. But
I can fee, if I miftake not, a variety of dangerous errors,
dangerous becaufe they relate not to mere fpeculative but
praltical fubje&@s, at prefent prevailing in the United States.
Many carry their 1dea of civil liberty fo far, as to border on
abiolute licentioufnefs. Some, perhaps not a few, carry their
idea of religious liberty fo far, as to amount to a droping of
religion altogether; fuch think, that there may be a fiate
witizout a church. Others would transform the ftate into
the church, and make civil government, in its Jaws and ad-
miniftration, as mild or nearly as mild as the difcipline of the
church. The firit clals who with to enjoy civil liberty to a
degree of licentioufnefs, greatly mifs their mark; were they
to obtain their with, they would acquire no advantage but
much the contrary; for if they might be licentious towards
others, others might be equally fo towards them; and thus
what they gained on the one hand, thev would lofe in a ten-
fold degree on the other. \Wherctore men, by furrendering
in the focial compaéd a portion of their natural liberty and
rights, gain a great deal more than they lofe.  Each member
of the community gains infinitely more by the limitation of
the liberty of all the other members, than he loles by the Ii-
mitation of his own; from which it appears, how excellent
the inflitution of civil government is! And that it muit be in
its execution, ftri&, juit, and rigorous, to promote the happi-
nefs and perfection of fociety. The more it is fo, the more
true liberty each member enjoys; for each is fecured {from
the depredations of all. Thote who would carry religious
liberty fo far, as to fet afide religion altogether, are equally
aftray with the former. The truth is, there cannot be @ tve
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without a church; nor a church without a flate in this world ;
that is, there cannot be a fociety of rational beings formed,
without owing Juy and reverence to God their Creator, Pres
ferver, and Supreme Governor; and alfo refpe&, benevolence,
and good offices to each other. To propofe to form a ftate
without a church, is Atheifm. It is to deny God. And
fuch a ftate would be a fociety of Atheifts. To form a church
without a ftate, would alfo be altogether unfuitable to men,
who have fecular and temporal interefts to which they muft
attend. It might perhaps fuit the condition of angels or
pure fpirits, but would be aitogether unfuitable to men in
their prefent ftate. The officers of the ftate are diltin& from
the officers of the church, and eich clafs fhould move in their
refpe&ive fpheres, and condué affairs in their own proper
province. But as the foul and body in a human perfon mu-
tually affift, and are affilted by each other, and both form bus
onc perfe&t complete perfon, and the co-operation of both is
neceffary to the a&ions of a perton: fo it is with church and
ftate. They muft affift and be aflilted by each other. Their
powers are co-ordinate, and are exercifed about many of the

fame objeéts in common, but in a different marner.
1f we caft our eye through the infinite extent of the works
of God, we will difcern traits of infinite wifdom, goodnefs
and power, throughout the whole. In material fyftems the
centrifugal and centripetal forces fo balance and countera&t
each other, as to prevent the plancts falling on each other to
th2'r mutual deftru@ion, and at the fame time {fo combinc
and embrace them into one fyftem, as to make them rcnder
mutual fervices to each other. Among irrational animals we
may difcover fimilar marks of infinite wifdom and benevo-
lence. There is a fympathy and antipathy, if I may ufe the
phralcs, which, like the powers of attradion and repuliion,
unite and combine; and yet check, repel and limit the whole,
fo as to form one regular fyftem. All the different fpecies
are neceflary each to cach, and from the combination of all,
refults the perfection and happinefs of the whole. And yet
each {pecics is a check upon, and fets limits to another. Eve-
ry fpecies of creatures has the means of it’s prefervation in
it’s power and in it’s weapon of defence, which it knows weil
how and when to ufe: and yet the degrees ot this neceffary
faculty arc fo nicely balanced, ith the power of affanlt in
others, that all live and depend each on anotlier, like the
ftones and beams in a building; while no enc fpecies can to-
tally exterminate or del'rcv another. Not cnly fo, but we
fec univerfally through the wholc fyftem, that whenever any
creature
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ereature is pollefled of a power, that would otherwife prove
dangerous, it is checked and limited, and reduced to ufe, by
a dete or addition of fome other power. The dangerous fe-
rocity of the lion is checked by its rare increafe, and, if I
remember right, the want of the fenfe of fmelling. The
firength of the ox and horfe, by their not knowing it, or how
to ufe it to the deftru@ion of others. The fiercenefs and
force of the clephant, by his docility of difpafition, and fur-
prifing fagacity, and fo on of the reft.

Man, it is clear, of all terreftial animals, is capable of do-
ing the greateft good and the greateft evil. By virtue of his
rational powers, he can contrive and execute plans of ruin
and deftru&ion, to which the inferior animals cannot reach;
and in his lapfed ftate, he is fearfully inclined to moral evil,
or is under the power of a dreadful propenfity to fpread ha-
vock and devaftation among the works of God: and particun-
larly man is injurious to man; his turbulent and outrageous
paflions fpend their fury on his own fpecies. He is a focial
animal, it is true. His faculties, his propenfities, paffions,
habits, wants and neceflities, all declare him to be made for
fociety, and urge him to form it: and yet it is on the very
theatre of his felicity, that he a&@s the madman. He con-
verts his paradife into a fcene of diltrefs, horror, devaftation,
outrage, murder, and ruin! What a mercy is it, that he has
boundaries fixed to his fury, barriers to his outrage and vio-
lence, which he cannot utterly get over! Were it not ior
this, the human fpecies would foon totally perifh by its own
hands. God has put checks on man, which were not necef-
fary to any of the inferior animals. He has implanted in His
breaft a flrong perception and indelible impreflion of right
and wrong, of moral good and evil, of juftice and injuftice.
Conicience is a faithful monitor that always attends him; of
its remonftrances h: can never get entirely clear: and this
conicience is juft the authoritative voice of God in the human
foul. Man is a religicus animal. Rcliﬁin, in fome form
or other, is congenial to his foul. He an impreflion of
the exiftence of God; of a Supreme Being, the Lord of the
univerie, the Creator, Preferver, and Governor of heaven and
earth, whofe he is, and whofe are all his ways, and who will
judge him according to his works, and reartully punifh him
for his evil deeds. Were it not for this religious fear of the
Deity, man would be more ferocious than the moft ferocious
beafts of prey, and infinitely more dangerous than all of them
put together, His reafon, without the controul of religion,
would only make him capable of far greater mifchief. Whence
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ft is evident, that religion is indifpenfibly neceffary to the for»
mation and confervation of the focial union. Religion and
more efpecially the true religion, is the only fure bafis on
which good government muft reft. If this foundation flide,
fociety rufhes to ruin by its own weight. And thus it follows,
that there cannot be a ftate without a church. And wife
ftates will always ftudy, by all means in their power, to
diffufe abroad, and promote religion among the citizens.
Although a full toleration, as to fpeculative opinions, and
modes and forms of religion, be proper, yet all thould profefs
religion in fome form—for otherwife men cannot be the fub-
je@s of moral government; and fince many mifchiefs have
fprung from falfe religions to the almoft utter fubverfion of
fome ftates; wife rulers will keep their eye on, and princi-
pally regard the true religion. The true religion is not fuch
an indifcernable thing, or fo indiftinguifhable, as fome would
reprefent it. The infallibility of the pope and fallibility of
the fceptic, are equally abfurd extremes. The chriftian reli-
gion is evidently divine, and experience has proved it to have
done infinite fervice to the world. Why fhould the United
States then drop their chrittian characer: The proteftant re-
formation has alfo been of infinite fervice to the nations. I
can fee no reafon then why we thould drop our proteftant cha-
ra&er. The true proteftant reformed religion is the beft
neighbour that ever any civil ftate fat down befide.

But while we affitm, that there cannot be a {tate without a
church; it is equally certain, that there cannot be a church
without a ftate. Men mult have civil government. They
have temporal affairs to manage, fecular interelts, and fome-
times jarring interefts to accommodate; differences will take
place even between the wifeft and beft of men; much more,
where wifdom, integrity, and juftice are greatly wanting. The
members of the Chriftian church are and muft be the mem-
bers of civil communities. They are bound, not only by the
focial compa& in common with others, but alfo by the cx-
prefs and pofitive precepts of Chriftixanity, to fubmit them-
felves to every ordinance of man, for the Lord’s fake. ¢ Let
every foul be fubje@t to the higher powers,” is the law of
Chrilt. And would they not be afruid of the power, fays Paul,
let them do that which is good, and they fhall have praife of
the fame. This is the way, in which the Chrifiian religion
will bauifh punifhments, and particularly capital punifhments
from the world; it will do it, not by bringing the law to men,
but by bringing men to the law.

It
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Tt is altogether erroneous to attempt to transform the ftate
into the church, og to make civil government the fame, or
nearly the fame, with church difcip%ine. There cannot be a
ftate without a church, nor a church without a fate; and yet
the ftate is not the church, nor the church the ftate: the com-
ponent members of each may be the fame perfons, but the
two focieties are erefted for ditferent purpofes, are under a
different adminiitration, and very different policy and difci-
pline.

In the civil ftate, God is reprefentcd abfolutely as a juft
moral Governor. In the church, he is reprefented as in-
Chrit reconciling the world to himfelf, not imputing un-
to men their trefpafles; hence ecclefiaftical laws have no civil
penalties. The difcipline of the church cannot go beyond an
exclufion from the communion of the church; and this only
in the cafe of impenitence; for the highett crimes, if truly re-
pented of, will not warrant church officers to caft out of com-
munion, according to the laws of Chrift. And thus the efhi-
cacy of Chriit’s atonemenr, and the mercy of God to the chief
of finrers, if penitent, are fully manifefted and diiplayed in
the difciplinc of the church. The ftate, as a ftate, knows
nothing of a Mediator, or of his atonement, or of faith
in God’s mercy, or of repentance, as the rule of its
proceedings. Its procedure reprefents God more, as he
will a& at the day of judgment, when he will render to every
man according to his works. Church and ftate are, beyond
doubt, different focieties, though confifting of the fame com-
ponent members; their oflicers a& in different fpheres and in
a different manner: yect the officers of the one, as well as of
the other, are minifters of God, and executors of his law.
It is true, the mumiftry of the church has a more particular
refpeét to the firit table of the law; but by no means in fuch
a degree, as to exclude all attention to the. fecond; for a
breach of any precept of the fecond table is a fcandal in the
eye of the'church. And the minittry of the ttate efpecially
refpects the fecond table of the law: but not in fuch a degree
as to exclude all attention to the firit; for, as has been re-
marked, if we fet afide the firlt table, there is no place left
for the fecond. The church, in her cenfures, infli&s no pe-
nalties: but freely difpenfes mercy to the belicving and peni-
tent. + The ftate inllicts fevere penalties, even to the taking
away life; it does not attend fo much to mercy, as to ftrit
jultice. And thus, in che co-operation of church and Rate,
¢ Mercy and truth meet together; righteoufnefs and peace
embrace each cther.” Like foul and body in a human pergn,
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they mutuai; affift, and ave aflilted by each other. If the
body be difcafed, the fpirit will be affegted; if the fpirit be
troubled, the body will not be eafy. So 1t is with church and
ftate. And tke adminiftrations of both fhould be dire&ed to
the fame general end—the glory of God and good cf men.
The ftate affords external prote&ion to the church, and the
church fan@ifies the ftare, in giving cncrgy to government and
efficacy to the laws, by the fanétion of eternal rewards and

unithments; and experience proves, what principle teaches
on this head, that true Chriftians, ceteris paribus, will always

" be the molit ufeful members of the ftate. )

I have faid, that the ftate muft nct attend to mercy,
but to ftri¢t jultice. 1 do not mean to intimate, that ftates
can never exceed in the feverity of their laws; it is poffible
to fport with human life; and it is dreadful when this is
the cafe. The gofpel has already done infinite good to the
world. It has in a great meafure already Lealed the plagues
of the nations, particularly in humanizing war, rendering it
more rare, and caufing it to be condu&ed with lefs ferocity;
it has alfo made great alterations to the better on the policy of
ftates, and I hope it will go on to melorate, by its benign in-
fluence, civil governmer:s throughout. CLriflt came notto de-
ftroy mens lives, but to fave them. This is the native tendency
of his blefled gofpel; it makes men wifer and better, wirerever
it is cordially embraced; its tendency is to fave not only the
fouls,but alio the bodies of men. But Chrift docs not fave men
in {in, but from it. He does not bring the law to mcn, but
brings men up to the Jaw. He will accomplith their tempo-
ral and cternal falvation, not by weakening the laws of cqui-
ty and juftice, much lefs by repealing them, or annulling the
penalties which give them energy; no, but by fubduing the
hearts of men to the obedience of faith, or making men rca-
fonable, holy, juflt, and good.

In addition to thefe remarks, there is one thing further
which I fhall only mention; and, although it may appear to
fome to be problematical, yet I am perfuaded, it is ublfolutely
a fa&, viz. that one Chriftian inftitution ulone, the fan&ifica-
tion of the Chriltian fabbath, diffuies a more benign influence
on fociety, and has a greater cfficacy on the morals of man-
kind to purify and refine them, than all the infltitutions of civil
policy or terrors of civil government put wogether. The
paufes it creates in human tranfaétions, the interruption it
makes in the progrefs of our worldly cogitations and earthly
cares; its fixing, or keeping alive in the mind, we impreffions
of a God mfinitely great and dreadtul, whofe e are, and to
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whom we muft be accountable for all our ways, and who will
moft dreadfully punifh the wicked and plentifully reward the
good; its tendency to keep conftantly in our view, the im-
mortality of the foul and a future ftate of retribution; its be-
ing connedted with fuch religious fervices as reading the Holy
Scriptures, in which the moft augufl, grand, and awfully fub.-
lime ideas of the Almighty are exhibited, and between which
ideas and the magnificent works of nature and providence,
the valt expanfe of heaven, the fea and the dry land, the rifing
and the falling of empires at the Almighty’s nod, there is
fuch a manifeft analogy; its relation to Jefus Chrift, who was
delivered to death for our offences and raifed again for our
juftification, and by whom life and immorz:ality are brought
to light, to the infinite love of Chrift to mankind mani{gidcd
in his death and refurrcéion, and the peremptory and awYal
injun@ions of this Divine Saviour, that men love one another
.nd obey all the oiher infinitely benevolent and holy precepts
of his religicn, togethcr with our joining, on the Lord’s dav,
in folemn and heart-telt fupplications, confeflions, and thankf-
givings, at the threne of grace; thefe things I believe have
had, and {lill have, an eflicacy on the minds of the great bo-
dy of the peogle in Chriltian nations, I was almolt going to
fay, infinitely great. This Chriftian inflitution gathers into a
point, or colleCs into a focus thie whole {pirit, force and ener-
gy both of natural and revealea religion, and pours it with
an efficacy almoll irrefiflable on the human mind. And [
firmly believe, that no man, who ever became very vile and
profligate, could potlibly be fo, until he rencunced all folema
and ferious attention to the Lord’s day. A qucition Las
fometimes employed my thoughts, what in human nature it
is, that will account in a rational manner, for the generally
extreme wickednefs of foldiers and failors? They are always
converfant with dangers and death, and one would think
fhculd be the moll thoughttul and fober of the human race.
I have fometimes attempted to account tor their too com-
mon wickednels noiwithttunding this, by reflelling that men
may be habituated to any thing and being daily converfurt
with dangers, they Lecon:e indifferent to them.  Bue this fo-
lution does not fatisfy. This, I own, may be fuficient ta
make them bold, adventurous and daring. Such is its natural
effet: but how can it tend to make them more wicked? The
true folution of the problem, I belicve, is this,—"L'hey do not
carefully obferve the Lord’s day, they have no opportunity
or very little, of attending the worthip of God, confequently
the impreffons of a God, =f the werth of their foule, the evil
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of fin, and the infinite importance of a future ftate, are either
very fuint in their minds, or perhapsin fome, fcarcely exift-
cnt.  In this refpe@, the inftitutions of Chriltianity have a
moft benign influence on fociety; and wife rulers, who wifh
rather to prevent crimes than to punith them, will take great
care, both by precept and example, to promote the fanétifica-
tion of the Chriitian fabbath; for 1 am certain, this is the beft
fecurity of our lile, property and liberty. 'This is like the
wings of the Almighty fpread over us. No man, who con-
icientioufly and with knowledge fanttifies the tabbath, will
find a liberty in his mind to injure us through the week. We
night pafs our days and nights more fafely under this covert,
were it univerfal among men, than under all the protection
civil government can yield us. This is God’s thadow e:tend-
ed over us; it 1s heaven’s protetion.

But I will produce, on this 1ubje@, three weighty witne/Tes.
The firk is a member of that Afiociate Synod to which
thefe men plead fubordination. 'The reverend Mr. Archi-
bald Bruce, in a difcourfe preached before the Aflociate Sy-
nod, and publifhed under the title of ¢ True patriotifm or
public {pirit,” fpeaks in the foliowing manner: ¢ But yet in
wrder to avoid one extreme, there is no neceflity of running
into another. A church and commonwealth may have cer-
tain conneions together, and may perform mutual offices
and duties towards cach other, without lofing their peculiar
diftin&ive charatters, and without being abfurdly blended to-
gedher in one heterogeneous coititution. A medium may be
found, however hard to hit, between an Eraftian fupremacy
and Se@arian anarchv; tyrannical flavery and lawlefs licen-
tiouinefs.

« If indifference about the caufe of God be culpable in
others, how can it be excuiable or laudable in rulers? Are
they, of all men, excepted from the authority ot Chritt? or
are they the only perions who, by virtue of their oflice, are
neceflarily debarred from any poflibility of knowing with cer-
tainty ebat is irath? Or are they, upon fuch a ducovery, un-
der the hurd neceflity of negleding, and, on the matter, re-
nouncing it again; having their hands tied, in thcir othcial
charadter, from thowiag it any diitinguithed refpe&, or aftord-
ing it any peculiar afiittance; bcing equally obliged, in order
to rule well, to nuric up its oppoiite with the fame care and
tendernefs? Muit the crown of Cxrar and the crown of Chriit
L= ever at variance, and incapable of any friendly alliance?
Shall a cry be raiicd among any, but fuch as have a mind
that Chrit tbould be crucified, that the man who thall pafs a
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fentence in favour of Chrift from the judgment-feat, is not -
¢ Czfar’s friend,” nor a friend to the natural rights and liber-

ties of mankind? Or is the fceptre fo profane, that it may not

touch any thing that hath the image or fupericription of Jefus

upon it? However fuch maxims thould now be cried up as the

quinteflence and height of good policy, and as containing the

model of the molt perfe@ and happy government, I am afraid
they can hardly be excmpted trom the charge of impiety.

“ A magiltrate who, like Gallio, fhould account religious
matters none of his care, inftead of meriting hereby the title
of a good magiltrate, would more properly deferve that of
an irreligious infidel.”

The fecond witnefs is the celebrated Dotor Blair of Edin-
burgh. In the laft fermon of his fecond volume of fermons,
he has, in a mafterly manner, handled this fubjet. And a
note informs us, that the fermon was preached before the fo-
ciety inftituted in North Britain for propagating the gofpel.
The title of it is, ¢ The importance of religious knowledge to
mankind ”’

He thows its importance, firll, to man as an individusl;
and, fecondly, as a member of fociety. The whole fermon is
well worth peruful. I fhall only quote a few fentences to my
prefent purpofe. * Religion, fays he, is the great inflrument
of civilizing the mulutude and forming them to union; there
is much realon to doubt whether any regular fociety ever fvb-
filted, or could fubfift, in the world, deflitute of all religious
ideas and principles The wifeft legiflators of old, through
the whole progrefs of their fyltems of government, confdered
religion as eflential to civil polity. 1f even thofe imperfed
forms of it, loaded with fo much fuperitition and error, were
important to the wellfare of fociety, how much mor: that
reatonable worlhip of the true God which is taught by the
gofpel.  Religion is not only fubiidiary to the improvement,
but neceflary to the prefervation «f fociety. Itis the very ba-
- fis on which it refts. Religious principle is that which gives
men the f{ureft hold of one another. That laft and greateft
pledge of veracity, an oath, without which no fociety could
fubfift, derives its whole autherity from an ellabliihed reve-
rence of God. Banifh religious priaciple, and you locfen all
the bonds which conne@ mankind together. Indeed the belicf
of religion is of fuch importance to public wellfare, that the
molt expreflive defcription we could give of a fociety of men
in the utmott diforder,” and fo going to ruin, “ would be to
fay, there was no fear of God left among them. On the othier
hand, in order to form an idca of a focicty flcurithing in its
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higheft glory, we need only conccive, the belief of Chriftian
principles exerting its full influence on the hearts and lives of
all the members. Politicians may lay down what plans they
pleafe for advancing public profperity; but, in truth, itis the
prevalency of fuch principles of religion and virtue which
forms the ftrength and glory of a nation.” He adds, ¢« If
good feed be not fown in the field, tares will infallibly fpring
up. Superftition, in itfelf a formidable evil, threatens confe-
quences f{till more formidable, when rendered the tool of de-
fign and craft. Hence arifes one of the moft powerful argu-
ments for propagatinﬁithc pure and undefiled do@rines of the
%ofpel of Chrift.” Much morc, to excellent purpofe, the
ofor has wnitten.

The third witnefs is the Rev. Adam Gi}, who has treated
fomewhat on this fubje in his book eatitled, ¢ A difplay of
the feceflion teftimony.” Vol. I1. pages 405--408, inclufive. I
fuppofe many of their followers will fcarcely believe it poflible,
after the noife they have heard them make about holding faft
the {feceflion teftimony, that they have really renounced it.
But it is an abfolute fa@. Mr. Gib, is arguing againft this
very principle maintained by them, viz. That magiftrutes as
magiitrates have nothing to do with the church ot Chrift or
the Chriftian religion. ¢ This new fcheme,” fays he, “ means
an abolifhing of all fcripture-precepts, promifes and prophe-
fies; about the ftate of the golpel-church, with regard to civil
powers.—For, according to this fcheme, kings are not to be
wife now, nor are the judges of the earth to be inftruted; that
they fhould ferve the Lord, the King upon the holy hiil of
Zion! The kings of Tarfhith and of the ifles fhould not bring
prefents, the kings of Sheba and Seba fhould not offer gifts to
him; as appearing in his kingdom of the vifible church: No
kings, in their kingly ftate, thould fall down before him; no
nations, in their national ftate, {thould ferve him! It is to be of
no confequence to the church, that the Lord hath faid: kings
fhall be thy nurfing-fathers, and their queens thy nurfing mo-
thers! Nor is it to be admitted of, according to any intelligible
ufe of the words, that the kingdems of this world thould be-
come the kingdoms of our Lord and of his Chrift. It is for
abolifhing all obligation upon Chriftians to manage their fecu-
lar callings and advantages in a way of homage to the Lor:
Chrift, or in a fubordination and fubfervience to his interefts
and glory: though he fhould in all things have the pre-emi-
nence. It is for abelithing all ferioufnefs, among men. about
religious matters; with all their rights concerning the fame.
It is for abolifhing all fenie of the Lord’s great gocdaefs; in
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his fpiritag and determining our rulers, once 2 day, to fesk. =
and promote the good of the houfe of the Lord our God.
It is for aboliﬂl_ing all fenfe of the Lord’s controverfy, on ac-
count of what civil powers have done againft his work in thefe
Jands. Even all that they have done wickedly in the fan&u-
ary, when they did break down the carved work thereof at
once with axes and hammers.” .

1 now put the queiltion to thefe gentlemen, if thefe things
be fo, can their do&rine be true, ¢ That civil magiftrites, as
fuch, have nothing to do with the church of Chrift, or the
Chriftian religion, and that their offic: refpe&ts men wholly as
citizens and not at all as Chriftians?”” Are not civil rulers in-
trulted with the care of focicty, and does not the'r office oblige
them to do every thimg within their fphere for its fafety and
prefervation? Is not religion of fome kind the very bafis on
which civil fociety refts? Is the Chriftian religion lefs fit to
fupport fociety than any other? Is it lefs worthy of attention?
Are civil rulers under no obligation to preferve the very foun-
dation on which their government relts? But the abfurdity
and inconfiltency ot our authors is fill the more glaring when
we recolle&, that they maintam the perpetual obligation of the
National Covenant and Solemn League on the Britith domi-
nions, and even on the United States, if there be any fenfe in
their words. Will they fay, that thefe covenants do not oblige
civil magiftrates to do any thing, as rulers, for the church of
Chrit, and the Chriftian religion? Strange contradi&iont
Well may we fay, Alas! poor human nature!

CHAPTER VL

Conlaining a waricly of intercfling things which alfo claim the
. Reader’s attention. ,

HIS Chapter fhall contain fundry mifcellaneous tﬁgx

that deferve alfo to come before the public. Popery,

it is evident, is much on the increafe at prefent; and it is the

opinion of many of God’s fervants, that it will, once more,

overflow the churches. But we have no reafon to think that

the man of fin will come forward again, and march vi&ori-

oufly through the nations, in his old rotten rags. He can

undoubtedly put on a new drefs and transform himfelf into an

angel of light. One numerous church is alieady formed and

daly increafing, the fundagcntal do@rines of which :l:'e
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she very foul and fpirit of Popery, and the pradical part of
their gng:on is little fhort of the penance of Popery. Armi.
nian do@rines have greatly leavened other churches, and in
too, too many, Socinian, Arian, Sabellian, Neanomian, and
Antinomian errors prevail. Deifm is rapidly fpreading. It
is true, it equally fubverts all profeflions of the Chriftian reli-
gion. But there is a fhort and eafy tranfition from Deifm
to Popery; Deifin makes men indifferent about all religion,
and borders on Atheifin: But men can pever become altoges
ther Atheifts. Confcience will not permit them; and confcience
may awake. But when once awakened, ‘Deifin provides no
plaiter for a fore confcience; and fo men will aaturally feck it
m Popery, which has a broad ®ne ready.

SECTION L
Wherein the Popifb principles, and other errers of the ;
i pricps, and of the Separmife

SHUDDER when I think of it, but I cannot help think-
ing that Satan is deceiving thefe gentlemen, and leading
them mto Popith errors and delufions. Their high vencration
for the feceflion teflimony, by which they mean no more than
the applicatjon of the teftimony of Jefus by their brethren in
Scotland; feems to border on fuperftition. 1 will give all due
credit to thefe worthy men who firft made a bold ftand againft
error and tyranny in the church of Scotland; and many of
their cotemporaries and fucceffors have done well in Ifrael:
but that they finned in every thing they did, and came
fhort of the glory of God, they themiclves would confefs.
‘The honor which our gentlemen put on the Seceflion-teftimony
, only to the teftimony of Jefus. The Aflociate Re-
ormed Synod, in the fecond article of their conftitution, have
their teftimonies fufficient honor in thefe words: It is
intention of the Synod to carry with them all the ju-
il teftimonies emitted by their trethren in Britain, as far
as thefe teflimonies ferve to difplay the truth and comport
with the circumftances of our church.” But this will not
pleafe our fuperflitious geatlemen. It is our duty, they fay,
to lament, confefs and mourn over the fins of our forefathers
who are dead; but we muft not touch, or touch very tender-
ly, the fins of thofe who are alive. Yet, it is my opinion,
t the prefent miniftry of the feceffion in Britain are not
equal to their fathers; they have not the fame meafure o;' the
pisit
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fpirit of Chrift. They are, I fear, much degenerated in this
reipe@; and this is the common fate of all churches, after
they become numerous and externally profperous: there is
more need to lament their own fins and the fins of their bre-
thren prefently on the field, than the fins of their fathers. In
the cafe of our authors, I am certain, the gold is become tin,
both as to abhilities, principles, {pirit and pradice.

Their fuperftitious veneration for the national covenant and
folemn league has been already mentioned; they undoubtedly
put thefe national tranfadions out of their due place; and
though they have broken thefe covenants in piecegy and incon-
fittently too with fome of their principles, {lill they continue
to offer incenfe to the fragments. As a worthy divine of the
lait century faid, when fpeaking of the treatment fome gave
thefe very covenants, they fecm to think that furely there is.
fome charm or fpell in the letters or found of them. That
there may be a kind of witch-craft introduced into religion is
what none can doubt, who has read Paul’s addrefs to the Ga-
latians ; O, foolith Galatians who hath bewitched you! Their
fubordination to the fynod of Edinburgh in matters of faith
or in do&iine, is completc Popery. And their do&rine about
communion, that in no circumftances whatfoever it is lawfull
for one of their members to hold communion with any of the
Proteltant churches, is juft the fame as that of the Roman Ca-
tholics, that there is no falvation, but in the communion of
their church. And their founding the duty of covenanting,
and the obligation to religious and moral duty, on human
tradition, appears to me to be very like popery. Their intro-
ducing the religious controverfies of Scotland, which, how-
ever good and proper they may have been there, have no bu-
finefs here, and the defectivenefs of their teitimony with ref-
peé to the errors and evils abounding in America, look too
much like the predile&ion of the Roman Catholics for the
wares of Rome. It is more like pleading the caufe and fup-
porting the honor of men, than of God; and is putting a
voke on the neck of Chrift’s ditciples much more unreafonable
and intolerable than the ceremonial law. It makes void that
liberty wherewith Chrift has made us free.

There are feveral other things which, though they may not
be dire&ly Popith errors, yet, 1 am certain, are not Prefbyteri-
an truths, that [ fhall mention. Their renouncing the doctrine
of the confeflion of faith on the power of the civil magiftrate
about the church, and his duty refpeing the Chriftian reli-
gion in Chriltian countries. Their refufing, though a mino-
rity, to fubmit to the decifion of the majority of their bre-

' thren



( 76 )
thren at Pequea anno 1782, Their refufing to heal abreach i,
the church of Chrifl, when God, by hi- providence, put it in
their power; and becaufe a majority of their brethren deter-
mined to do their duty, their making a new breach, ere&ting
themfelves into a Prefbytery, claiming the name and powers,
feizing on, and carrying off the minutes and other papers of
the Prefbytery to which they had vowed fubje&ion; their zcal
to make a party, to rend and deftroy the church for the fake
of whims and contradi®ions; Thefe are evils very grofs and
fcandalous. And they are the more guilty in thefe things, in
as much as, they acknowledge themfelves to be under oath or
covenant, to hold the oppofite truths, and praife the contrary
duties. Shocking inconfiltency, to hear men muking a loud
noife about covenanting, and the folemn obligation of an oath
to do their duty, in (ie very a& of violating covenant, and
burfting afunder their folemn vows! [t is a full proof, that
the heart of man is defperately wicked, and deceit{ul above all

things: :

Ticy have alfo difcovered a high degree of a proud Phari-
faical fpirit, in pompoufly claiming to themfelves, in an ex-
clufive fenfe, at leaft in this country, the high chara@er of
Chrift’s witneffes, and the honor of difplaying abanner for truth,
For what reafon? Becaufe they have in a lame, mangled
manner, exhibited fome of the truths of the gofpel in their
teltimony; while they have omitted and negle&ted others,
that would have made their teftimony more fuitable to the
ftate of the church in Americat and becaufe they have plen-
tifully poured out contempt and reproach on their brethren
and fellow Chriftians. Thefe are the reafons of their affum
ing that high chara&er. But a little more modelty would
have become them better; it is not a very difficult tatk to put
1eligion on paper; but not fo eafy to admit it into the heart,
and reduce it to praiice in the life: and, I am fure, there is

no religion in reviling and belicing their brethren. Their fpi-
" rit is not more boaltful thun bitter, not more proud than
cruel.

They fay in their narrative, page go, ¢ The conftitution
framed by a fynod of thefe united brethren is one of the moft
dubious profeflions of the faith we have feen made by any
church, &c. and we have reafon to believe that it was thus
framed witk that very defign.”” Mr. Anderfon, in his letters,
1s rather more candid than any of thcm, though he makes
many extravagan: fallies, and calts many injurious refle&tions
on the fynod; and his whole performance difcovers him to be

£:ch a blind devotee to all the foibles of the Seceflion in Bri-
t3in;
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tain; and manifefts fuch a miferable propenfity to wretched,
uncandid and captious criticiim, asis really pitiable. Mr. Mar-
fhall, in a piece which he publifbed in the news-papers in Phi-
ladelphia, when fpeaking of the five excommunicated elders,
fays, * What difpenfation they had from the New Synod to
negled their orders fo long, and continue in our fellowthip, I
know not: but, it feems they were fpies in our camp The
Jefuits allowed their fraternity to fwear the National Cove-
nant of Scotland, in order that, by continuing in faid church,
they might have it in their power to promote the interefts of
the church of Rome.” Thus fpake and wrote that man when
it was owing, to the private advice of two members of the
fynod to his feflion and people, to dea: gently with him, for
they hoped he would fee his error and return to his duty, that
he was oot eje&ed from the pulpit long before he really was
fo.

Mr. Beveridge difcovers the utmoft bitternefs of fpirit
throughout his pamphlet. He fays, ¢ The fynod have la-
boured to fupprefs us altogether. Page 43.”” Whereas it is
a fa@ that the fynod hav: let them alone, and taken no no-
tice of them. And page 26, he fays, “ Now in America,
we are reprefented by the Affociate Reformed Synod’s party,
as fo much attached to Britain, that we ought to be fuppref-
fed. This accufation is almoit every where in their mouth
againlt us. The charge is grievous, and if it is maliciovs,
&c.”” Now, to the beit of my knowledge, all this is utteriy
falfe and malicious. The artful, dcfigning and deceitful turn,
that this writer diicovers on every occz’ion, is truly aftonith-
ing, particularly in one, who pretends to be a fingular witnels
tor Chriil.

It is a great truth that, one finner deftroys much good;
and it is amazing, how the corruption of the human heart
perverts and wrelts every thing  The declared delign of the
national covenant and folemn league, is to promote the re-
formation of religion, and to bring the churches of God to
the nearelt conjun&ion and uniforanty in religion, confeffion of
faith, &c. ‘I'e Atlociate Reformed Synod have purfued this
end of thefe covenants in their unicn.  Dut thefe men make
thele covenants a wedge to fplic the chuch o pieces.

SECTION
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SECTION IL

Containing @ account of the withdrewing of otber three miniflers
Jrom the [ynod.

THERE is one affair which I muft mention very briefly.
At the lalt meeting of the fynod in May, three minif-
ters withdrew from the {ynod, viz. the Rev. Matthew Hen.
derfon, fenior, J—— S——y and W L ; and, it
feems, Mr. Henderfon has fince joined thofe who call them-
{elves the Affociate Prefbytery ol’o Pennfylvania, by acknow-
ledging his fin, &c. At an extrajudicial conference among
the members of the fynod, thefe three gentlemen gave in a
paper in Mr. Henderfon’s hand-writing, to the é)llowin
purport: ¢ Will the fynod approve the judicial a& and tetti-
mony of the Affociate Prefbytery in Scotland; and their a&
concerning the «dotrine of grace; will the fynod adopt
the declaration made by the Aflociate Prefbytery refpecting
civil dominion, and the qualifications neceffary to the being
of a magiltrate; and do the fynod think that the renovation
of the covenant in the feceflion, is a renovation of the national
covcnant and folemn league; do the fynod profefs themfelves
to be under the formal obligation of thefe covenants confider-
ed as ecclefialtical deeds; will the fynod give up the fcheme
of occafional communion in all ordinary cafes, and confine
the privilege to the members of our own church:”

The conference on thefe fubjeéts was amicable. Dut it
was alledged, that thefe demands were fubverfive of what
had beén agreed to, at the union, viz. ‘that we would lay
afide all public papers peculiar to Scotland, and concur in a
teltimony fuited to our own circumftances. That the adopt.
ing of thefc papers as inftruments of communicn was more
than Mr. Marfhall and his brethren had done, or required to
be done. That there was no neceflity for them, as the fynod
were about publithing a teftimony thenifclves, containing
fubitantially the famc truths and duties contained in thefe pa-
pers. That there was no occation in fighting the good fight
of faith, to borrow weapons trom the fynodg of Edinburgh,
while we had God’s own armoury to apply to. But that, if
it weuld nleafc them, a reference might be made to thefe pa-
pets in a note at i bottom of the page. And with regard
to the demand refpe&ing occafional commurion, it was re-
1sarked, that the fyned never meant te allow it, but in extra-
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ordinary cafes. The overture was flill under confideration:
fynod had not gone through many chapters of it; when,
sext day, thefe three gentlemen gave in a fmall paper to the
following purport, that as the fynod were not difpofed to al-
low them freedom of debate, and as they wifhed te withdraw
peaceably, they d their names to be erazed from the
roll of the fynod. or two members of the {fynod feemed
to think it might be beft to t their requeft; but the ma-
jority were not of that mind; ene of thefe brethren then re-
“ marked, that they did not intend to join Mr. Marfhall’s par-
ty; that they would make no infra&ion on the eongregations
or vacancies belonging to the fynod: but would lie by, to
fee what the fymod would do. On which they all three with-
drew.

Now from what did thefe gentlemen withdraw? From no
decifion of the fynod whatfoever. The overture was only
under confideration; but a few chapters of it had been gone
through. And with regard to the charge, that they were
not allowed freedom of debate; the {ynod unanimoully
agreed, that no attempt whatever had been made to preclude
it, and ordered this to be recorded in their minutes. All
thefe three gentlemen had joined in full commupion both mi-
nifterial and Chriftian with the other members of the fynod,
but the Sabbath befcre. Mr. Henderfon had preached and
ferved a table,. though by the beft information, it is certuin,
that before he left home to come to {fynaod, he had got a num-
ber of his people to fubfcribe a diffent from the fynod. which
diffent, fubfcribed by himfelf and them, he had in his pocket,
when joining with the fynod judicially, and with its members,
both in minifterial and Chriftian communion. The fame gen-
tleman, on his return home, took care to tranfmit a letter to a
ruling elder, formeily under his miniftry, but now at Rock-

* creck, advifing him of his revolt from the fynod; and he
preached in Mr. Linn’s congregation at Canigocheague, and
ufed fome means to divide them. It merits our attention, that
this gentleman, to the beft of my information, was the firit
member of the Aflociate Prefbytery of Pennfylvania, that
joined with the members of ‘the Reformed Prefbytery in full
communion. This took place at the celebration of the Lord’s
fupper in Canigocheague. Meflieurs Linn and Dobbin were
both prefent with him; and the three minifters deemed it pru-
dent that fomething fhould be fpoken to the people on an oc-
cafion fo new and extraordinary. It was put upon Mr. Hen-
derfon to addrefs them; when, as I can prove by livine wit-
nefles, he fpake nearly in the following manner: ¢ That for

: many
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many years paft, he had looked upon the difference between
the two parties then and there united, as no folid ground of
feparation ; and that he now rejoiced to fee them fully and
happily united.” Yet this very genteman has not only with-
drawn from the fynod, in the manner pointed out above, but
has acknowledged his fin in the union, and a&ually gone over
to the other party. This needs no comment. I have fre-
quently thought that perfonal alienations may be at the bot-
tom of divifions in the church. And as a vifion from heaven,
of the defcending fheet, &c. and a voice too, faying, ¢ Rife
Peter, flay and eat” were neceflary to conquer Peter’s preju-
dices againft the Gentiles, and convince him of the propriety
of preaching the gofpel to, and holding communion with them;
fo fomething no lefs extraordinary may be necetlary to conquer
the prejudices even of fome good men againft their fellow
Chriftians ’

The laft mentioned gentleman, and the two who withdrew
with him, have faid not a little about obligations to duty, of
the obligation of the National Covenants of Britain, of the man-
ner of our adhering to thefe obligations and acknowledging
them. And this they did at the very moment of their violat-
ing their covenant of truth, peace and union with their bre-
thren, or breaking their folemn compa& with God and man.
Strange deception! wonderful deceitfulnefs of the human
heart! All fuch covenants are but means to obtain the great
end of peace and union, in the tiuth of the gofpel, and to
firengthen each others hands in promoting it. What a fur-
prizing perverfion of things! when the means appointed to
gain the end arc made the means to frufirate and defeat it.
And, at any rate, let us %ive to the National Coverants what
honor and dignity we pleafe, they will amount to no more
than a certain peculiar and extraordinary manner of exprefi-
ing our affent to that covenant of grace in its promifes, pre-
cepts and duties, under which every church of Chrift acknow-
ledges itfelf to be; and under which every true church really
is. What a perverfion! when a contention about the manner
of exprefling this affent to the covenant drives men to the molft
offenfive and pernicious violations of it To purfue and prac-
tife the ends of our covenant is moft certainly the principal
thing. And if the end be forgotten, what avail the means?
But there are times when God trics men; and blefled is he
who, like gold, ftands the fiery trial. '

CONCLUSION:
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CONCLUSION.

SHALL conclude this eflay with a few remarks on the

condu@: of thofe, who call themfelves the members of
the Aflociate Prefbytery of Pennfylvania. Itis evident, that
they had and have ftill great nieed of being certain, that they
were and are on firm ground, and had folid reafuns tor going
the courfe, and running the career of divifion, in which they
are now fo bold and a&ive. The confequences have been,
and ftill are tremendous.  God has been dithonoured, religion
wounded, the Holy Spirit grieved, Chriitians ftumbled and
offended, the church rent, brotherly love marred, ungodly
jealoufies increafed, profeflors have become eontentious, hate-
ful, and hating one another; they have been biting and de-
vouring each other; firebrands, arrows and death have been
fcattered abroad; difcord, fedition and divificn have taken
deep root  But what ground had, or have they to fupport
them amidft all this havock, and under all thefe tremendous
ronfequences? None at all, as has been made manifeft.

A great clamour is made about a tettimony, and the necefs
fity of holding faft a teftimony; but, I fear, it is not rightly
underftood. Such a teftimony as that of the Aflociate Pref-
bytery in Scotland, called the judicial a& and t:ftimony, was,
and is merely a temporary and occafional thing. Where was
the teltimony of the church before the feceflion took place?
The church then was not cestainly without a teftimony. And
if there never had been any neceflity for the feceflion, that ju-
dicial a& would never have appeared; it arofe merely out of
the occafion and circumitances in which thefe good men found
themfelves; and is no more than an application of the word
of God and confeflion of faith unto that occafion and thefe
circumftances; and fuch an application is the duty of the
church at all times and in all places: but the application of
the teftimony is not ftrictly fpeaking the teftimony. The tef-
timony is the fame at all times and in all places; but the ap-
plication may be very various, according to various circum-
ftances; and the bond ufed in the feceflion obliges, in the moft
{olemn manner, to apply the teftimony of Jefus in a fuitable-
nefs to our circumftances. To do otherwile would be a
breach of covenant.

, Thefe men endeavour to keep the churches here in perplex-
ity, by vilifying, reproaching and raifing fufpicions againft
the minifters of thefe ch’urchesl.. They have reprefented them
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as apoftates, Latitudinarians, deceitful workers, deceivers of,
and impofers on the church of God. Satan has ever purfued
this plan. He bas ever endeavoured to undermine, deitroy
and mar the ufefulnefs of a gofpel miniftry, by alienating and
fcattering the flock from their paftors, and raifing fufpicions
againft them. In this manner, the judaizing teachers endea= -
voured to ruin the miniftry of the apoftle Paul. ¢« They
affe& you,” fays he, * but not well: yvea they would exclude
you (viz. from your duty and privileges) that you might af-
fe@ them;” and again, * I would they were cut off which
trouble you!” So much trouble and pain had thefe teachers
iven this holy man; and all under a pretext of pious zeal.
%ut hypocrify ever conceals itfelf under, and makes a roife
about external modes and forms; while the main thing is

negleQed. -
oreover, thefe men do not proceed honourably; they do
not raife churches in places of the courntry where there are
none regularly planted. If they would do this, notwithfland-
ing all their imperfedtions and abfurditics, they might do
fome good. But they are intenfely fet to build their works
on another man’s foundation. This, did not the apoftle
Paul. He difdained the idea. Says he, ¢ I wiil not dare to
fpeak of any of thefe things which Chrift hath not wrought
by me, to make the Gentiles obedient by word or deed, &c.
Yea fo have I firived to preach the gofpel, not where Chrift
was named, left I fhould build upon another man’s founda-
tion. But as it is written, to whom he was not fpoken of,
they fhall fee, and they that have not heard fhall underitand.
Rom. xv. 18--21.”” And that fame apoftle has prepared a
plaifter infinitely fuitable to the ulcernus fore of thefe men,
if they would but apply it. 2 Corinth. x. 12--18. I fincerely
with them to read the verfes at leaft. They are zealoufly
hent to divide churches already formed; they creep into
houfes with very fan&imonious airs, {pread their defamatory
papers, flyly infinuate fufpicions, talk much without fenfe, of
the feceflion teftimony, a banner for truth, the L—d’s work,
the apoftacy of the fynod, their contrary fentiments, that they
will never publith a teflimeny, &c. go round and round the
congregations of the Affociate Reformed Synod, like w---.s
reund a fheepfold, or w--d-p-ck-rs rcund the faireft fruit,
There, and there alone, they hope for fuccefs. What congre.
gation has any of them ever planted? Did Mr. M—— cver
plant one? No. The congregation at D » to which
he was ordained, foon dwindled to nothin g The congrega-
tion in Philadelphia, formed not by Qim, but by fome of the
members
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memmbers of the fynod, being committed to his care, in vari.
ous ways was torn by him, its members fcattered and finally
brought into its prefent deplorable condition. ‘This is a la-
mentable ffory; but very true. I doubt not, but the people
were in fome things defetive as well as he; but they are not
worfe than other congregations. In a word, thefe men are
much more dextrous to deftroy than to build up; and it is
more ealily done.

Furthermore, if their pretenfions be really well founded;
if it be fo, that their little fociety is the only church with
which it is fafe to have communion, and it they only be faith-
ful witneffes for Chrift in this country; is it probable that the

rcat hcad of the church, whofe fulnefs is infinite, fhould
ﬁ:wc fent them forth without any tolerable or common de-
gree of gifts and graces for the office of the miniftry? I men-
tion it with humility, reverence and fear; and moft certainly
none have reaton to boaft: But i have often thought to fee
and hear them in their public adminittrations, is a fufficient
confutation of their high founding pretenfions. Itis, (1 hope
gond men will excufe me, if 1 fp.k wrong in this) It is, as
if heaven wrote fhame and confufien on their high claims and
lotty pretenfions. It is like (taining the pride of their glory;
and the accecmplifhment of that word, the haughtinefs of man
fhall be brought down, and the loftinefs of man laid low.
Low enough indeed! But fuch is the deceiving nature of fin,
that it not only makes men proud under humbling provi-
dences, but even takes occafion from the very thing that
fhould humble, to make them more pioud. I mention this
if, perhaps, it may be blefled to make them think and fpeak
with more modeity of themfelves.

Once more, if people will be deceived by fuch bare-faced
impofition, it is a pity! But they richly deferve to be de-
ceived; and I can only bewail it as an awful judgment of a
holy God for their unfruitfulnels under the means of grace.
But I tremble to think, that under the pretext of high zeal
for airy, empty, and unfubfantial pretenfions, couched in
fuch phrafes as thefe, ¢ The banner of a teftimony, the fecef-
fion tettimony, our folemn covenant-engagements, ftand for
and never give up one hair or hoof of truth, &c.”” Satan
may perfuads men, and their own hezarts deceive tHem fo far
as to think, that they are very eminent Chriftians, the only
faithful witnefles for God on earth; while real religion is ne-
gleGted, both in heart and life. What 2 fearful miftake
would this be! Chriit ipake a parable to fome, who trufted
in thaulelves that they were righteous, and diififed others.

“ Two
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¢ T'wo men went up to the temple to pray, the one a Publte
can, the other a Pharifee, &c. Luke xviii. Let proud profef-
fors read and tremble. Oftentation in religion cherifhes fome
of the worft paflions of the human heart. It flatters our
pride; puffs up with vain notions of fuperior fan&ity; teaches
men to defpife others perhaps better than themfelves; fo=
ments ftrife, contempt, hatred, emnulation, and every evil
work; and may deceive us with the idea that we are the pe-
znlli‘ar favorites of heaven, while altogether hateful in God’s
ght.

I find one thing on which they and their adherents lay
great ftrefs, that the miniflers of the affociation ufed for-
merly to mention to their people the obligation ot the natio-
nal covenants of Britain. Perhaps that matter has never been
flated with proper precifion with refpe® to America. View-
ing only that part of thefe vows which is competent to the
church, or is a copy of the covenant of Grace in its promifes
and precepts and duties; confidering only the religious vow
of our anceftors, to obey God and ferve the intereits of each
other, founding the moral obligation of the matter vowed
and alfo of the manner, viz. the vow itlelf on the bare rock, tixe
authority of God in his word, vadoubtedly thefe vows ar¢ ob-
ligatory on all the pofterity o: thofe who entered into them;
and the committee of the Aflociate Reformed Synod have ex-
prefly acknowledged this, fuck a vow is jult as obligatory, as
a vow at baptifm and the Lord’s table; and in no ocher fenfe
can they be conftru@®ed, from found reafon and the word of
God, to be obligatory on Chriltians in America. But let
Chriftians remember, that there is no want, no deficiency of
moral obligation; the defeét does not lie there; and this is
not the point about which we thould chiefly fkrive. The defi-
ciency lies in non-compliance with the moral obligation, in
non-performance of cur vows; and the fearful works of the
fieth, viz. hatred, variance, emulation, wrath, ftrife, divifion,
envyings, &c. produced by our contentions about the firlt
point, are a moft tremendous inftance of our failure and
guilt in-the laft.

I fhall conclude with the folemn, ferious and very fuitable,
words of the rev. Mr. John Brown of Haddington, when writ.
ing to the reverend Adam Gib ou. the fubje& of their conten-
tions in Scotland. Would to God, fays he, that cautioulnefs
in reprefenting other mens fins, elpecially in our addreties to
God; while we had been fevere againft our own; and cauti-
oufnefs in adhering to human teftimonies, while we had ar-
dently reccived the infpired teftimony of Chrift, and earneltly

reduced
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seduced it to pra&ice; had been the worlt blemifhes on Se-
ceding minifters and people; and that inftead of fo many Jdry
difputes, cavilling at, and perverting each other’s words;
our principal firife had been, who would piray beit, pre‘ach
beit, and live belt; and that all of us, feeing we mult in a
very little appear before the judgment feat ot Chrilt to give
in our account, would, by his Grace, begin to fet before others,
a proper pattern of that charity, that candor, that humility,
that meeknefs, which it becometh minittcrs and profetfed wis-
nefles for Chriit to pradtife.

A SHORT

A PP ENDI X,

Containing teo neceffary bints.

N the narrative Mr. Annan’s removal from Bo{lon to Phi.
ladelphia is mentioned in general terms, and from the ge.
neral account of it, one might fuppofe that he removed with.
out any Prefbyterial order: but this is not the cafe. The
truth on that fubjed is as follows. With a confiderable de-
gree of reluance he had yielded to the urgent importunity
of the call from Bofton, and among many more weighty con-
fiderations there was one which had fome influence on his
mind; he had found it impra&icable to give his fons that col-
Yegiate education to which, by their birth and bapufm, they
were entitled, and which by his removal he could conveniently
accomplith. Yielding at laft to thefe confiderations, he re-
moved. At which the congregation he had left, being much
ﬁricved, after fome years had elapfed, they renewed a call on
im to return to them. This call was laid before the Prefby-
tery, and by the Prefbytery referred to the fynod. ¢
The fynod h wving underitood, that the congregation in Bof
ton were didatisficd with the verfion of the Pfalms ufed in the
churches belonging to the fynod, though an acceptance of
that verfion was a condition of his fettlement, and that Mr.
Annan had been conftrained to introduce the verfion of Tate
and Brady; and alio, that much to his grief of heart and dif-
quictude of mind, he bad found i: impra&icable to alter the
' - mode
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mode too crmmon in New England, viz. the employing a
bench of concillators, or a group of finging boys and girls,
among whom there was often much levity even in the fofemn
a& of praife; while too often a great, and fometimes the
greateft part of the congregation, would be filent. Tke {y-
nod, Ifay, having underftood thefe things, came to the fol-
lowinﬁ refolution, and tranfmitted it, by their clerk, to Bof-
ton; That the congregation thould, if Mr. Anunan continued
with them, admit the verfion of the Plalms ufed, and mode
of finging God’s praifes pra&ifea in the church of Scodand,”
and further they left it to himfelf, but exprefly on that condi-
tion, either to remain at Bofton, cr yield to the call from
Walkill and Little Britain; and enjoined him peremptorily to
make his refolution known within a certain limited time, in
which time if he did not decide, he fhould be confidered as’
having refolved to continue at Bsiton.

The congregation in Bofton had in general ufed him very
well.  No perfonal controverfy whatfoever had marred his
comfert: but i found it peceflary to make known to them
the above refolution of fynod. It appeared to him, that a
contidcrable number, perhaps the majority would have yieid-
ed. But others, and fome of them the weightieft members as
to property were not fatisfied; and he told them, that he
would take no ftep that would divide them; it would be bet-
ter for him to remove, as he did not wifh tc offend or forfake
. the fynod, nor fplit the congregation. And befides he had

tound it extremely difficult to maintain the Prefbyterian dif-
cipline at Bofton. He had tried it in fome inftances, in all of
which it failed. There were particularly two inftances of for-
nication before marriage; and the feflion yielded perhaps (0o
far in propofing a private rebuke, and only a public intimation
of it: but the parties would not fubmit to the laft. To have
adminiftered baptifm, in fuch a cafe, without a public intima.
tion of the fatisfaltion given, not only to what is called the
church in New England, viz. the few communicants in the
fociety, hut alfo to the whole congregation, would not have
{ufficiently honored religion before the world, and would not
have been conformable to the rule and order of the Prefbyte-
rian church, and might have offended his brethren; befides
his health had been much impaired at Bofton; which alone
would have juftified his removal. At the fame ume, the com-
miflioner to the Prefbytery from Walkill and Little Britain,
having returned homc undcr a miftaken apprehenfion of fome
words fpoken in Prefbytery by Mr. Annan with refpe to their
.call as if he meant to difregard it, while he had with the uz
mo.
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mokt fincerity and humility left it wholy to the Prefbytery to
decide on it; and the Prefbytery left it to the fynod: this had
raifed a flame i the minds of fome members of thefe two con-

egations. Of this he had intelligence from a worthy mem-
E:r of the feflion there. He endeavoured by a certification
from the Prefbytery under the moderator’s hand, and by let-
ters under the hands of other members, to ftate the truth,
and vindicate himfelf; but the mifapprehenfior had made too
deep an impreflion on fome, and to have accepted their call
in fuch circumftances, he thought, would not have been pru-
dent. At this critical moment the petition from Philadciphia
came to his hand; and it appeared to him as if Providence
fhut him up to a neceflity of yielding to it; -though he
knew well the difagreable fituation in which things were, and
expe&ed a torrent of reproach. But havin: obtained help
-of God, he continues to this duy teftifying the goipel of the
grace of God. This candid and true account of that mat-
ter, the writer deemed it prudent to give; becaute the above
named gentleman is become, without any jult caufe or rea-
ion, the obje® of the peculiar fpite and refentment of the
party rcferred to in the foregeing pages.

There is another remurk which 1 torgot to introduce in its
proper place, viz. thai after the meeting at Denegal men-
tioned in the narrative, where the articles as the bafis of uni-
01 drawn up by threc miniiters of the Affociate Prefbytery of
Pennfylvania were accepted and excrajudically approved;
Mr. Smith 2 member ot that Prefbytery, occafionally held
communion with one miniiter of the Reformed Prefbytery:
but that matter was left entirely to the ditcretion of the mem-
bers. No complete minifterial and Chrittian communion was
eftablithed, until the convention met in Philadelphiayn the
laiter end of O&ober urd beginning of November, anno 1783:
and none of the members of the Reformed Prefbytery fat in
judicature with the others, until after that period.

In fine, the fum of their dottrine about the obligation of the
national covenant and folemn league, amounts only to this at
beft, that they are morc obliguted to duty than other people,
without doing any morc than others. All Chriftians ac-
knowledge that they are obligated by the divine law: but
they are under fome other, fome greater obligation; and yet
when we examins this higher, this greater obligation, viz,
the nagional cov.nants of Biitain, they mangle and maim
thefe natioaal ilecds and reduce them to nothing. The civil
part of the cover.ints they fet afide; the national a& and au-
-whority, which mads them the covenants of the nation, is re-

je€ieds
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feted: and they are forced to introduce them only as eceles
fiaitical and private adls, which totally deltroys their national
charader and diftintion: for fay they, the civil magiftracy
has nothing t» do, as fuch, with the church of Chriit, or in
matters of religion. Mr Gib fays that, the bond ufed in the
feceflion in Britain, is a renewal of the national covenants;
though not a national renewal of them: and no doubt they
are of the fame mind with him and his brethren on this, as on
another point, viz. the impropricty of blending civil and reli-
gious matters together in the oath of God.  They confider
the pational covenants as the principal copy of the covenant
of Grace, and chietf bond of union and communion between
Chriit and his church; and between the members of the
church; yet thefe covenants fo blend civil and religious
things together, as to be unfit for their nfe in their original
and national form. Their bond obliges them to reje® and
tellify againit an eraftian fupremacy over the chuich, when-
ever claimzd by the civil powers, and yet the obligation of
the national covenants for which they plead, is founded on,
and derived from what, on their principles muft be an eraiti-
an fuprzmacy; they affe@ to be fo afraid of {ubmiflion to an
eraftian fupremacy, that they will not receive from the civit
powers, a recommendation of a faft day, or thankigiving
day: but will receive from them a copy of the covenant of
Grace, and a term of ccmmunion; a very imperfe& copy of
that covenant indeed, even after they have taken the broad
ax to it, and hewn off the civil part, to make it look as fpiri-
tual and gracious like as poflible. They acknowledge the
United States to be a diitin& nation from Britain, and a peo-
plec made up of all nations; and yet they plead (if their words
Liave gny meaning) for the obligation of thefe national adts of
Lritain on the United States, in which fenfe neverthelefs they
rejet their obligation on themfelves. Again we hear them
aflerting the obligation of thefe national deeds of Britain on
the whole church of Chrift throughout the world; and that,
atter they have renounced their obligation as national dceds
on them!¢lves as a church, though by their own confeflion, a
part of that church which firft entered into them. All this
is moft certainly the work of error and confufion, and after
all this noife, and idle declamation, and contradi&ion, the
whole debate is about a mere fpeculative queftion: not the
fuifilling moral obligation, but only acknowledging it, which,
initead of moving them to do more good, or be more a&tive
in the way of duty than others, makes them a progreflive
peltilence to the church, and an offerce to Chriltians.
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