PrEsBYTERIAN-IVIINISTERS;
MVho fent the LETTER to the ArRcuBisHOP
- of CaNTERBURY, the Year 1760, confidered,

and fet in a true Light: In Anfwer to jome
Remarks thereon. ‘

In a Letter to a Friend.
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FBy an ELper of thé PrEsByTERIAN CHURCH.

' The Virgin, the Daﬂghter of Zion hath defpifed thec, aad
lacghed thee to Scorn, the Daughter of Jerufalem hath thak-
€n Ler Ht.ad a* thee. ISAI \H xxxvi1. 22.
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Printe.. by ANprEW STEUART, at the Bible-in-

‘ Heart, in Second- ﬂreet, 1761.
" G whom may be had, The Leyman's D.emarks, und the M‘-

R &-h‘_q ! N




J“ ‘y e

PORORDOXOL X I HOQIRORE!,
ADVERTISEMENT.

PON the peruizi of the foll8ing Letter,
wrote at my Inftance, for the Satistation of

my icrupulous Neighbours ; I thought it well cal-}
culited for that Purpofe: But as the Remarks
therein confidered, have been {pread far and wide
with uncommon Induftry, I concluded, it was
highly proper, that fo juft a Correttion of them
fhould become equally publick.
I hope my Friend will excufe my Freedom in
fending his Letter abroad, without waiting an
Opportunity of afking his Leave; as, I think,
he has no Reafon to be athamed of its Contents.
However, leaft I fhould prefume too ‘far, I have
thought fit to fupprefs his Name : and the End
Y have in View, (which is the Edification of my
Fellow-Chriftians) can as well be anfwer’d with-
out 1it.

.
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THE COXNDUCT
FQf the Prefbyterian Mex1sTERs confidered, &¢

" DEAR SIR,

which you defire my Sentiments on fome Remarks
- lately made upon a Letter, wrote laft Year by a Num-

TH IS “nbwlcdges the Favour of your laft; i
]

1 ber of Presbyterian Minifters, to the Arch-bithop of Canterbury.

I fincerely believe you, when you tell me, that it is not fo
much your own Satisfaction you feek, as that of a Nuinber of
ferious (though weak) People in your Neighbourhood, with
whom great Pains has been taken by ill-defigning Men, ta
prejudice them againft thefe worthy Gentlemen. _

I am alfo perfetly agreed with you, That fnch is the low
Scurility, want of Candor, palpable Falthoods, and malicious
perfecuting Spirit, that runs through this whole Performance,,
that it is entively unworthy the Notice of the Authors of the
Letter ; or, indeed, of any other Perfon, were it not for ita
Kfrnicious E’ e&s on the Minds of the unwary and unftable.

Vor, indee , could I perfuade myfelf to fubmit to the Drud-
ge:y of fay .ag any Thing on fo Billing’s-gate a Piece, were L
not obligzd to it by the Laws of Friendfhip, and the Hopes of
relieving the Anxieties of fome of your bewildered Friendss
And this Averfion pleads my Excufe, for your not hearing
from me fooner, |

You defire to know what I think of the Author ; whether he
can be what he caiis himfelf, ¢¢ Anold covenanting and trua

Presbyterian Layman”———or a Presbyterian at all.
| y Yy y

I think, Sir, he cannot be an old Covenanter; for the onl
People in America, whe go under that Denominatiop, are thofe
who are called Mountain Men, or Cameronians, in Scotland 3
and are, chiefly, in this Country, under Care of Mr. Guthbert=
Jon. Butit is undeniably evident,  from the Remarks them-
felves, and other Confiderations, thrt the Author cannot be-
long to that Society : For, the whole Body of that People, are
fo oppofite to the Synod of Neaw-York and Philadelphia, (as all
acquainted with them know) that they would ne more acknow-
ledge it for their Synod, as the Remarker does, Page 8, than
a Papift would i——~Nor would they acknowledge that the

A—h-b—p
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A-<h-bp fhines in the highe: Spheres of Life, either in
Church or State, as he does, P. 14. For it is well known,
that they rejett the whole of ourcivil Government, in its pre-
fent Form, as well as the Hicrarchy of the Church of Englund. .

Again, ‘That he cannot be a Presbyterian at all, appears
from his grofs abufive Mifreprcientations of the known Senti-
ments of the whole Body of Presbyterians, throughout thefe Re-
anarks. I {hall {eleét a few Infiances out of migg : |

He reprefents them as a Set of narrow, bigotted, unchari-
table Souls, who hold it impoffible for an A—h-b—p to have
Grace: And telisus, P.6. < That he believes it is the firit In<
fance, that ever eighteen Presbyterian Miniiters allcwed an
A—h-b—p to have Grace.”——DBut what can he more bafe
and falfe than this Infinuation? For not to remark here, that
‘thefe Gentlemen do not fay whether the A—h-b—p has Grace,
or not; but only give him his common Tidle, What Prefby-
gerian ever denied that A—h-b—p Cransn:r, and A—=h-b—p
Uber, were truly gracious Meni——"10 meation no more
Names, as I juftly might.

He alfo, in the fame Page, fays, ¢ That Presbyterians never
believed the Church of Fxrlzad to be a Chriitian Church,”—
and ¢ That they hold th.: Pogery and Prelacy are fynonimous
Terms”—But what can be more unjufk? We, indeed, loo
upon the Prelacy of the Church of Exgland, to be contrary to
Curist¢s Inftituticn; yct hLave not Prefl;terians  alway
efteemed that Church itfelf to be, not only Chriftian, but ap
eonfiderable Branch of the Proteftant Church, often blefled

ith eminent Light; though far fhort of that Degree
Reformation, which fome others have happily attained to?
Who that knows Prefbyierians, don‘t know this: And, as the
Remarker cannot but know tliis too, his Reprefentation muft
be willfully falfe, not to fay malicious,

Another Inftance of his willful Calumny againft Prefbyterian
i/m itfelf, you have P. 7. Here he tells the World, ¢ Thata
Parity of Gofpel Minifters, and the divine Right of Presbyte-
rian Ordination, are the Inftitution of Calvin,” and plainly
infinuates, ¢ 'T'hat we ourfelves acknowledge they have ne
higher Original.” Than which, nothing can be more unjuft,
And now, Sir, [ leave you to judge, whether he can be a Pres-
byterian, who thus knowingly mifreprefents their avowed
Principles ; and that with the macdeit Defign of bringing that
refpectable Body of reformed Chriitians, in general, and theif
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gevererd Clergy, in particular, into Contdpt: For what elfe
could be his Defign in tiie above Paflages? I forbear to men.
tion more Inftances of his difguifﬂd Diflike, or rather his avow-
ed Hatred to our Church itfelf. ‘“Fhe impartial Reader cannot
but difcover them throughout his whole Performance.

' It is farther evident, that B¥is not a Presbyterian, from the
Title he {o zealoufly affetts to give our Minifters; ¢ Your
Teachers is his comthon Phrafe Now this is a Charater no
| Presbyterigns ever gi¥e their Clergymen: But, you muft know,
Sir, it is a favgm#ice Phrafe with high-flying Epifcopalians ; ef=
pecially their Clergy of this Stamp: And their Defign in
ofing it, is, to deuy the Minifters of our Church, the Authe-
rity of Gotpel Miniters, and hereby degrade them to a Level
with the unordained Teachers of enthufiaftical Sefaries.

And befides thefe Cenfiderations to prove this Remarker x
Prelatical Churchman, it is neceflary you fhould mention ta
your diiflatistied Kxiends, the Countenance thewn this Piece by
their Clergy, on its coming out; and their indefatigab: In-
) duftry in {p-eading it through ‘Town and Country, with every
Circumitance of Scorn and [ll-will towards the worthy Authors
of the Lerter. Some of them, I am affured by credible Tefti-
mony, c.rried their Saddle-Bags full of them home from their
late Meeting in Pliladelphia, and induitrioufly fpread them
, among their People: Yea, carried thein to Church with them

on the Sabbath, and went from one to another, with Hands-

full of them, giving them away. Scarce has there any Thing,
. faid to be wrote by a Prushyterian, heen fo countenanced and
propagated by Church of England Clergy-men. Thefe were.
the Genticmen who fhewed the greatelt Warmth about the
LEFTER, fuft and laf, -

They applied twice to the Synod to have thofe who wrote it,
cenfured, if poflible: And when, at their Application to the
laft Meeting of that venerable Body, they produced the Origi-
nal, 1am told, by feveral Members then prefent, they were
extreamely anxious, and peremptory to the laft Degree, to
have it returned to them, as if eltcemed, by them, a facred
Depofitum.  How is it likely then, that any but a Churchman,
could have the Opportunity of the Original, long enough
to write thefe Remarks? 1 am fure no Covenanting Presbyterian
Layman could.

Add to this, That when thefe Eighteen Gentlemen foy in

their Lastgr, © That they agre with the Church of Zngland é’;




~the Fundamental Doétrines of the Chriftian Religion, and the
Proteftent Reformation:"” The Remarker thence infers, with-
out the leaft Foundation, ¢ Thatour Church has feperated from
the Church of England ; that fach Seperation is {chifmatical
and unjuftifiable ; and that our cemtinuing in a diftinét Body,
3s only from a felfith Attachiment, to a Party. P.16. But this
js the very Language of the Church Clergy thefe hundred
Years paft, as could be eafily proven by ungumbered Inftances.
There is not a Piece in which they touch uponthe Subjeét, but
you will find this very Reprefentation of Presbyterians;
which, (] need not prove to you, Sir,) is to the laft Degree

anjuft.
' )I‘hefe are a few, of the many Evidences, which this Piecq
itfelf furpithes us with, thatits Authoris a Churchman: An
¢he Public, 1n general, juftly argue, That he is a Church Mi-
nifter. And, indeed, one of their own Clergy, I am told, in
order to vindicate himfelf from the Imputations, pointed out
the fame Perfon, who ‘was fufpected by fome others, wiz. one
of his Brerhren, as its Author. But I think it ought, in Juf-
tice, to be faid in this poor Man's Vindication, that though
this Piece would well enough correfpond with the Hiftory of
his paft Life, yet fuch is his contemptible Weaknefs, that it
cannot be the Produét of his underftancing ; mean as the Re-
marks are. R |
‘Therefore I doubt not, for my Part, byt that fome of more
£minence, among them, ought to Father this bafe-born, ill-
natured Brat. A Friend of mine, the other Day, infifted on
at, that it was the A& of their late Convention : And, indeed,
he offered many plaufible Arguments for this Opinion. But I
told him, he ought not to charge fuch a Piece of Ribaldry on
a whole Body of Men, without the plaineft Evidence ; efpeci-
ally as fome among them had the Character of Men of Candor:
"Though I readily acknowledged that the Letter never could
have been printed, without the Concurrence of the lezdin
Minifters, who had it in Poffeflion ; and that as the only Defign
they could have in printing the Letter, and the Spirit of the
Remarks fo perfectly agreed with each other, it was a fhrewd
Evidence againft thefe, at leaft. |
I muft beg your Pardon, Sir, for faying fo much about the
Author of this low-lif’ d Performance: It is principally to un-
deceive the Weak on this Head, and to wipe off the Difgrace

of it frop the langeent, who have bgen unjultly charged with
‘ i
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{t: And, if] am not miftaken, it goes a confiderable Way to-
wards an Anfwer to the Whole, "And now I muft leave you,
and your Friends, for whofe Sakes you defire my Thoughts, to
fix the Charaéler of the Perfon, who being a Churchman, if
not a Clergyman, calls Mmfelf ¢ An old covenanting, and
true Presbyterian Layman.™ .

Your next Query is, What could be the Defign of this Au-
thor ? The Anfwer to this is eafy : His primary Defign is to
pour Contexp? on the whole Body of Presbyterians, as appears
from falfe and malicious Mifreprefentations of them, already
noticed, as an ignorant, narrcw, fchifmatical Se&, Nor could
any Thing elfe be his Defign in that ridiculous, pretended
Quotation from fome of the Sermans of our old godly Divines,
P. 6; for which he has no other Author than a bafe burlefque
Piece wrote by a Church Curate againft them, in the laft Age,
entitled, Scotch Presbyterian Eloquenze: A Piece of the fame
Spirit and Defign with that before us. For Attempts of this
kind are no new Things, and are their laft Shift, for Want of
better Argument. - :

His fecond Defign is, if poffible, to caft an Odium on thefe
worthy Gentlemen, who wrote the Letter, for this Purpofe,
by mifreprefenting the plaineft Faéts, he tries to fet them in the
moft ludicrous, falfe Point of Light, and then endeavours to
raife the Hue and Cry of the Country on them.

And I am forry to find he has been fo fuccefsful with the
Weaknefs of fome, and envy of others.—But, pray, what
have thefe Gentlemen done? Why they have wrote a Letter to
Dr. Secher, the A—h-b—p of Caaterbury, praying that he
would ufe his Influence to have Mr. M‘C——n fettled in the
epifcopal Congregation in Philadelphia: From whence it is
mo¢ unjuftly inferred, they are falfe-hearted Churckmen. But
pray, Sir, tell your Friends, that there is a certain incorpa-
rated Society of Gentlemen in Engand, who call themfelves,
The Society for the Propagation of the Gojpel in foreign Parts ; to
which belongs, in Part, the Bufinefs of fettleing and main-
taining Church Minifters in fuch of the American Plantations,
as have no Eftablithment. Of this Society the A—h-b——p of
Canterbury is the Prefident, or Moderator; and it 1s to him,
under this Charafter, they write, and not as an A~h-b—p.---
For it was in this Charaéter, only, that he could moft fuccefs-
fully employ the Influence defired: And if they wrote at all,

they mult wiise 0 bim, and thuw (0 fas Jocisty through him




as plainly infinuate in their Letter, that they do; to which I re-
fer you. For you muft know, that neither the A—h.b—p of
Canterbury, as fuch, nor any ather Bifhop, lLas any proper
epifcopal Authority over, not even their own Churches in thefe
olonies. And, pray, does the wiiging to a Gentleman, who
is an A—h-b—p, prove thiofe who write, to be Churchmen ?
Surely No. That famous Chamvion for Presbytery, Mr.
Rutherford, went much further; he not only correfponded
with A —h-b—p Uer, but atually employed {im to preach
for him, when he himfelf was imprifoned by #e per/ecuting
Preiatifts. But who ever fufpected Mr, Rutherford of being a
‘falfe-hearted Churchman? No Bedy in their Senfes.

If any objeét Lere, that thefe Gentlemen give the A--h-b--p
the Title of ¢ His Grace,’ and that therefore they mult have
wrote to him as an A---h-b---p: I anfwer, That this is a Ciwvil
Title, which he has, as a Peer of the Realm, and which is
given to him in common with other Pcers of his Dignity. And
who that knows Presbyterians, does not know, that they uni-
verfally give Titles of civil Refpect? Have they ever denied
them? Yea, it is well known, that the thiicteft Presbyterians,
when fpeaking of A-- h-b---p, or writing to them, gave them
this Title; and that of ¢ His Lord/itip,’ to interior Difhops ;
and that even whea diiputing zgainit the Lawfullnefs of their
Office: Fer which, Iappeal to the Wriungs of our pious An.
ceftors. Theretore tne Infinuadicn, thut thete Gentlemen give
this Prelate the Tiile of ¢ 1fis Giace,”” from his having the
Grace of Gou in Lis feart, appcars tco low to be worthy of
Notice. But for my Purt, [ canice no Lvil in ir, had they
wrote to him as un A---h-b---p; as even this would by no
Means have iniincated an Acknowledgement of the Lawfulnefs
of his Office.* .

The Autho:s of this Letter are farther accufed, of callin
the A---h-b---p ¢ A fincere and Cathelick I'riend to Truth anﬁ
pradtical Religion, * but they fay no fuch Thing: They o?ly

a

® Periinent to this Purpofe is that Paffaze in the laft Speech q)f”
Myr. Chriftopher Love, avbo fufcied Martyrdom during Crom-
well's Proteclorflip 5 awbhich is as folloaws 5 ¢ I avould not be look-
 ed upon as owning this prefent Gowvermment, 1 die with my
¢ Fudgment againft 1t 5 it was in Hazard of my Life, that I pe-
¢ titioned the prefent Powers, giving them the Titles other Dlen

« gave thim,  Eluliai gave (o Abfalom the 14¢ Title of My Lord,
' 1 K,’,,:
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fay they had received fuch a Chaga&er of him, without deters
ming whether he was fuch, yea, o not; and as it 15 known te
the World that this is his gemeral Charaéter, no donbt they had
heard as well as others § 2wl it is certainly an amiable one, if
true, however ungentecly he has treated thefe Gentlemen in
fending back their Letter to their Enemies ; which, in a Perfon
of lefs Eminence,. would be juitly efteemed not altogether con-
filtant with Politenefs and Candor.

Another Charge againft thefe worthy Minifters is, ¢ That
they plainly infinuate te the A---h-b---p, that the writing this
Letter was a Synodical A¢t,”” P. 8. But what Evidence is pro-
duced of ‘this ¥ Why their faying, ¢ We Minifters of the Pref-
byterian Denomination, in the Provinces of Pennjfylvania,
Neaw- Ferfey, and New-Zork, providentially convened in Phila-
delphia 3 But pray how do thefe Words infinuate any fuch

"Thing ? I appeaito every Man of common Senfc, whether they
do not evidently imply the Contrary. And therefore, in orderfto
diftinguith this At of theirs, from any\A& ot Judicature, feems
to have been the principal Defign of inferting the Words
«¢ Providentially convened.”” And to any Perfon in the leaft ac-
quainted with known Forms, in which Synods and Presbyteries
exprefs their judicial A&ts, cannot but appear fufficiently dif-
tinguifhing ; if not the only Way of dift:nguifhing it, without
fuch a long Preamble of Words, as is inconfiftent with the
Concifencis of a fhort Letter. The Defign, indeed, of their
Meeting in Philaaclphia, at that ''ime, was to do Synodical
Bufincfs in Conjunétion with their Brethren, which they did ;
but does it thence follow, that every Aftion that any of them
did feperately, or any Number of them conjun&tly, when out
of Synod, was a Synodical A&k; cfpecially when they care-
fully inform you to the Contrary ? 1t fo, then every Dinner
any Number of Miniflers happen to cat in Company, at fuch
Times, is as really a Synodical A&, as any judicial Determi-
nation of that Reverend Bedy? But how ridiculous would
fuch an Infinuation be! Yet this is our Remarker's Way of

Reafoning.
¢¢ O King: though David avas lavsful King. Calvin did give

«¢ it to the French King, the Tirle of 'Thefc Chrittianifimus, (7, e.
«“ Mot Chriftian King.) We gave that Title of Defender of the
¢ Faith, to Henry VIULL. yet bad be no Right 10 1hat Title;  be-
“ cause it was given bim upon an ill ground, by the Pope, for op-
“ pofing the Doctrine if Luther :  Aud yet afteravards, none 4id
¢ feruple 10 give bim this Title of, Dclender, &¢,”
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Reafoning. How unjuft then the Affertion of a Defign to im.«
po‘l.'edu onlthc A—h-b—p, and‘involvz the Synod in the fup-
pofed Guilt, |
-POThis Remarker, fays farther, TNgat the Synod entered an
exprefs Declaratioh againit the Lett®, fa their Minutes, the
Yearitwas fent. This Matter I have endyired into, and find "
it is falfe in 'a®. They only {ay, ¢They had not feen the
Letter, and fo could fay nothing about it’ ——wor fomething to
that Purpofe. | g ST
But the grand Queftion is, What Motives could have éx-
cited thefe Gentlemen to write this Letter, and what Bufiaefs .
had they to intermeddle in the Affair? As to thefe, Sir, the
Letter icfelf tells you, they were excited by “a difinterefted
Regard to the fondamenta! Doétrines of the Chriftian Religion,
and Proteftant Reformation; and a Defire to promote the
Caufe of Virtue and prattical Piety’ ——and for any Thing
this Author has faid, thefe appear to have been their true Mo-
tives: They affert they were, and it is impoflible to prove
they were not: He, after all his Efforts, cannot; therefore we
are obliged to believe they were.  And 1 appeal to the impar-
tial World, whether they arc not Motives truly Chriftian, and
generous——Motives, indeed, worthy of any faithful Friend
of common Chriftianity.
" But, perhaps, you may atk, How does it appear thefe wera
their Motives? The Anfwer to this, leads me to give you a
brief Hiftory of this fo much talked-of Letter. Mr. /¢ C———n
had then officiated a confiderable Time in Philadelphia, to the
reat Approbation of a Majority of the epifcopal Congregation
in that City, who earneftly defired his Settlement among them:
And had, during the Time of hiis Miniftry, plainly preached,
and zealoufly defended Calvinitiic Doétrines againft fnis Armi-
nian Brethren of the epifcopal Clurgy. For thefe he was vio-
lently oppofed, perfecuted, and like to be thruft out of that
Church, to the greac Diftrefs of his Calviniftic Friends of the
- Congregation, who much efteemed him for the Sake of his
Dottrines and Mannet of Preaching, to which, they had been
fo little ufed———Thefe Gentlemen coming to Town on Occa-
fion of the Synod’s Meeting, and being tolicited, though not
by Mr. M¢C——n himfelt, judged it their Duty to interfere
thus fary not from any perfonal Refpe@® they had to V'r. M¢
C——--~it, but purely from a Regard to the Dorines he
preached, and the Appeararce of Succefs, that, at that Ti?e‘,
' é:tenay
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attended them; as they themfelves declnze. ‘This, Sir, you
may depend upon, as the true fute of the Cafe; for you may
aifure yourfelf, I have taken mp fmall Yains to fearch into it;
and have converfed largely, Joth with Friends and Foes, on
this Subje&. Thus, yem fee;, thefe Gentlemen acted from a
Regard to Calviniftic Bo@rincs, and their Propogation see——
But are not thefe the fundamentsl Do@rines of the Chriftian
Religion, and Broteftant Reformation? Sure no found Pref-
byterian will dgny this. Nor do I fee how any, who profefs
to believe the Doérines contained in our excellegt Confeflion
and Catechifms, can, with any Face, pretend to cenfure thefe
{ Gentlemen for thus bravely risking their Characters for their
Support, in Oppofition to the deteftable Errors of Arminianifm.
ut Mr. M¢ Ce—e——g is a Churchman, and the People;
smong whom his Setilement was defired, are Church People.
—-True. But cught we not to regard Churchmen, as well as
others, for that which is g::d in them? Or do the Laws of
CHrisT oblige us to confine our Charity to thofe of our own
T'enomination and Party only ? Surely No. But it is not for
his being a Churchman, that he is recommended, but for 4is
Calvini/m, and Zeal for its Suppert. And how many have
jutly efteemed Mir. # bitefield, Mr. Herwgy, and many Others,
for the fame Excellencies, without any Cenfure ? For though
, 1 don’t look upon this Geatleman equal to either of thefe
two, yet the fame Reafons that determined the Authors of
this Letter to refpect them with every orthodox Preacher of
that Church, alfo engaged them io befriend him. And, as to
the People, ought we not to defire the Soundnefs and fpiritual
Advantage of éhurch People, as well as Presbyterians } Does
not the Spirit of Chriftianity require fuch Defue and Endea-
vour? Or, are we obliged to promote the diftinguithing
Tenets and Interefts of a Party, rather than the general Inte-
refts of fubflantial Religion? If not, then we muit acknow-
ledge, that thefe Gentlemen acted from Moatives becoming
Chriftianity, and favouring of an honeft Zeal for the great
Doctrines of the Reformation : It was by thefe, to ufe their
own Words, : they were encouraged, and even conitrained,
) thus 7r to intermeddle in this Afiair.”’
| But Mr. M¢ C——» was once a Presbyterian Minifter, and
deferted our Church---True. Butdoes it thence folfoy., that sreey
teccmmend him for his Defertion, as this Remarker invidicufly

®Gn-aies i By no Means. 1 again appeal i the Levier.  So
- 8 i
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- far from this, that I have heard fuch of thofe Gentlemen, as I
. have had ar Oppcrtunity of converfing with, blame him fe-
- werely for it, as every true Presbyterian will i . But this only
further demonftrates their great terefied Zeal for the im-
- portant Do&trir.es of the Reformation, shat they would rather
| K:ve them preached by a Deferter, than they would have the
 Contrary and Sial-raining Errors of Arminianifm preached,
~ even by thofe who have never been guilty of this offenfive Con-
- duct: And, pray, who are the trueit Friends togheir Country,
- thofe who would rather have it faved, though by the Means of
- a Deferter ; or thofe who would choofe to have it over-runand
- loft, by the Ignorance or Treachery of fuch as keep their
- Station? But it muft be further obferved, That though this
. Gentleman has deferted the excellent Difcipline and Govern-
~ mentof ourChurch, and, in a great Meafure, her Modes of Yor-
~ fhip, he has not deferted its Dofzrines, the more effential Part.
| e——=But how many Clergymen of the Church of England are
- there in this Land, and highly carefled by it {00, who have
bafcly deferted all thefe as well as their own Articles ?

But you tell me, that many People who don’t difpute the
Goodnefs of thefe Gentlemen's Intentions, yzt think the writ-
ing the Letter was, all Circumftances confidered, imprudent.
I prefume, Sir, indeed, that, had they tore-known that fo
much unjuft Offence would have been taken at it, by fo many |
houeft weak Minds ; or that it would have given fuch an Occa- |/
fion to the Envious, for venting their Malice ; they would have
judged it not prudent, aud {o have defifted. But fhall we
blame them for want of a Spirit of Prophecy ? Who could
have once imagined, that any would aét fo ungenteel a Part,
and be filled with fo much Serpentine Venom, as to publith a
private Letter, which contained Matters of Fact without re-
flecting on any Perfon,--and make Remarks upon it, ftuff:d full
of Fallacies, Sophiftry, Malice, Calumny, and Lies? Or who
could have thought, that fuch a Number of Presbyterians were
fo inattentive, as to be impofed upon by Remarks fo contrary
to evident Trath and common Senfe ? Or who would have fup-
pofed, that there ftill remained in others fo mucl: of the old
Leaven of Malice and Envy, as has difcovered itfelf on this
‘Occafion, againt a Number of thefe Gentlemen? Or who
could have once dreamed, that Minifters fo well known, and
fo long and jultly approved as firm Lriends to our excellent
Confeilion of Faith, and Dirc&ory for Presbyterian Govern-
ment, Difcipline and Worthip, could have been Mpecm?l
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and cenfured ! » without the leaft Foundation, as .if they were
unfettled in’their Prineiplés? We: cannot fee that an Effecs
will come topafs, when there is no Caufe in the Nature of
Things to produceit. " SR
- But fuppofe 1 fhould acknowledge it was imprudent ? Is that
a juft Foundation for all this Clamour? To fay the wortt of it,
it'was a generous, well-defigned Miftake : And pray who ne-
ver committed a Miftake in all their Lives? Let him that is
ihnnocent, caft the firft Stone. I am fure, that of all the Men
upon the Continent, thofe Clergymien who have fhewn the
reateft Diflike to this Letter, and have been the moft forward
in difperfing thefe Remarks, have the greateft Reafon to hold
their Tongues ; and their own Confciences know why.  But the
mighty Outcry raifed againft thefe Gentiemen, {o evidently
without Reafon, -on this Occafion, is, to me, a Demonftra-
tion of the Devil s pec_liar Malice againft them; and there-
fore gives me and many other thinking People, an higher 1des
‘of them, than ever I had before; though I always efteemed
fuch of them as I had the Happinefs of an Acquaintance with,
as very worthy Minifters of CurisT. As to the Laugh of the
loofer Sort, raifed by thefe Remarks, and the Scorn of thofe
who wait an Occafion to find Fault, thefe are only a farther
Evidence of their Wickednefs; for Fools make a Mock of Sin,
and it is no new Thing for the Righteous to be the Somg of the
Drunka: d. o
But you fay, that it is objected to you, that the Authers of
this Letter could not have fuflicient Acquaintance with Mr.
M ¢ Comm n, to.recommend him as a pious Man: But pray,
defire thefe Objectors to read over the Letter, and they will
find they do not recommend him as fuch; but only asa ¢ fuccefs-
ful and popular Advocate for the common Caufe of Truth and
practical Religion :”* And as fuch he then appeared, and had,
for fome ‘I'ime; whatever may be his State God-ward, that
they do not pretend to fay a Word about. . And it is alfo ob-
fervable, that they do not all recommend him from a per-
‘ . Jonal
* When Yanfinius, a Popifb Genmtleman of France, oppojed
their Clergy in five important Articles of Grace, for awbich, they
excommunicated him, fundry Proteflant Divvines taking his Part,
engaged in bis Quarrel againft the Popifls Clergy 5 yet no Proteflant
Divines ever found Fault awith them for this, as tho’ they bad the
leaft Inclination to Popery. Did the eighteen Minifiers do more
than this Pw=Did they de near ai much?
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eval Kuonledge of svery Thing they Jay concorwing bims a3 the
'gl:’marker inv‘:dic{;ﬂy aﬂ'ert:'." Their Word: arf, o what
we perfonally know, or have heard of him;"-—'rhonq_ ,» NO
doubt, they all have perfonally known fome of thofe Things
which they fay of him, and had heard more, which is the
plain Meaning of the Words. His very Enemies, by their
unfuccefsful Actack upon his moral Charncter, made their In.
formation have fill more Weight with them. But permit me
¢o repeat it again, That it was not the Max they were fo much
concerned about, ashis De@rines and their Propgoation ; there.
fore they infinuate to the A—h-b—p, that he is not the moft
prudent Man, though an orthodox, popular Preacher.
And further, they carefully guard, in the very Letter,
againft any juft Imputation on them, arifing from any of his
en futnre Conduét :  Though nothing can be more malicious
and abfurd, than the Ufe the Remarker makes of all thefe Par-
ticulars; which 1 don’t think worth replying to. It i enough
to {ay, that they followed the common Rules by which all
Certificates are given ; unlefs we efteem a Breach of thefe,
their pointing out his Foibles, as well as his Excellencies.
- But a mighty Outcry is made about thefe Gentlemen's ufing
the Word Induf?, as if they were, (to ufe the Remarker’s
polite Language) ¢“fur craming Minifters, Head-and-Shoulders,
down People’s Throats; juftifying the Doctrine of forced \
Tyths, and Maintainance ; for having the Church of Exgland
eftablithed in Philadeipbia, > and what not? But, pray, is this
the proper Meaning of this Word? Has it any fuch Senfe?
Not at all. Its primary and ftrictly proper Signification is no
more, than to ¢¢smtroduce, or bring in;” for which, I appeal
¢o the beft Mafters of our Language: And when applied to the
Settlement of Minifters, is the fame Thing with their being
Jestled ar iuflalled in aCongregation. And thus thefe Gentle-
men explain it in this Letter; for they ufe the Words ¢ indu&
and fettled, > as {ynonimous Terms. And, I infit upon it,
there is not a fettled Minifler, of any Denomination, in the -
Province of New-Jerfey, or Pennjfylvania, but what is, in the
original and moft proper Signification of the Word, induited
into his Congregation. And if the Church of Esglasd and
their Clergy ufe it in any other Senfe, where they have an Ef-
tablithment; dogs it thence follow, that Presbyterians muft not
pie it in its proper Senfe, when fpeaking of Places where,
biclied be Gon, they have no Eftablithment? And I pray ne-
v
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ver may. The epifcopal Clergy, are, indeed, for cramin
themfelves Head-and-Shoulders down Peoples Throats, an
maintaining the Doctrines of forced Tythes, where they’ have
it in their Power ; but nothing can be more ridiculous, than
to ufe the Word Judus?, to exprefs thefe harth Ideas and Ac-
tions ; for it has no fuch Meaping, not cven in their own dor-
row'd low Senfe of it. To infer then, from thefe Gentlemens
ufing this Term, that they are for having the Church of Eng-
land eftablithed by Act of Affembly, the City of Philadel-
phia erected into a Parifh, and all Denominations obliged to
contribute to the Support of the Church Clergy, is an Infe-
rence, which no Perfon, of lefs Malice and Lffrontery than
our Author, could draw. The Defign of it is evidently to
awaken, if poflible, the Sufpicions and Refentments of other
Denominations, againft thefe Gentleraen : But the Difguife is
too thin not to be feen through. No Man, Iventure to affirm
it, more oppofed to forced Settlements and Indutions, in the
Senfe of our Remarker and his Abettors, than the Authors of
this Letter.

I need not dwell on this manifeft Abufe of thefe Gentlemen,
for their telling the A---h-b---p, ¢ That they agreed with the
Church of Exgland in the fundamental Doéirines of the Chrif-
tian Religion, and Proteftant Reformation,”——Pray, does
not every Body, who believes the Confeflion of Faith, do this,
as well as they? Surely, Yes.——For the effential doétrinal
Articles of both Churches, are the fame: But this the Re-
marker perverts into a Profeflion of Agreement with the A~ h-
b---p, as an Ae——b-b———p, and their Submiffion to him,
as Egcad of the Church of England : Than which, nothing can
be more direétly oppofite to the exprefs Words of the Letter:
To which I appcaf ‘

They fay, indeed, that the A---h-b—-p preiues over the
Church of England, and fo he does ; but daes it thence follow,
that they acknowledge the Lawfulnefs of his Prefidency, and
fubmit toit? This would be ftrange Reafoning, with a Wit-
nefs! Does every Body, who, in the Courfe of Converfation,
refpecting the Church of Rome, fay, that the Pope prefides
over it, by that fubmit to the Pope as fuch? No, {urely:!
But this is the Force of our Remarker’s Argument. |
. But he is very apprehenfive, that thefe Gentlemen will go
for the Gown : Poor Soul! He may fet his Heart at Eafe—let
him ftay, at leaft, till fome of them do .go. As for thofe
Presbyterian Minifters, who have been guilty of this runagado

s actice,
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Practice, from thefe Provinces; in former Years, they weré
Men of a very difterent Spirit from thefe Gentlemen. And
auft beg Leave to remind you, Sir, that the' the late Synod of
New-Yor#, of which thefe Gentlemen were Members, (ubfified
the greater Part of twenty Years in that Capacity,' and encreaf:
ed to the Number of abc .t eighty Members; yet not onéd
Member, or Candidate, that ever I heard of, belonging toit,
was guilty of this bafe, unmanly Conduct. Had any of thefe
Gentlemen been fo difpofed, they might have had Opportunity
long ago: For I can aflure you, that fomc of thefe very Eigh-
teen, and net the ableft among them either, have been
warmly folicited, and have had large Offers madg them, to
engage them to it; but they nobly gﬁfpifed them. And after
all the Scurrility with which they are' now treated, fhould any
of the very meaneft of them offcr themfelves for this Purpofe,
I will venture to affirm, they would be received with open
Arms; efpecially if they would renounce their doctrinal Princi-
pals, as well as confent to be re-ordained : For you muit know,
that a poor Presbyterian, will make a very good Church Mi-
aiter. o |

If your Patience is rot quite wore out, 1 fhall juft notice
another flagrant Inftance of this Remarker’s intire Difregard to
Truth and common Civility. When fpeaking of the Authors
of this Letter, he reprefents them as a Set of illiterate Mechan-
icks ; fome Coblers, T'avlors, and Suilors: But nothing can
be more falfe ard malicious :* They are all Men of a liberal
Education ; and many of them have approven themfelves as
Men of folid Learning, as well as Piety ; and fome of them
eminently fo. Nor can I find, by the firicteft Enquiry, that
above two of them, were ever employed in any mechanical
Bufinefs : Unlefs you call a Man's going two or three Voyages
to Sea, after he had taken his Degree at College, and then re-
turning to his Studies, a mechanical Bufinefs: 'This, I am told,
one of them did. But fuppofe ull thefe Gentiemen had been
Mechanicks ; was not their Mafler fo betore them ? Was not
St. Paul a Mechanick? And the molt of the other Difciples
Fifhermen ¢ Butl doubt not, thefe Mimitters of Curist, have
fo nuch of the Spirit of their divine Mafler, as raifes them
above the Notice of fuch low, unmanly, fcurrilous Abufe. It
is of that very fame Kind with that given to their Lord ; Ir net
this the Carpenter, the Son of Mary ?

1 fhall only briefly remark another obvious Defign of this -

Picce; and thai is, if poilible, to fow the Sceds of Jeal‘mf{i
an
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‘| and Difcard among Presbyterians, and hereby divide them,

that they may become a more eafy Prey to their common Ene-
.|mies. For this Purpofe, the Author inviduouily, and without
the lealt Regard to Truth, not only mifreprefents the plaineft
Facts, but confidently aflerts the grofleft Fallhoods. One In-
ftance, among many others of this Kind, you have P. 3.
where, with the mott thamelefs Impudence, he tells us, That
“ thefe Gentlemen vehemently attacked the Rights of the
Presbyterian Church latt Synod, (now but one) and attempted
to palm many Innovations upon their Brethren," Nothing
can be more notorioufly falie than this: There was not the
lealt Shadow of any fuch Thing, as I am well affured, by
many Members then prefent.  Butit is no Matter with this Re-
marker, whether his Affections be true or falfe, if they bue
tend to anfwer his grand Defigns, already mentioned.

For the fame Reafon he revives old Slanders, unworthy of
Notice, and rakes up old Differences, that if by any Means,
however low and defpicaple, he may prevent the good Effects
of our late Union. It is a well-known Maxim with Enemies,
Divide, and their deffroy: For THis, the Performance betore
ws, is artfully calculated ; the Language of itis, O/ Ys Pre/-
byterians, be jealous of your Minifiers 5 horrible Things are satch=
ing againft you in your Syiod; revive your old Differences; fepa-
rate from each other; caft off every Bond of Chrijtian Love and
Friendfbip 5 run into the avilde/t Confufion, and in the mean Time
we will fland by and laugh in vur Sleeve, till a favourable Op-
portunity prefents, to mount the Saddle, and then we will effetually
crufb you all :*  And, I can aflure you, Sir, this is the very
Light in which moft Perfons of Senfe in my Neighbourhood
view this Piece ; and, I hear, in many other Places. 1 have
talked with few but what view it in this very Point of Light,

* But if your diffatisfied Friends will ftill retain their Uneafi-
nefs about this Letter, pray ask them what have the Gentle-
men who wrote the Letter, done > What Law of Gop, or of
~Man; or what Rule of Presbyterian Government, or Difci-
pline, or Worfhip, have they broken: If none at all, muft
not every uncaly Perfon e furprized at himfelf? What can be
the Ground of this Difquiet? Don’t they evidently appear to
be the Temptations of the Devil, which he taes Occalion to
fuggelt from this innocent Letter, and the fcarrilous Remarks
made on it? Butif any fuch Law or Rule be broken; pray,
what is it ? I fhould be obliged to any Man that would fhew it
me?  Alas! that any Presbyterians fhould be fo weak and un-
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#able, 33 to fuffer themfelves to be practifed upon by ev

artful Enemy. They hereby render themfelves the Daftrefs of g,

their Friends and Scorn of theirFoes:  And let fuch confider
what is like to be the End of thefe Things.

This leads me to remark the perfecuting Spirit of this Au-
thor and his Performance=——He would have thefe Gentlemen

fhut out of their Meeting-Houfes, depofed from their Mini-

fry——ard what not? And, I doubt not, for my Part, but
the fame Spirit of Bitternefs, Envy, Malice and Revenge, that
fo loudly calls out for thefe, would next proceed tc Prifons and
Halters, if the Remarker and his Abettors had it in their
Power.

Remember, our pious Anceftors have fuffered Thefe in Gecor-
land and England in Years paft, from the Predeceflfors of thefe
Men in Spirit and Principle : But, blefled be Gop, there are
no Stewarts on the Throne now-a-Days, and I hope never
will ! ‘The Wings of thefe high-fiying Clergy are clipt, their
‘Hands tied, their Teeth drawn by our excellent Conftitution
and Adminiftration : They may fnarl, but they cannot bite.
And it js with Pleafure I learn there are fo few of thefe Men’s
Spirit in the Church of England, at this Day. Their Clergy
at Home, I am well informed, are generally Gentleme.. of
catholick and generous Sentiments, and have fhewn themfelves
Friends to Liberty and Moderation.——1It is, for the moft
Part, only the Dregs and Off-fcowerings of their Church that
we have here, and many of them the %rcgs and Off-fcower-
ings of our Church too. But I would not be underftood to
fpeak of all the epifcopal Clergy on the Continent, far from it;
no, nor even in thefe middle Provinces; for furdry of them
are faid to be worthy Gentlemen, making due Allowance for
the early Prejudices of fcme of them, and the unhappy Con-
nections of others. Much lefs would I be underflood to fpeak
of the Church itfelf ; which, as 1 have already :old you, is 8
confiderable Branch of the Proteftant Church, found in its fun-
damental Articles ; and, as fuch, to be efteemed by every true
Proteftant. And many of its private Members are valuable
Perfons, juftly deferving of Refpect and Efieem, and with
whom we ought to live in Love and Friendfhip, as Fellow-
Chriftians. The Men I fpeak of, are fuch as are for reviv-
ing the perfecuting Spirit of their infamous A---h-b---p Siarp,
and others, in Scotland ; and their Llocdy Judge Fegeries, in
&xgland———Such as are for not only rgviving, byt imposting
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into America the Ante-revolution and Tory Principles of thelr
dear Doctor Sacheverell——Thefe are the Men 1 would have

ou aware of——for I am verily of the Mind, that the feveral
Benominations of Chriftians in Pennfylvania, have no Enemies
of their religious Liberty fo much to fear, as fuch reftlefs, am-
bitious Clergymen. Nor am I alone in this Opinion.

But I will not trouble you longer with thefe fcurrilous Re-
marks under Confideration. I doubt not but the Gop of Peace
will, in the Event, difconcert the wicked, perfecuring Defigns
of the Author, and its Abettors; and hope he will incline and
enable all true Chriftians of every Denomination, to live in
Love and Harmony with each other.

Pray forgive the unavoidable Length of this----and that yow
pave received it no fooner, from

S

RS

Your’s
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