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A particular Confideration
of the Querifts. '

{ORASMUCH as the Piece before me appears
direly calculated to’the Prejudice of the Rev.
l:‘ Mr. %toﬁdd’s Ufefulnefs in the World, whom
I cannot but look upon te be an able and faith~
ful Minifier of the New Telzment, and On>
whom the LORD is pleafed to mzike much Ufe of for
Good to perifhing Souls ; and fince there are fome bold
Strokes in it againft the Work of GOD’s Power and
Grace which he is pleated to carry on in this Lasd by
his and fome others Means ; (indeed the Whole fecms
manifeftly defigned to bm%’both it and ‘them under
Difzrace, to prejudice the World againit hoth) I there~
fore, think myfelf called in Duty, for the Honour and
Intereft of Religion, and as a Debt to the Publick,
a little te confider the Performance. -
I would be far from faultmg any hearty Lovers of
- Truth, for writing privately to Mr. W#hitefield for their
"Batis&a@ion about any fuch Paflages of his Writings, as
might feem to them either unfound, or dangerous by an
unguarded way of exprefling Thmgs, and, if in this
wav they would defire him to revife and correct his
W ritings, provided it werc done with a fincere Mind,
with a unmd unprejudiced, and Gofpel-Spirit : But
€ our @um/r: feem neot to have been poflefled of this
A 2 Temper,
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Temper, when they compofed of adopted the Queries;
fo neithér did theh;ychufept(l)xis privat:’p Method %‘l their
Satisfalion, tho’ they pretend that was all they wanted :
No; for tho' this would have fufficiently .anfwer’a the
pretended End, yet it could never have anfwer’d the
plain real Defign at all : This way for obtaining Satis-
faction about their Scruples, and a Refolution of their
Doubts, would not have paipted Mr. Whitefield in black
and horrid Colours t6 the World : This would not have
made the important Difcovery to their, Protcftant Neigh-
bours, of his being a defigning Impoftor in League with
the Po«’: They would have entircly loft a good Blow
at the Work of Gop in the Country, which muit by no
means be fuffer’d to go on, if it can poffibly be ftop’d.

The proper Way of Application for a Refolution of
their Doubts and Seruples (had that been the Cafe, and
the Thing aimed at, as pretended). was fo obvious, and
fay fo upon the Surface, that they could not but fec it ;
and therefore, in Page 8. they give a Sham of a Reafon
why they did not make ufe of it, viz. That ¢ Tho’
o Kdr. Whitefield himfelf, by fome Part of his Writings,
““ would feem to be a Man of another Spirit and Senti-
*“ ments from fome of his warm inconfiderate Adhe-
¢ rents, as appears by many Expreffions, ¢¢. But (fay
“* they, for fo the Connexion runs) when we confider
“ the Treatment a_Neighbouring Minifter had from
* Mr. hitcfieid’s warm Adherents, and their Cries ftill
“ againft him, for defiring a Conference with Mr,
““ Whitefield, about fome Points in his Sermor, which
“¢ faid Minifter was in Doubts about ; we do defpair of .
“ Accefs to him.”” This, I think, is a pretty remark-
able Reafon: There is no fuch Thing, it feems, as Ac-
cefs to Mr. Whitefield privately, in the Cafe; they do
defpair of it: Why? What'’s the Matter ? Is Mr. White-
ficld fuch an inacceflible Man ? Yes; when they confider
the T'reatment a Neighbouring Minifter had from Mr.

- Whitefield’s warm Adherentsy and the warm Adhcécx}ts
ries
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Cries ftil! againft him, for defiring a Conference with
him, about fome Points in his Sermon, whichfaid Mi-
nifter was in Doubts about,  they do defpair of Accefs ta
bim. But is there no Difference, I befecch you, between
fending a difcreet Letter privately to Mr. Whitefield, and
faid Minifter’s furioufly prefling thro’ a vaft crowded
Multitude to debate with him before fo many Thou-
fands, by that Time he was well got down off the Stage,
about fomething he had faid, or rather, which he charged
him with having faid in his Sermon? Was there fuch
Danger of the warm Adherents Cries in the one Cafe as
the other ¥ Yet after all, tho’ they would make the
World believe that the Neighbouring Minifter received
very fad and difinal Treatment upon that Occafion from
the warm Adherents, I can't fee Ground-forit, faving
that ore Perfon fpoke two or three Words unadvifedly.
Tndeed there was a very great Tumult and Confufion,
People preffing exceedingly upon one another to fee and
hear, fo that fome weak Perfons had like to have been
cruthed down : This put the whole Aflembly into Con-
fufiorand Amazement ; fome crying, What’s the Mat-
ter.? cthers anfwering ; and others in a fad Fright left
Mr. Whitefield was about to be pulld in Pieces; as [
found,after I had, with much Difhcuity, got to the Out-
fide of the Heap (finding 2 Way thro’ uader the Stage)>
ip Relief of a Perfon like to faint with the Prefs and be
trodden down : And was it any Wonder that fuch a
wild Diforder fhould enfue upon tuch a Piece of Manage-
ment ? I believe indeed many looked upon this Neigh-
bouring Minifter’s Conduét as very bad, and a great
Evidence of a Spirit ef Bitternefs againft the faithful
Servants of Gop and the Pewer of the Gofpel, and no
doubt would exprefs their Judgment of it to one another
accordingly. But then, I think, He that doesn’t like the
bad Treatment of being called a Thief, fhowldn’t fteal ;
for if he does, 1 don’t fee but he muft e’en put up with
the Treatment, Let the Queriffs varnifh over their
' A3 Neigh~
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Neighbeur’s Coilust -with as fmeoth ~Termns- as they

!ca]'c, {fuch as, Only DESIRING a CONFERENCE w:té
Mr, Whiteficld, about fome Points in bis Sermon, whiss
be was in DouBTs about ; ; yet they will ncver be able
to mzke the impartial World belicve, upon a fair Repre-
fentation of the Cafe, that it was any other than a pub-
lick warm Oppofing of Mr. IWhitefield, with Hopes, in
Confidence of pis firong Powers of obtaining a publick
Viftory and Triumph. And if 2 Man will run his
Head againt a Poft, who can help it ?

What gives fome farther Light to the Cafe, was, an-
other Neighbouring Minifter upon the Sabbath followirg
entertaining his Congregation (in place of a Sermon)
with an unaccountable Hcap of Stuff againft Mr. #bite-
feld ; among other Thingy, it fecms, told them, That
after he had heard him at two Places the Day betore, and
was defigning to hear him that Day likewife (being by
that time much difgufted by a Number of intervening
Incidents of wcnghty Confy ideration, which he related)
he came by this Neighbouring Minifter’s Houfe that /o
iunocently defired. an emicable Confercnce for his own
SatisfaCtion about fome Doubts, as they would have it
believed, who told-him (no doubt after a ficc Conver-
fation between them about Mr. Whitefield,) That he
would go along aird hear him, and if he heard any thing
that was unfound, he would publickly oppofc him 3 and
accordingly, faid the Relater, after he came and heard
him, he was obliged in Confcience openly to appear
againft him. I think fuch a Declaration to liis Brother
before-hand fuflicicntly teftifies with what Spisit and
Intention he came that Day to hear 5 and yet he fhould
foraive thc Brother for making Service upon him ; for,
l,na'urc him, he meant him no Harm by it.  In Time
of the Sermon both I and feveral others obferved him,
as one uwpon the Catch, now and then fpeaking, with a
deriding Smile, to fome about him: And before hc
rafhi’d fo hattily thro® the Croud to Mr, IFoireficld, be
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was heard canfulting with fomg others s!m_ugiit, and
at laft to fay, with fome Em :lnﬁs ‘Il go this Minuts;"
and fo bro{c off in a2 mig H,urry. But what made
tbe Thing look flill the more ill-faced, was, that Mr.
Whitefield in that Sermon agpar’d to have been very
much affifted of Gop, and ihere was a great Appearance
of divine Power with his Preaching upon the Audience ;
{o that one would reafonably have thought, any that
heartily withed well to Zisn, and defired the Coming bf
CHui1st1’s Kingdom, would rather have been fil’d with
T hankfulnefs and Praife to the gracious GOD, for what
;)hey heard and faw and felt, than to have afted fuch a
art,

But if you would know the Bottom of aJl ; you knoj¥
that the Work of Gop, the Power of his Gofpel, de¢p
Soul-Exercife about eternal Things, about Soul-Affairs,
the moft weighty and important of any in the World,
is like to make a mighty Inroad upon us: 'This by all
Means muft be hindred, if poflible, from Prevailing';
and a Redu&ion of Things to their former peaceful,quiet
and fecure Situation attempted; tho’ Thoufands fhould
fleep to eternal Deftru®ion. For this Power of Religion
is attended with difmal Confequences : Dead fecure
Formalifts, who are entirely deftitute of the powerful
Operations of the regenerating fan&ifying Spirit of Gon,
who can tell nothing of lively Heart-Exercifes in Reli-
gion, nothing of deep Heart-Diftrefs for Sin and Guilt,
of the iively Power apd Confolations of Faith in the Re-
deemcr, of tharp Gonflicts with Original Corruption, or -
fweet Communion with Gop by the Spirit of Adoption;
thefe are like to lofe all their former high Reputation
for Piety, and find it difficult to keep up their ftro
groundlefs Confidences of the Goodnefs of their SO::E
State towards GOD, which they tan by no means con-
fent to part with. But efpecially, when Peo,: are en-
lightened and awaken’d by the Word and Spirit of
GOD, they can’t be fatisfied any longer with faplefs,

A 4 . carclefs
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- €agclefs \/hmﬂcrs ; they can get no fuitable Nouriﬁn
. ment to their hungring Souls.from thefe dry Breafts,
_and. therefore cannot be eafy or contented, but muft
need mourn and. grieve under them : And this gocs
hard with thefe Prous MINI1sTERs (as we have them
call'd p. 32.) and, their warm ‘Adherents, Thus the
-~ Succef ‘and Power of the Gofpel, efpecially if it be very
large and extenfive, is, alas, very unwelcome to many
. of its Profeffors. 'Well; you know Mr. WWhitefield ap-
rs much for the Life. and Power of Godlinefs, and

camcﬂly labours to carry on and promote it in the
World ; he labours to awaken blind and fecure Sinners,

and brmg thein off all their falfe Foundations to a vital .

Union with Jesu® CHRIST. by Faith ; and the LORD
blcﬂ'es ‘him with much- Succefs in his Work. This then
is one Ground og the Prgud;ce and Oppofition,
Ag:un ; there is a certain-Club of Preachers amang
ourfelves (for foa Rev. Father was pleafed lately to ftile
them) who are endeavouring to carry on this very un-
acceptable. Work of Gop with his fucceeding l}’,ower
and Blefling thro’ the Land 5 Mr. Whitefield rejoices in
thefe, and has a good Lﬂeem of them, who are efteem’d
by many of their profefied Brethren no better than a
factious and very . troublefome CLUB. Alas! whag
Times gre thefe, when thofe who are moft earrcitly
labouring and making it their great End to promote the
Mediator's Kingdom,.and the eternal Intereft of im-
mortw Souls, and whofe Labours the LORD remark-
ably'owns and bicfles to this End, are fo oppofed and
afperfed_by Such as profefs them(elvcs their Fellow-
Labourers in the fame high Calling !

Moreover, Mr. Whiteficld foeaks much againft un-
cxpuxenccd blmd and unfalthfu‘ Minifters, ‘who fettle
People upon the Lecs of their natural and fatal Security
by their Miniftry, rather than any thing elfc; and here-
upon, as if their own Confciences fecretiy told them thev

were the Men, or that their Management was fuch that
they
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“they would furely come under the Sufpicion, mary aro

excébdingly vexed : T hey will not have it fo much as
hinted, if they can help it, that there is the leaft Danger
of any. unconverted Perfon’s being in the Mmﬂw

“amongft us; nay, they would have us believe that it

is no great Matter as to their Ufefulnefs in that Station
whether they are favingly converted to GOD themfelves
or not ; when Numbers of exercifed Souls thro’ the Lamd
can witpefs, that for any faithful Dealing that ever theic

‘Miniftersufed with them, they might hgve gene on blind-

fold in a gracelefs State to eternal Damnation ; and not
only fo, but that their Miniftry rather tended to fix them

faft in their damnable Prefumption and Security.

Noy, all thefe Things concur to naife the {welling
‘Tide of Oppofition avamﬁ Mtr. Hhitefield and his twarin
Adberents, as they are termed.. While Ms. Whitefield
kept within due Limits without difturbing our Borders,
and ftay’d beyond the Water, he was a brave Man, and
doing much Good ; but he is not long here among ws
but he is quite unfufferable. Thus the Pharifees in our
Saviour’ s(lflme, fpake well of tho-Prephet that lived in
the Days of their Fathers, at a competent Diftance from
themfclves, while in the mean Time they perfecuted the
Praphets ofGO’) whigh they had among tﬁr 3 and fo
would have done the fame to the Prophts which their
Fathers perfecuted, had they been among them, bat
whom now they were far enough from, they hghly
commended :  And hereby our LORD convinged them
of Hypocrify.  AMatth, xxiii, 29, & feq.

But to return to the Queriffs Reafon for their not
applving privatcly to Mr, I¥hitefie/d with their Scruples :
‘¢ They defpair of Accefs to him becaufe of the Treat-
‘“ ment which a Ncighboiuring Minifter had from his
““ warm Adbherents, and. their Cries ftill againtt hin:.
¢“ for (they fay) defiring a Conterence with him, about
¢* fome Points in his Sermon, which faid Minifter was
¢ in Dqubts about.” I have already obrved the NluL

ty
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hty of this Reafon from the Difparity of the Cafer;- 3
private Application o Mr. Wbitcfield with Daoubts and
§cruples, is no way pazallel to faid Minitter’s Condue
ia the Cafe refer’d to: I would only add here, That if
the warm Adherents Cries are fuch formidable Thingy,
furc there can’t be mors Danger of them fiom aprivate
Application than fuch a puyblick one, b.® one would
<iuak rather lefs.  Thus it is manifeft, that the Reafon
offer’d 3 no Reuafon at all; and thercfore there muft be
fome other Reafon for this Man..gcmcvt, which it would
not do fc well o exprefs; but what that Reafon was,

1 thigk is rut very kard to find out.
But here it may be enquired by the Way, That, feeing
I &nd {c much Fault with them for going to the Preis
witk theis Scrupics and Doubts, as they call them, how
I came o give my Voice for it along with the reft ii
Profdytery ¢ To this I readily anfwer, I could eafily
fore-fec the Improvement that would be made of my
tng it, had I been inclined, upon the fore-mention’d
Acoount, to do fo, vize That I was for thifling Truth
in Concealment, and allowing Lrrors to fpread and pre-
vail undete@ed : 1 knew the Prefs was open for me,
or any other, as weil as the PrefPstery and Queryls, 1o
that we might implead one another, and let the World
e : Moareover, I confider’d tl.c Service to the In-
zerett of Religion that Mr. ¥5:tefirid’s publick Anfwer
mught be of, by removing the PI’LJU(‘lC(.a @i fuch as were
noy rcfolved to cavil, 2nd giving 2 'I Lﬁlmony to all of
his Soundnefs in the l'.mh And then, m the latt Plau,
- I would have it obferved, That what I have faid, is not
fo much agzinil their [ ubh(hmg of their Remarks and
Queries, as to fhow the Inconniftency of their Proceed-
ings with their Pretenfions ; that more and worfe was
detigned and aimed at, than pretended : The mortitying
Peiformance rauft frft be brought to the PrefByrery ; a
Numbcr of the Members, they knew, were as ready as

they could wilh, to expofe Mr. Wbmﬁdd to thar
Power;

b
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Powcr 3 and then from the Prefdytery to-the Prefs with
Advantagc.

I weuld now procecd, more patticularly to cenfider
the Querifls ; but that it may not be amifs by th. Way
to difabufe the World in one Inftance more: The Picce
gives itfelf out to be a Compofure drawn up by fome
unlearncd Men (asin p. 31.) as tho’ it had been anvill'd
by thefe private Church-Members who fent it by way of
Addrefs to the Preféytery 5 when it is fufficient Evidenos
that it was compofed by Mr. Evans, a Minifter, and a
Member of the Prt/f»ytery of New-Caflle, to which it was
prefented to be judged of,  What were his Reafons for
Jifowning his own “Child and getting others to father 1t,
himfelf beft knom, and the World mutft be left to guefs,
it they think it worth the while : Perhaps, among other
Reafons, ¥ was fuch an ill-natur’d little Thing, that he
was afhamed to own the Relation before the World.
And it’s like he might think that Truth and Equity
“were both falv'd in his Method of Proceeding, becaufe
(as a Perfon concerned in the Addrefs to the Prefbvtery
faid) ¢¢ He didn’t do it [compofe the Thing] tll he
““ was defired. ”

But to pafs this, and proceed :

The firtt Paﬂ'age extradted out of Mr. IfDiteficld, is
in his Scrmon on A44. xix. 2. Puge 17. of Jol. 11, of
Sermons, printed at P/)tlad‘![/ 1a; where, fpeaking of
the blefled and happy State ot Nan when firft creaced,
he fays, That ¢ GOD breatoed ints Mun the Breath
“ of fpﬂ':tual Life, and bis S 'ul becane adorned w:tb al!
% the Perfeftion; of the Deity. .

Here our Author vapours exceedingly, and puts a
trurmphart Declamation into the Mouths of bis Querifts,
which reprefents Mr. 7/ bitcfield as a moft abandon’d
Sort of Creature indeed : ¢ Muft not that Man have
‘ either very diminutive Thoughts of GOD, or elfe
** monftroufly exaited Thouqh.s of Man, that can
¢ think, much more fpeak apd write, “that the Soul of

“ Man
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“ Man in its beft Btatc was adorned with ali the Pere
« fe@ions of the Deity ! What then is become of the
‘ Diftin@®ion, that all found Divines make between
% the communicable and incommunicable Attributes of
“ GOD ? Doth not Scripturc and Reafon fupport this
¢ neceffary DiftinCion ? “If the Soul of Man was adorn-
‘¢ ed with all the Perfcctions of the Dcity, without Ex-
‘¢ oeptionof any, what is the native and neceflary Confe-
‘¢ quence therefroni, but that the Soul then was in fome
¢ fort equal to GOD; which is too horrid to uteer,
« without a Deteftation of it ? Were not Expreffions
¢ of this Import condemned for Blafphemics in the
¢ Mouths of Fox and Nailor ?
Here, in the firft Place, I cannot but obferve, and
complain of to the World, the Difingenuity of fome
Mcmbem of the Prefbytery ; who cntxrely fell in with,
and juftify’d not only all the falfe Gloffes and Interpre-
tations put upon Mr. /7%itefield’s Words, but alfo all the
Infinuations and horrid Imputations caft upon himfelf,
in all the Queries throughout 5 and yet, when I was
vindicating him from thcm, trom maintaiping any fuch
erroneous Principles as were palmed upon him in the
Queries from the extradbed Pafluges, thev pretended and
declared that they fiad ne View to Mr. Whitefield or his
Principics ; they were not confidering of thefe at all ;
hut only his l:xprdh ns, whether they were juft and
found or not :  Wheo fics not, that in the complicated
Query before us, the abftracted Confideration of Mr,
IWhitefield’s Words is entirely lete, and Mr. WFbitefield
himfelf reprefented as One of the grofieft Hereticks and
moft notorious Blafphemers in the World? Had our
Author, the proper Dweryt (tor the Addreflors are
DOuerifls only by adoptmo his Dueries) employ’d his

——‘Mm

Pains only to fhew, that thefe Words of Mr. I/b:ttfwlfl ‘
were very wrong and ill chofen; that we muft by nef.

means believe what properly they import and fignify ;

o1, had the Prifoyiery this way wc*noiccd upen them,|
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ind rejeQted the Quaviff’s horrid Rclt&lions upon Mr.
IVi)zteﬁdd with Deteftation; this bad been fomethmg like
an abftralted and fingle Confideration of "Expreflaons :
But, inftead of this, M. Whitcficld is pmnted out 25 a
Perfon that dertainly has either very dimisutive, low and
contemptuous Thoughts of GOD, or elfe monfiroufly exalted
Theughts of Man ; fo as that he certamly thinks, that, ei-
ther by the Lowncfs of the cne, or Highnefs of the other,
or both, the Soul of Man was once in fome fore equal to
GOD. But furely Mr. IWhitefields Expreflion as plainly
imports or infers that the Soul of Man was in every fort
equal to GOD, as, only in fome fort: For he fays, it
was aderned with ALL tbé‘ Perfections of the Deity, with~
out exprefling any Exception or- Limitation. [ freely
own, with Mr. W#hitefield in his Anfwer, and always did,
that it’s @ wromg Exprffion : He fays he would con'e& it
thus, --- A/ the MORAL cOMMUNICARLE P
tions of the Deity. But then I would query, was.
the leaft Ground to fufpe@® that Mr. l%mﬁa" really
¢ntertain’d “fuch dctefbble horrid Notions, cither of
GOD, or Man, as are here fixed upon him ? Was it fo
much as podible he could imagine, that cver Aan was
every way equal to GOD, while he was in his right
Wits, and had the Ufe of natural Undcrftanding !} Was
it-once poffible he could think, that the Soul of Man
was created with the eternal, neceflary, Self-Exiftence
of GOD? A f{clf-evident Contradnéhon in the very
Terms : Or, that it was crcated with the eflential Im-
mutability, or the Immenfity of GOD ? '

But farcther ; what bccame of our ?_ufr iP’s Eye-fight
by that Time he had read a few Lines farther in che fame

“Sermon, that he couldn’t fee thefe Words of Me, I#bite-
Jield, where, fpeaking of Man’s Fall from his firft happy
‘State, he fays, ¢ But Ma'z, unhappy Man, being Jedu:ed

"¢ by the Devily, and defirine, jike him, to be EQUAL

 to bis MAKE R, eatof he forbidden Fruit, and thereby

¢ beca®e hable to thar Curfe whiil she aternal GOD, wln

ot .mam‘
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¢ camnot e, hod demsunced againft bis Difcbedienic.”
1 think Mr. #biteficld feems here to fay, that there was
a pretty dcal of Ditference between Man and s Maker,
even in his beft Eftate, that it was the Devil’s Pride for
Man to afpire towzrds 2n Equality with GOD: And
he mentions one Perfection of the Deitv, that be camnet
Ye, which I believe he would hardly allow to Man.

And why couldn’t he fee thefe Words, (which lay
fearer than the Words laft cited) ¢ 9he Day be [Man]
‘“ did eat ther eof| the forbidden Fruit] be was furcly to die;
“S that it, wot omly to be fubjelt to tempsral, but fpiritual
 Dea: b and confequently to lofe that dsvine Image, that

o Spuu'ruu. Lire GOD had sot lang fince breathei
S into him.” Where it is manifeft, that. Mr Whitefield

kmits thae divine Image he fpeaks of and confequently
that Paticipation of the Pecfe@ions of the Deity, in
which that Image formally confifted, wherewith the

Soul of Man was adorned, to that [p:r:tual Life, i.e. |
that moral Re®itude and Holinefs, which upon his .

“Tranfgreffion he was to lofe. It’s moft-plain and mani-
feit thcn, that with whatever Inattention or Regardlef-
nefs Mr. IPhitefield might write in the Paflage we are
now upon, he mcant no more’in it, than, that the Soul

of Man was adorned with all the mora! Perfections of the
Deity. For this was all that was needful for the Adorn-

ing it with that divine Image, wiz. that fpiritual Life,
which he ‘was only fpeaking of. And in this limited

Senfe he likewife fays, That Man's Soul. wis the mry |

Copy and Tranfcript of the divine Naiure.

And now, let tne impartial World judge how candid-
W the Querifts have dealt with Mr. Whisefeld in thii
Inftance ; and what is becomne of all the frightful Out-
cry of dimanutive Thoughts of GOD, monfirous Thoughts
of Man, Blafphemy and what not, with_whick he is fo
roundly charged. Mr. #ehiteficld,it feems, 1advertent-
Iy neg!c&ed to fet down the Limmation of [mera/] or

[wmmunicably,] and here & the Foundation of whis hizh
Attauldsl 5

]
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Attainder ; wien the 3cope and Tenor of his whole:
Difcourft in the Place, as well as the Nattire of the Cafe,
makes it plain to any impartial Reader that he defigned
the Expreflion tin that limited Senfe only. Is it not
manifeft to any cone that has but half an-Eye, with what
fort of a Spirit and Defign thefe Scruples were propofed
in fuch Proper Querics # But this is but a imall Speci-
men at the Entrance.

The next Paflage taken Notice of, is in p. 22, 23. of
the fame Sermon ; where Mr. #hitefield, fpeaking of a
regenerate Pcrfcn when fallen into an A& of Sin thro’
Surprize or Violence of a Temptation, fays, *“ He quickly
“ rifes again, goes out from the World, and weeps bitterky;
“ gwafbes' the Guslt of Sin away by tbe Years of a fincere
““ Repentance, joined with Fuith in the Blood of Jnsvs
“ CHRIsT. ”

This indeed is one of the worft and moﬁ dl ous'
Expreffions which'the Quersfs objeét to Mr. ks
and 1 was always fatisfy’d that &1 W hitefield: hrmfdf
would now diftafte and reect it : Accordmgly, in hid
lnfwer he fays, ¢ This is falfe Divinity ; I would now
“ alter it thus, -« Recovers his former Peace by renety--
“ tng his Acts of Fa:t/) on the pnﬁ& Rtgbtwuﬁ:gf} of
Jesus CHRIsT.

I well remember I obfcrved to the Proffytery, agree-
able to what Mr. Whitefield has {aid to the World in hiv
Anfwer o the Querifts, That the Difadvantages of his
Education auere great, as to his obtaining 2 thorow clear
" |Knowledge of the true (ofpel-Scheme of Chriftian

' rinej end confequently (which I believ’d Mr.
tefield wms always ready to acknowkdge) ‘that he
fas not Jo dearr therein at bis firf? Setting out in the Mi-
tfry ; and hepce in his frft Sermons there are fome
ptionable P s, of an Armininn Tafte : But that
¥ was evident th& Cafe wasmach otherwife:with him
nce. As.to his Soundnefs and-Clearnefs in the Doc-
ine. of. Juffication, 1 defir'd. them to look but into
" Lis
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his Axfwer to the Bifbsp of London’s Pafitrel Letttr, and
his Sexrmon upon, What think ye of Cr1sT ? which are
enough to give full Satisfaction in the Cafe. Is it not,
theg. very injurious in the Querifis, to infinuate, as they |
feem to do p. 11. a Comparifon between M. Whitefield
and thofe Authors which he writes againft, in their
Writings ?  Does not the whole Drift and Current of
thofe' Authors Works run all upon the Armsr.ian Scheme,
which flatters the fallen and corrupted Nature’s Pride,
derogates from the Mediator’s Glory, and plaifters up
Sinners fecure and whole in their natural unregenerate
te ? And does not the whole Drift and Current of

r. WWhitefield’s latter Preaching, and Writings efpcci-
aily, runall upon the contrary Calviniffick Scheme P -
I'm fure nothm but Prejudice itfelf can deny it.

‘And it's no Wonder that there fhould be fome inci-
dental Paflages, efpecially in his earlicr Works, agreeablef -
to that Mode of Spcaklng ufed by thofe Authors which] «
he was firft and longeft aquainted with, But then I
can’t fo well account for ft in an Author of our own;
one of ihefe wbe, our if tells us p. 24. have in fome
. good Mmfure given gud {’ their Faitbfulne[s for many

Years; and as little can I juftly account for taking fuch
fevere Notice of this Expreflion in Mr. % ditefield, and
pafling it over (one of the vcry Cum. Import) without
any Notice at all in Mr.. See his Effay up
the Fa:tb of Affurance, p. 46. where ¢ he has thefe Word
¢ Therefore, O Chriftian, if thou wouldft maintain th
¢ Affurance of Gop’s Love, or even any inferior De

¢ gree of Hope, delay not to get the Guilt of any par
¢ ticular 8in, which thou art confcious of, remawed
){? ? Repentance and Application te the Blosd of Chridl.

ow I would fain know what's the great Differen
between wabing the Guilt of any putncular Sin away K
the Tears of G fincere Repemtance join’dl with Faith in th
Blud of JESUS CRRIST 5 and gesting the Gaslt of 2
pariiculas Sim remeved by fhagdy Repewiunce and Applicats
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#o the Blaod of Cair1sT ! For my Part I do acknow-
ledge I am fuch a raw Novice that I cin fec none. Both
fpeak of a regenerate Perfon, a true Chriftian: Both
fpeak of fome one particular Sin of a true Chriftian : I
an’t fee the Odds between the true Chriftian’s getti
the Guilt of the Sin removed by fpeedy Repentance, a:l%
 his wathing the Guilt of it away by the Tears of a fincere
| Repentangz ; only that the one way-of exprefling it has
’ fomcthing more of a Figure in it than the other ; unlefs
it be that Mr. Whitefield requires a fpeedy and fincere
Repentance both, and Mr. Thempfon infifts only upaen
} a fpeedy one:  And I think Mr. Thompfon joins Repen-
tance with Faith in the Blood of Jesus CHRIsT, in the
~Cafe, as much as Mr, Whitefield : For what elfe is that
"Application to the Blood of CHr1sT, with which Re-
pentance is join’d in the Removing of Guilt, but the
- A&ing of Faith thereupon? So that it may be as juftly
query’d upon Mr. Thompfon as Mr. Whitefield, ¢ By what
““ Art can our Repentance be join’d with Faith in’ the
¢ Blood of Chrift to cleanfe away the Guilt of Sin ?
““ What Quantity of the one and of the other will make
““a due Compofition, without [poiling the Whole ?
““ Why may not fome Grains of New Obedience be
“¢ again added to our Repentance to make the Compofi-
“‘ tion more compleat ; for furely this is Duty, and a
¢ neceflary Fruit of Faith as well as godly Sorrow, and
¢¢ as infeparable from it ? > Indeed all that our Author
fays under his firft Query upon this Paflage of Mr. White-
Jield, may be as pertinently faid upon this Paflage of
Mr. Thempfon, faving the Advantage taken of the
figurative Mode of the Expreffion in h%r. Whitefield,
»_Perhaps inde¢d we might be at a Lofs for the fecond
. Buery, for want of ﬁndinf a Paffage in any other Part
€ Mr. Thempfon’s Works fo dire@ly oppofite to this, as
‘::J be found in Mr. Whitefield's, to found it upon ;
13 afk, ‘ How is this confiftent with what Mr
' Thempfon himfelf faith, Bfn fuch another Place ?

| |
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I fhall conclude upon this Head with one or two
Queries.

Quer. 1. Why have we not an elaborate Piece of
Doubts ard Scruples drawn up ip proper Queries upong '
this and fundry other Things in Mr. Thempfon’s Writ-§ °
ings, which, if I miftake not, afford Ground for as real
Scruples and proper Querics as the Things query’d upon
in Mr. Whitcfeld? Why, I fav, have we not fucha
Piece drawn up, a Number of People ca!l'd together to
hear and father it, and then in a humble Addrefs to
prefent it to the Profbytery 2

Quer. II.  Why did not Mr, Thompforn (being then
himielf prefent at our Prfbytery) fpzak onc Word in
behalf of Mr. H hiteficld, when he faw his own Dotrine
{o fiercely affaulted in him ? Did he think his own Pen
fanctified the Do&rine any fiore than Mr. Whitefield’s !
Had he forgot that it was in his own Book ? or did he
remember it, but now faw that it was an Error?
Well, be it fo; but then, did he think that about three
Months before, when he wrote that Expreflion, he was
fo grofsly erroneous a Perfon in the Do&trine of Juftifi-
cation, that he deferved to be fo mightily ard publickly
expos’d to Prejudice and Contempt by fuch a con-
temptuous Playing with the Words? If he look’d upon
himfelf to be found in the Do&rine of Juftification,
notwithftanding that Expreflion that happened to drop
from his Pen unguardedly, why couldn’t he fay fo much
for Mr. I¥hitefield as that he might be found too?

As to the Propofal (p. 11.) of Mr, #¥hitefi:l’s Cor-
recting his Writings ; he informs us in his Anfwer, that
he had before propofed and defign’ " himfelf : So that
we may expedt, as foon as Conventency will allow, ke
will publith a new and correéted Edition of his Sermons 3
when, I believe, fundry other Expreflions as well as th:i$
(fome of which himnfclf mentions in the forefaid Ahftver)
which, as he fays, formerly dropp’d from his Pen, hefore
GOD was pleaicd to give hum a more clear Knowicdg:

‘ Y
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of the Do&rines of Grace; he will put in the Judex ex~
purgatorius, alter and amend. o
In the next Place we have a geat Deal of Criticifnt
pon three Paffages extradted out of Mr. Whitefield, all
hrown together, The firft is in the fame Sermon,
Fol. 2. p.33. where, fpeaking to fuch as were regenerate,
he fays, ** You have paffid thro’ the Pangs of the New-
“ Birth, and now rejsyce, that the Man CHR1ST JESUS
““ s fpiritually formed in your Hearts.” The nextisin
his Letter againft the” Book, entitled, The whole Duty of
Man, p.5. where, paraphrafing upon thofe Words, 7%¢
Seed of the Woman fhall bruife the Serpent’s Heed, he writes
thus, ¢ The Seed of the Wiman, i. e JEsus CHRIST
““ (whs in all prebakility was fpiritually conceived that In-
“ flant in the Heart of Eve) fhall bruife the Scrpent’s
\“ Head.” ‘The laft is in his Sermon on Early Picty,
Vol. 1. p. §3. where, fpeaking to a Number of young
Men that had united themfelves together in religious
Societics, and joined in Contributions for feveral reli-
gious Ends, among other good Effe&ts of their fo doing, _
he takes Notice of this, that the Sacrament of the Lor D’s
Supper was adminifter’d weekly, in thefe Words, ¢ The
““ many Souls that are nourifhed weekly by the fpivitual
“ Bedy and Blood of JEsus CHRIST by your Means.”'
Thefe Expreflions are turned into feveral Forms and
Shapes, and feveral fine Riddles propofcd upon them.
But aftcr all [ would willingly know, what is the mighty
Difference between that Phrafe of Mr, Whitefield, The
Man Chrifi Fefus fpiritually formed in your Hearts ; and
that of the infpired Apoftle, Gal. iv. 19. Chriff formed
i you. Is it in this, that the Apottle fays only, Chrift,
and Mr. Whiteficld fays, The Man Chrift Fefus? But is
he not truly Man as well as truly GOD ? and is not his
Name Fefus as well as Chriff? So that I don’t fee what
great Odds this Addition makes. If it be afked, How,
or in what Senfo the Apoftic means it, That Chriff is
Jirmed in his People ? I anfwer with Mr, Bhitefield,
- B2 Spiritually,
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SLaly, o mo drhienad Senfe Not that the Perfon
ot naft, or anv w his Nitufte, 1y eny way clianged or
alter’d 1 but that he chanzes his People into his cwn
L:kcml\, and covforms iien te humfeli. Chrift is thea
furmed in the Seuls 6t Aen, in the Apoftic’s Senfc, when
thev are made to relemib!le mun and to be M'cl 1im, cor-
tormed to his Natwre and Will. And fusels 6. Senfe
of the Phrafe n 2 fointual, and ot a mmr.l Send:
So that Mr. 17 Friife feld by the Addition of the Ward,
Loirnval’, Cuts but c.\pi.zm fand I think righei) how
we are to underfland that Exprefeon of the Apoflie.
“ It is tree (favs the Juzrid) the Apoftie ipoaxs of
Forming of Chrift in us™ \c)’ "Chryls baang :rmed 11 us
¢ he fhould have faid) Ga!. v, 19. but are not we to
*¢ underftand that Place 2: intending the Image, and
¢ not the Perfon of Cl.att, as God-Man? ” To thus
1 anfwer, Undoubtedly wc are to underfland tie Apoltle
1n that Place as u*ztc'ndmcr the Image of Chnift bang in-
ftump’d upon the Galatians : And fo I think we are to
upderfland Nir. # Zitcfeli os mtending Chrift's Image

being ; mt.a'np d upon thufe he partic uhrlv was 1{\(31\...
to.  But then I query, Was this Iimage of Chrift, w h..t
the Apotil: in that Place call'd Chrit 7 If the moia!
Image of Canlt b what is there ¢alled Chnft, becaure
¢ is his Imaze and Likencts 5 whe but it may for the
fsme Reaton e ¢:Med Ged T Acending to this Methal
of explaiming Scizptate, what odd Work fhall we make
ofit' To give onc Inflance out of nany 5 wien the

Apoﬂ‘e favs, Gal. n. 20. Chryt liveth in me, by this
Ruic it may be faid, that what he there calls Chnift, is

the Image of Chrift ; » and fo he only means, Tse /fmage
¢f Chrifi liveth in me: Whereas it is plam he means,
Chrijt the Mediator pre cferves and cavries on the [firitual
L f: of GGrace in me. 'here is one Piace indced wheye
the Name, CHRIST, fecins to be transfer’d to fome-
thing elfe befides the Perfen of Chrift himfelt, vz, o
the Church, 5 Cir. xii. 12.  But then I think it is tie
Perfon

<
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Perfon of Ch:ift the Mcdiator that is defigned by the
N:zme, even there, confidered :n his Relation and Union
te his Church. 4; the Bsdy is one, fays the Apoftle, and
. bazh mony Members, end ail the Mm&.r: :f that zne Bady,
~ b:ing manmy, are ene Body ; [o alfe is Chrisd. Thatis, As
a human Body, the natural Body of a I\hn has many
different Members in it, fuppi}ms differcnt. Places, and
ferving to different Purpofes, and all fo united that they
mike up bat cne fingle Body ; o alfe Jesus CarisT
as he {lands related and uxnited te his Church as the glo-
rious Head thereof, has m.a.n) Members in that his myi-
tical fdy, 2nd all are but onc Body united to him the
Hezd : 8o thae it is Chrift himfeif, and not the myftical
Body and Church of Chrift confider’d diftin& tHy from
him, whick the Apodtic calls Chri2. Indeed T know
aof no other CxrisT but the Etcrnal Son of GOD, nor
any thing but himfelf c2W’d by the Name m the 'whole
New ch’.am“nt And fo in the fore-cited Place (Gal.
iv. 1q.; it is the God-Man Meédiator that the Apoftle
calls CHRr3sT ; a1 ha is then faid to be formed in us,
. when we are made Partakers of his Holinefs : That is,
Tre Man Curist Jesus is fpirsrually formed in us.
The Dueryyl, after having faid that we are to undu’-
fand that Place {Gdl. iv. 1g.) as intending the imace
q aind not the Pe rfon of Chnft, as God-Man, goe: on to
fav, ¢ Much lefs can we underftand it of Chrift as the
¢¢ Seed of the \Nom'm, oras Aan.” We are ¢ under-
ftand it ot Chrift /s i5 the Seed of the Woman, and
whs 15 Aifan; but who fays we are to underftand it of
him ar the Seed of the \Woman, or as Mané 'm fure
Mr. IWlitofiedi makes 2o tuch Limitation.  When ous
LORID tells the Scribwe  Wor. it 10.) The S 2 Men
-(thatis, the Man Chutt Jefus) Fas Pevor cn Earth 1o
Sorgive Sins ; is it the fame thing ws if he he. hud Thee
he has Power, as the Son of Mun, to forgive Sint?
Mow, 1 think, from what 1 have fuid it's pmn that this
E‘preﬂlon of Mr. IPMrefield is clear and found eaonghe
B ’{ Are
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And 1 can’t {ee the great Difference between Chrift's
being fpiritually formed, and his bei aritually conceived
in tb% /gmrt. It]!;cms Mr. %x’tqfezig t/h};ught i{ probable,
that when GOD at firft reveal’d to our firft Parents his
gracious Defign of Redeeming and Reftoring fallen Sin-
ners by a Mediator, who for that Purpofe thould becore
Man, and fo be the Seed of the Woman as well as the
eternal Son of GOD, that then, I fay, Eve was enabled
by the Spirit of GOD to have fome faving Apprehen-
fions of this Mediator, and the Way of Salvation thro’
him by Faith ; and that in tkis Sente b. might be faid
to be fpiritually concesved in hey Heart, long before his
human Body was materially conceived in the Virgin
Mary’s Womb. And what mighty Dithiculty is there
dn all this ?

Thus you fee that all the unintelligible Notions and
Abfurdities, as unintelligible as thofe of Barclay where he
Jpeaks of the Chrift witkin (which thc.%m:ﬂ picks out
of thefe Exprefions) do entirely vanith : And the
" Ouerift himfelf is rather chargeable with fuch Barclaian
Notions, when he feems to imagine a Chrift within that
cannot be call’d the Secd of the Woman or the Man
Cbrift Fefus, and thereforc muft be fome other Chriff.

As to thofe other Words relating to the Lor n’s Sup -
per, ¢ The many Souls that are nourifbed weetly by the
“ fpiritual Bedy and Bloud of JEsus CHRIST,. ” Does
not CHRIST himfelf call the outward Signs, which he
inflituted to be made Ufe of in that Ordinance, His
Bedy and Bload in a figurative Senfe? as they were by
his Appointment ‘to be Signs and Reprefentations of his
Body broken and his Blood fhed ? And what great He-
sefy is it in Mr. Whitefield, by way of Explication to add
the Word [Spiritual,] in Oppofition to the Popih Ab-
furdity of Tranfubftantiatim, and call them tbe jpiritual
Bedy and Blosd of Chrift # We all know that the Papifts,
after the Pricft has whifper’d thefe Words, HOC &ST
CORPUS MEUM, el them the real Ideqtical HuB:qu

Y
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Body and Blood of Chrift ; imagining they are aduaily
convertes, or, as they chuf to phrafe it, tranfufffantiated
thersinso :  Mr. Whuteficld upop the contrary, in Oppo-
fition to this Monfter of a Miracle, calls thers the fpiri-
tual Body and Rlsed of “Fefus Chrifi : ‘That is, The body
and Blood of Chrift only in a fpiritual Senfe ; as they,
by divine Inftitution, do exhibite and fignify his Body
and Bloud ; fo that true Believers are noursfhed, not after
a corporal or carnal Manner, but fpiritually ¢y the Body
and Bloed of Chrift in the Ufe of them. And now 1
would afk, By what Rule but that of Contraries docs
the Qxerift fling that Dirt at Mr. W bitefield from this
Expreffion, p. 20. (for he has another Turn a$ it when
his Inventipn has furnifh’d him with fomething new
upon it) afking, ¢ Whether this doth not fayour fcine-
thing of Tranfubftantiation ", You fee it fmeils horribly
of it fure, when it’s diretly. Oppofite to it !

But I have been long enouglhi on thefe Things; pro-
ceed we then to the next, @amely, Mr, #hitefield’s
Sentiments about the Sezond Covenent or Covenant of
Grace, as exprefled in his Letter againft the Book, en-~
titled, $he Whole Duty.of Man. Mr. WWhitefield was very
fenfible how much dcadly Poifon People drink in [rom
plaufible, and feemingly very rcligious Books, which
run all in the Armimian Channel ; or (to ufe his own
Words) are founded on the Arminian Scheme : And
knowing that the Book. aforefaid is ong which moft ef-
feétually and extenfively. fpreads the dangerous Infeélion 3
he therefore, in the moft publick Manner, laudably fet
himfelf againtt it ; encountering with the Prepoffeffions
of many Thoufands,. who. were ftrongly preiudiced in
Favour of the faid Author,.and his Set of Pringiples,

In this Undertaking he pninly attacks the Author’s
Priton Pféuden, Grand. Foundation-Miftake, in his
Nothons concerning the Nature and Plan of the Cove-
nane of Grace, It’s manifeft ta any one that hasa true
and-thresow Kaowdedge of the Trush as i¢ is in Jesve,
o B4 even

\



(24)
even from the Specimen Mr. Whitefeeld has given or that
Author in what he has recited out of him, that he is
unfotind and corrupt in his Notions of the Covenant.
¢ This Second Covenant, fays he, was made with 4dam,
¢ and us in him, prefently after his Fall, and is briefly
¢ cortain’d in thefe Words, Gen. 111, 15. where Gop
¢¢ declares, that the Seed of the Woman fhall break the
“¢ Serpent’s Head ; and this was made up, as the Firft
¢ was, of fome Mercies to be afforded by Gop, and
¢ fome Dhuties to be performed by us.” Now it’s plain
from thefe Words, that, according to this Author, the
Second Covenant is very like the Firft ; it is the very
fame in the general Nature and Tenor of it, viz. a Pro-
mife of eternal faving Favours, upon our Obedience and
Performance of Duties as the Condition ; for it is made
up, as the Pirft was, of théfe two Things, Mercies to
be afforded by Gop, and Dutics to be performed by us;
that is, DO, and LIVE ; or, the Man that dees thefe
Things, thail live by them. Where then is there any
Difference between this, and the firft Covenant ? Why,
here is all the Difference; The firft Covenant perempto-
rily infifted upon a perfe@ and finlefs Obedience wittout
the leaft Defet, as the Condition of Life ; but CHRIsT
has purchas’d by his Mediation, that this Second Cove-
nant only infifts upon our hearty and beft Endeavour to
do our Duty, and accepts of our Repentance, for wh=re-
in we comefhort. ‘This then is the Difference: The
Conditions are of the fame Nature in both, viz. Obe-
dience to the Law ; but the Second Covenant accepts of
a much lower Degree than the Firft: For thus fpeaks
the Author in the next cited Place, ¢ The third Thing
¢ CrrisT was to do for us, was to enable us, or give
« yg Strength, to do what he requires of us. This he
¢ doth, firft, by taking off from the Hardnefs of the
« Law given to Adam, which was never to commit the
¢¢ Jeaft Sin upon Pain of Damration, and requiring of us

“ only an boly arnd hearty Endeavour-to do what we are

¢ able,

’
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“ able, and where =2 fail, accepting of fipcere Repen-
¢ tance.” Here is jut onlv a new moderated Covenant
of Works, for the Cevenant of Grace: And al} the
‘Concern the Mediator has in it, is only to procure thefe
eaficr Terms for us, and give us Strength to fuifil them
if we pleafe: And al the Concern we have with him in
the Cafe, is to thank him for thefe ea{y Terms, and this
Ability ; and fo to fer about woiking for eternal Life,
and look for it on account of our hexr rty Endeavour and
fincere Repentance. What Sort of a Covenant ¢, -race
is this ! how unworthy of GOD ! and centram to the
whole Strain of the Gofpc!~Revelauon ' How fupport-
ing to the guilty Sinner’s Prige againt fubmitting to the
meritorious Righteoufnefs of CHR IsT as his whole ard
only juftifying Rightcoufnefizin. GOD’s Sight ! It re-,
prefents the Great G O D, the“Eternal Sovereign and
adorable Law-Giver, as takmg up with a very cone
temptible Conffideration for the Pardon of our manitold
Tranfgreflions of his awful Law: [t robs the Mediatos
of his Juﬁc{’t Honours ; leads poor perifhing Sinners away
from his infinitely valuable Rightegufnefs to theis owa
Works in its Room ; 3nd fo keeps them in Uabehef
from coming to CHRr1Is1-; and fubyerts the very Foun-
A dations of Lhc Gofpel-Plan for fallen Sinners Salvagion :

It lays a Scheme for this End contrary go the Scheme
which GOD himfelf has izid : . ‘Ard can a Sinner find
Salvation in fuch a way of Oppofition and Difobedience
to the Gofpel of Cxarist? To fay fu, were to fay,
that he may be faved without truly Believing in Chrift,
or Receiving him as he is reveal’d and propos’d. Cbrg/}
1s become of no Effe? unto you, fays the Apoftle, whe
of you are juftified by the Law ; ye are fallen from race,
that is, from the Plan and Scheme of Grace. 'Gal. V. 4.
And yet, all this notwithftanding, how tenderly does
our émrgﬂ deal with this Author and his Do&rine !
Whether the Paragraph that Mr. W bitefield condemns,
Mmay l“)’ aF oundamn for fucha hard Cenfuse, as that he

- owas
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was not a real Chriftian at Heart, or had not fo muc:

as a Head-Knowledge of the Gofpel of Chrift, as Mr.
W hitefield afferts, is what he is at a Lofs to detcrmine.
I prefume every one knows what is the plain Englib of
this Lofs, to determine viz. that he does not belicve, it
lays a fuflicient Foundation for the hard Cenfure, cither
that he was not a real Chriftian, or th:t he had not fo
much as 2 Head-Knowledge of the Gofpel of Chriit.
? >w, tho’ I think we need be at no great Lofs to de-
termine, from the very Paragraph refcr’d to, that the
Author“had not fo ntuch as a Head-Knowledge of the
true Gofpel of Chrift ; yet Mr. Whiteficid does not con-
fine the whele Evidence for this Cenfure to it alcne, as
the Qwersf?, out of his Keen-Edge againtt Mr. Whiteficld
and great Regard to.this Author and his Principles, would
reprefent it : For after a while he quotes another Para-
graph upon the fame Subje@®, as we have feen, which
more fully explains his Senfe in the former. And if
after all, any one will beat a Lofs to determine, whether
the Author had a Head-Knowledye of the true Gofpel ot
Jefus Chrift (as Mr. #hitefreld words it) or not, I fhall
be at no Lofs to determine, That he has not. Is it not
furprizing, that any profefled Prestyterian, cfpecially a
Miniftér of that Denomination, fhould fo vindicate the
Authef of The whole Duty of Man, who grobly corrupts
the-Gofpel of the Grace of GOD, as this Dueriff has
manifeftly done ? He finds the Author fornd ensugh, in
the 16th Paragraph ; and then he fays, ¢ Whether the
¢ next-Paragraph that Mr. Wbiscficld condenins may beae
¢ a favounable Conftruction, we lcave you to judge.

Wel, we fee his generous Inclination to put a favourable
Cenftru&ion upon the Paragraph which Mr. WhitcA-ld
fo highly and juftly condemns : But where are his fu-
vourable Conftru€tions for Mr, Whitefields Paragraphs ?
May not a Perfon of the leaft Reflefticn fee his uncqual
Dealing between the two? and how willing he is that
this Juegal Author's RBeok fhould pafs on witheut Oppo-

fitjon,
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fition, to lead away Souls from the only right Way of
Salvation? Alas! this Legal Strain of, 60 and LIVE
is very near a-kin to the Strain of too many Prcachers
among ourfelves now a-days ; whereby Numbers of un-
happy People are fettled fccurely upon falfe Foundations,
and kept from a vital faving Union with the LORD
Jesus by a true Faith. We have feen how willing the
Querift 1s to put a favourable Conflruétion upon y this
erroneous Paragraph : But there is one Suppofuion oa
which he condemns a Part of it ; p. 15. his Words are,
“ We muft, and do condemn the Author of The whole
““ Duty of Man, for Aflerting that the Second Covenant
‘“ was made with Adam, and us in him, if thercby is
‘“ meant, his being our Publick Head and Surety in the
¢ Second Covenant.” There is not a Word condemn-
ing the Author’s Legal Anti-evangelical Account of the
Sum and Subftance of the Second Covenant, faying,
That it was made up, as the Firft was, of fome Mertcies
to be afforded us by Gop, and fome Duties to be pere
formed by us. f here is not 2 Word condemning, him
for Aflertinz, that Chrift has taken off from the ‘Hard-
nel: of the Law given to Adam, which was, never to
commit the leaft Sin, upon Pain of Damnation, and
requires of us only an holy and hearty Endeavour.to do
whut we arc able, and, wherc we fail, accepts of fincere
Repentance :  He only candemns him for Affecting that
(hc Sccond Covenant was made with Adam, and us in
him, upon this Suppafition, viz. if thereby issmeant his
bcins aur Pubhck Hcad and Surety. But he has taken
fuficicae Care a lictle before this, to clear the Author of
any fuch Mcanisg ; and fo be is not at all condemadd;
but vimdicated. P 14. fays the Queriff, « We frecly
‘¢ graat thag Cht n&jeﬁn #s our Second Adam, our gom-
‘ mon Head and Surety in the Second Coveoant, and
** chat the Firtt 4dem was only a private Bolicver ur

muft come in, or eater into Covoness
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« Hand (if we may fo peak) as weil as we his Pofterity.
¢ And when we read the 16th Paragraph of the Pretace
¢ of that fore-cited Book, we cannot but judge thot the
¢ Author thereot doth fuily own this.”” Now, if inthe
16th Paragraph the Author fully owns tiiis, that Chrift is
our Second Adam, that Chrift is our common Head and
Surety in the Seccnd Covenant, and that the Firit Adam
was only a private Believer or Perfon; then certainiv in
the 17¢h Paragraph he can’t mean that the Firtt daum
is our Publick Hcad and Surety in the Sccond Covenant;
for thefe amount to a dire® Contradiction. And thus
The whale Duty of Man comes off entircly free, without
fo much as one Bx ftrcke : Nav, upon the contrary
Pains is rather taken to preferve its Credit and favourz-
" ble Entertainment in the World, with all the falfe per-
nicic us Do&trine, fubverfive of thc true Gofpel of Chritt,
that is in 1t.

When I read thofe Words in the 16th Paragraph,
they lay no fuch forcible Conftraint upon me, as to ob-
lige me to judge that the Author fully owns that Chritt
is our_common Head and Surety. His Woids are,
“ For tho’ by that Sin of Adam all Mankind were un-
¢ der the Sentence of eternalCondemnation, yet it plea-
“ fed God fo far to pitv our Mifery, as to give us his
¢ Son, and in him to make a New Covenant with us,
 after we had broken :iie Firft.” He fays indeed that

'GOD made a new Covenant with us in CHRIST :
What fort of 2 new Covenant he means, we have teen ;
and what he underftands by GOD"s making this new
Covenant with us in CHRIST, may be pretty plain
from what has been already obfervcd viz. That by his}
Maediation the Hardness of the Firft Covenant, demand-
oéperfe& Obedicnce on Pain of’Damnation, was taken}
and lower Terms obtained. Which I think comes
pretty far fhort of a full owningof Chritt s Surctyihip in
tbe Covenant. The Short of it is juft this: That the
Secomd Covenaas is nochiag but the Firff predty much]®

moderated
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moderated, and firnk lower down ; that this Moderation
of it, wherebv it becomes the Second, or 2 New Cove-
nant, is brought about by the Mediatien of Chrift ; and
in this Scnfe, this New Covenant may be faid to be
made with us, in, or thro’ him. And if this be all that
the Quers/f mezns by the Second Covenant’s being mhde
with us in Ciisiit a Mediator, I cannot but judge that
neither he nor ihis Author fully owns that He is our
common Head and Surety, .

Jut to ccme rearer to the prefent Purpofe : Mr,
Weitcfields Words, at which fo much Offence is taken,
arc thefe, (Let. p. 4. after Lie has recited the Author’s
Words in Paragr. 17, of his Preface) ‘¢ Wb, that is
““ any way enlightencdy canmat but jeg ke falfe Divinity
“ and fundamental Errors of this Pellage 2 For, how can
1t be proved, that the Second Covenant was made with
“ Adam, ¢r that GOD ever. enter’d into any Covenant
“ at all with Man, afier be kad broken the Firff2 It is
““ true, GOD the Father did enter into o Covenant (and
“ that from all Etevnity) with the S.cond Adam, the
“ God-Man, Chrift Fefus, in our firad :-- But it can-
“ not be proved, tiat be made any Sccind Covenant at all
“ with Adam bimfclf, or any of his Poficrity.” And
then, repeating Part of the Author’s Words agair ;
That ¢ GOD did make a Second Covenant with #fdam,
¢ and uvs in him, prefently after his Fall ; and, that this
¢ Covenant is briefly contained in thefe Words, where
“ GOD declares, that the Sced of the Woman fball brusfe
“ the Serpent’s Head ;° he fays, ** But I wenld afk, where
““ any Covenant is contained in thefe IWords;, and how it is
““ madeup, as the Firfl was, of fome Mercies to be afferded
“ by GOD, and fome Duties to be performed byus ¢ Here
“ is a free Gift and Promife of Salvation mads to Adam,
““ but no Covenant : Here is not a Word of any Condition
““ mentioned: No; it was the free Gift of God in Chrift.”

So far as I am zble to find out, there are three Things
here which the Querif? inds Fault with in Mr. Whitefield;

Yiz.
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wiz. His denving that the Second Covenznt is made
with Men, 4dam or 2ny of his Potteritv ; holding that
it was made enly with CHurist the Mediator in our
ftead, 1. . as our Surcty amd Reprefentative: His iay-
1ag there is no Covenant contained :n thofe W ordﬁ,
Tbe Seed of the Wsman foall bruiic 1b: Scepent’s Heod ;
and his fignifying that thefe Words centained only a tree
Promiife without anv Conditton. Hereupen 1t has been
given out thro' the Country by Mr. /f vitefieli®s warm
Oppoicrs, That the Covenant of Grace was run down ;
that Mr. J# lm(ﬁzd deny’'d the Covenant of Grace;
that he wa< 2n dwiinsrmian, and cvenn Thing but good.
Mz I#'5:tefield in his Anfwer upan thi, bubp.d i“c:ks
ﬁ"us, © Yow wremg me, :f yom iouné I am cn Antiremian,

* For vuen 1 fay, GOD made a2 Sccznd Coenant with
o &dam, I mean ns mere than tius, GID) made nz Sec5:d
¢ Lowrnant with Adam in bis awn Porjow in hlalf sf i
“ Peiorize; mer did Maw's /!-.lpua.c w the S.gl‘l f
“ GOD after the Feliy deprud, citber svbelely or in p:nt
 om b1z iSwiy, as Sefece the Fall, 1 Yeecer veads the
< duthor ¢¢ The Whole Dety of Man, widl fimd, that
« }J’l fbﬂ?«l [“&{ml’ ” &

1 behieve it wisl appear prcttv plain to any intclligent
candid Perforn, who fhall read over Mr. /s ;.Ja N
Letter, that when b Gys, It cannot be proved that
GQD made any Secorid Covenant at all with Adam
himielf or any of his Pofesity, he is far from denying
that true Believers have an aftaal and pleadable Right,
in and thro’ Cnir e > to all the buuefits of the New
Covenant ; and fo, is far from denying ti:at GO 1n
that Coenant has engaged himfelf to give them, on
account of the Purchafe of his Son, all the Bletlings con-
tained in it: But thor he only mieans, that GOD mace
no Covenant with us after the Firft, of fuch a kind, or
in fuch a way, as the Author be’s oppoting, imagine< he
étd . That is, that GOD never agreed or mgzch 1nne
the firft time, o give us eteraal Lifc on account ot

Dutu:
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Daties to be performed by us according to our b &
Aailizy.  Sothat, when NMr. Bb:reficld c‘cnm thait ever
GOD made znv Second Covenznt with us, nc takcs
Covenant-mizking n the Legal Author’s Senfe, and in
that Senfe depics 11, and that very 1ftly. His dire®
2rd immediste Cencern was to confute the falfe Notions
ot thr Autior, who erderflands Gop's Covenanting
with Man 2t the P in a very untound Senfe indeeds
an ! *cmr: v, i fuch a2 way of Covenanting, Mr.
17 wi1-6208 denves that GOD enter'd into Covenant with
anv o1 tvilon Men.  Trat this is the Truth of the Cafe,
wiil anpear from what he favs, 2. 5. where, aftes he s
civen the import of that firdt Premife, in which the
Auvthor of TP whle Duty 7 Yan (avs was contained
tot Covenan: wheh Lie imagines GOD made with
A o atter his Fail, he !pcak thus, ¢¢ Herr are ne
# fp ms mentizned en far’s Part at all - And mpbe/m'
€ :rove Fad been 0 Covenant made witH Man, and it
w« .'aﬂ' {een gade up. as the Firfl wvas, of fome Merrzcr ts
©“ e a'f rded & GO D, rndﬁme Dzties te be performed by
“ w5y aias, we eve f all Creatures the moft rmjtmlle § for
€ hem e are mt unier Grace, but ander the Law. ™
From thefe Wards it phinly appears, that he only de-
nies GOIY’s entenng into Covenant with Man lying
| wholiv in the Ruins of his Fall, about his Retovcn,
upon certain Terms which he is lcfe to perform for ehat
| Purpofe : He denies it only in fuch a Senfe in which it
"weuid deftrov the true Nature of the Second Covenant
as 2 Covenant cf Grace, and argue us to be fill under
the Law, and not under Grace.,

Perhans indecd Mr. Bbiteficld had not thorowly con-
fidercd, that there isa very found Senfe in which it thay
be faid without iny Danger, That GOD enters iate
Covenant with Adun firce the Fall, viz. with trac Be-
Jicvers, culy in and thro' Chrif; which might be the
bcmﬁon of his leaving fo much Room for one that
‘hada Mind to do fu, to find Fault and oppofe i:im :

But
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But then it’s plain, that it is not in this found Senfe
that he denies it : For he all along in that very Letter,
maintains the Things which neceflarily infer, that Be-
lievers are fo in Covenant with Gob : As when he fays,
‘That ¢ GOD the Fither enter’d into a.Cevenant, with
““ CHRIST FESUS in our flead,” that is, As our
‘Surety and Reprefentative ; and thercfore, in the fame
Sentence, he calls him the Second Adam: W hich pub-
lick Headthip and Suretithip of Chrift, as the Queris
himfelf obferves in his 3d Query upon this Head, proves
that the Covenant may be truly faid, to be eftablifhed
and made with Believers, in him.  Again, he refutes
the Doctrine of the Author of The whele Duty of Man,
from this abfurd Confequence of it, That ¢ them we
““ are not under Grace, but under th¢ Law ;’ and what
1s it to be under Grace, but to be ilﬁercﬂcd in a Cove-
nant of Grace? Again he fayvs, *“ The whole Law is as
$¢ much in Force age:nfl us, as 1t was againft Adam, be-
$¢ fore we believed in Chrift ;”’  which clearly implics,
that when a Sinner belicves in CHR 151, then, and not
till then, he is freed from the law as a Covenapt of
Works, and is in a Covenant of Pcace with GOD.
And a little after, he fays, * Upsn account of that Righ-
““ teoufmefs (of Chrift) imputcd to us, and recerved by Faith,
““ and not on our hearty End:avour or Repentance, are we
“ accepted by GOD :”* W hat is this but for Belicvers ta
be received into Covenant thro’ Chrisl @ And again he
fays, ** But before this Faith, we cannot be fard to bave
““ an actual Interefl in the Bencfiss of Chriff's Purchafe :
A plain Indication, that Believers, and they only, have
an a&tual Intereft in the Covenant of Grace. Thus it
is manifeft, that Mr. #hitefield maintains the very
Thing, viz. Believers being in Covenant with GOD
thro’ CHRIST ; tho’ he does not ufe the very Wards,
And therefore, 1t’s very uncandid in the Queryd, to deal
w:th him here as he has doae.

A
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- And there are other Divines (and they are no Anti-
acmians neither) that don’t hold it to be a very proper
Way of Speaking of the Covenant of Grace, to fay,
That GOD matkes it with any mere Man ; or that there
is any Condition, of Faith itfelf, in it on Maw's Poart :
But think it the mott juft and fafe Way of Explaining
ity to fiy,. That it was wholly made with CHRIST in
the bebalf of the Eleél, as their Publick Head and Repre-
Jentatie. Moft modern Orthodox Writers, but not all,
chufe to fpeak of it, as a Covenant extirely diftinét from
the Covenant of Redemption, tho flowing from it and
franded uper: it ; and call Faith the Condstion of it, in-
afmuch as it has fo far the fufpending Nature of a Con-
dition, as that a Sinner has nnt an a&ual Intereft in the
| Benefits of the Covenant until he is joined to CHRIST
by Believing. Now, tho’ for my own Part, I lock
upon this latter to be the beft and moft fuitable Method
of Explaining the Covenant of Grace, becaufe I think
it the meft agreeable to the Scripture-Way of Speaking
of it; yet I think thofe as found in the Faith, who
chufe the other Wazy of Explaining it. For, although
they will not allow Faith to be call’d a Condstion of the
Covenant of Grace, yer they freely allow all that the
others defign or defire by giving. it the Name; viz.
‘That every true Believer is actually intereficd in all the
Benechis of the Covenant; and that none are aGually
interefted in, or entitied to thefe Benefits, until they are
actuzal Believers ; and that Faith is, as it were, the In-
itrument whereby the Soul apprehends and reccives

' CHRri1sT with all his Benefits,
~ Again, the others as freelv grant to them what they
defire-to fecure by denving Faith the Title of 3 Condition;
as, thar Fairth Joev not intereft us in New-Covenant-
Hemefirs barcly asit is un A& er Qualification in us; or
on the account of any Worthinefs in itfelf ; neither is
it edected or produced in us by our own Strength, but
by the almighty Power of GOD, &¢. They arc like-
C wifc
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wife-agreed ot bothdides, that there is an etcrnal Agree-
ment between GOD the Father and the Son in behalf
of the Ele&t, ‘xherein th: Son bears the Part of their
Surety and Ccvenant-Head., To be brief: There is an
entire Agreement in Things, and the Difference is only
“in Words ; and all the Difpute between them, refolves
itfelf at laft, merely, into.this, IPhich is the fitte/t Way
for Explaining tic fame Things 2 And if this be all, then,
I think, the Conteft ncedn’t be fo very hot. I know
there are wretched Antinomians upon the unconditional
Side ; and what then ! So therc are wretched Arminians
upon the conditional Side. And I fear, more than care
barefacedly to appear. ,
. And now, upon the Whole, I fay, Altho’ Mr. /¥bite-
field thouid deny the Propriety or Satenefs of thefc 1erms,
even in their found Senfe, of GOD’s Entering into Co-
venant with Man, a Covenant which contains a. Con-
dition in it on Man’s Side, while he holds and maintains
all the Things intended by thefe Terms ; where would
be the great Herely ¢ or the Foundation for all that
mighty Out-cry we have heard fo loud of late, that the
Covenant of Grace was deny’d, and run down? And
yet, I fee not that he is chargeable with fo much as this;
but it appears plain to me, That he {peaks about Gob’s §
Covenanting with Man upon Terms and Conditions, in a | -
~ wery éad unfound Serfe, in which the Author, whom he
is,oppofing, underftands it: And, fo, very juftly denics
the very Thing : And all that he can be reafonably found
apy Fault with for, is, that he did not take Ci.e to
diftinguith, and fhew in what Senfe the Terms migit
be admitted.
As for the Queries propofed upon this particular Head,
I like the Doltrines and Reafonings contained in thera
well enough : But then I believe any careful confiderate
Reader will fee from what I have faid, that they con-
clude nothing againft Mr, /hitefield, but that they are
fighting merely with @ Man of Stiaw in his ftead. And

i therefore
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thercfore I pafs on tothe next Particular, Mr. M ditefiold's
denyinyz that any Covenant is contain’d in thefe Worde
of GOD to our firlt Parents, The Seed of the HWoman
il bruife the Serpent’s Head. Says Mr. W bireficld,
““ [ would oft where any Covenant is contained in thefe
“ Jords ?” And prefently again, * Here is a free Gift
““ aud Promife of Salvation made to Adam, oxt nc Cove-
¢ nant.”  The Qwery upon this Head (p. 18. of the
Querifts) is, *“ Was not here, befides a Promife of Sal-
¢¢ yation thro’ Chrift, fo alio the Promife of Chrift hima
‘¢ felf to be a Saviour and Covenant of the Pcople here-
“* in included and primarily intended ? *

The Affirmative of this Query concludes nothing a«
caint Mr. /#bitefield : For he does not mean that thote
Words don’t contain a Revelation of the Covenant of
Grace to Man, and a more dark Difcovery of the Na-
ture of it ; but that they don’t contain a Second Coves
nant as enter’d into and made with 4dam, and that, fuch
a Kind of Govenant as the Author of The whole Duty of
Men finds in them. This is clearly his Intent from his
whole Scope.

In the laft Place (upon this Subject) when Mr. W hite-

eld tells us, That in thofe Words aforefaid, there is
a free GGift and Promife made to Adam, withouta Word
of a Condition mentioned 5 it is plain (according to what
has been alreadv obferved) that he intends, there is no
Conditisn in the Legal Senfe of it. And is it not an
invidious Refle@ion to fligmatize him as an Antinomiasn,
when, in the mean time, he fully grants and maintains
all that can be rightly intended by allowing Faith the
Place of a Condition in the New Covenant? As when
he ays (Lot p.7.) ¢ And then that Faith, if true, will
““ work by Love: But before this Faith, we cannot be [aid
“ to bave an aliual Intereff in the Benefits of Chriff's
““ Purchafe.” Here he aflerts, as fully as fo manyWords
can well do ity the fufpending Nature or Place of Faith;
and affures us, That Faith, if-true, will work by Love;
: Ca that i,




(36)

that is, will furely produce, from a Principle of Love,
the Fruits of holy Obedience : So that, if this be what
the .%ieriﬂ means by confequent Condition (p.19.) I'm
fure Mr, Whitefield fufficiently allows it. Does he not,
in many Places of his Writings, fully vindicate himfelf
from the unjuft Charge of wild Antinomian Notions ;
and particularly in his Sermon upon, What think ye of
CHRIST ? '

But it’s high Time to proceed to the pext Head of
Complaint, (Quer. p. 20.) which is Mr. Whitefield s
faying concerning our LORD’s Commiffion to his A-
poftles to Baptize, (Serm. wvol. 2. p. 128.) *¢ Ths’ we
““ tranflate thefe Words, Baptizing them in the Name ;
““ yet as the Name of God, in the Lord’s Prayer, and fe-
““ weral other Places, fignifies his Nature, they might as
“ well be tranflated thus, Baptizing them into the Na-
¢¢ ture of the Father, into the Nature of the Son, and
‘¢ into the Nature of the Holy Ghoft. ”

- What the Querif? firft finds Fault with here, is Mr.
Hhitefield’s faying, that the Name of GOD-fignifies his
Nature, in the LORD’s Prayer. Whether, do fo there
or not, it’s evident that in other Places of fcripture, it
' fignifies GOD himfelf, or the Divine Nature. As Exad.
xxiii, 21. where GOD fays of the Angel that was to
so before the Children of Jfrael, (which was none other
than the Angel of the Covenant, CHRrisT JEsus)
My NAME is in him. So Deut. xxviii. §8. That thou
mayf? fear this glorious and fearful NAME, (that is, this
glorious and adorable Being) THE LORD THY GOD.
Pfal. ix. 10. They that know thy NAME (that is, Thy
NATURE, as thou haft revealed thyfelf) will put their
Truft in thee. And I fee no great Error in faying that
the Nume of GOD fignifies his Nature, or,GOD himfelf,
in the Lord’s Prayer ; tho’ it does not there fignify that
only, but alfo all fuch Things whereby he makes him-
felf known. Again fays the Queriff, < What can bc
‘¢ mecant by baptizing Men into the Nature of the Fa-

‘¢ ther,
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““ ther, 8:c. unlefs # be regenerating Men ? If fo, can
‘“ one Man regenerate another ? How then could this
‘“ Commiffion be fulfilled ? If the Prieft can fulfil this
¢ Commiffion in this Senfe of it. why may not ke as
 well turn the Bread and Wine in the other Sacrament
“ intc the true Body and Blood of Chrift? > But why
all this Hafte ? Certainly nothing was farther from Mr.
IWhitefield’s Thoughts, than that Men could aQually
. baptize: others into the Nature of the Father, of the Son
and Holy Spirit ; or, that every baptized Perfon was
aGually baptized into the Nature of the Father, &c.
His very next Words (which, it feems, the Queriff could
not jee) are thefe, ** And confequently, if sve are all to be
““ baptized into the Nature of the Holy Ghofl, ere our
¢ Baptifm be cffeltual to Salvation, it is evident, that
““ we all muf} actually receive the Holy Ghoft, ere we can
 fay, we truly believe in “fefus Chriff.” So that he
only means, That Baptifm, which Chrift appointed to
be 2z ftanding Ordinance in his Church among other
Things, fignifies and holds forth Regeneration and
Sanctification by the Holy Spirit; which St. Peter calls
a Partaking of the Divire Nature ; and that thisSigai-
fication of the Ordinance was difcover’d by our Lor D
in the very Words he ufed, as they might be rendered,
when he commiflion’d his Apoftles to adminifter it. |
Chrift’s Words to his Apoftles upon that Occafion, ac-
. cording to Mr. Whitefleld, may be paraphrafed to this
Purpofe ; as if he had faid, ¢ Go ye, and all your Succef-
¢ fors in the ordinary Gofpel-Miniftry to the End of the
* World, and (as one Part of your Office) adminifter
¢ the Ordinance of Baptifm, without Diftin&ion of
¢ Nations; which Ordinance I appoint (as for other
¢ Ends, fo likewife in particular) to be a Sign and Af-
¢ furance of Sinners being renewed after God’s Image,
¢ and made Partakers of the divine Nature by the holy
Spirit ; and therefore 1 dire& you to difpenfe it in
thefe Words, Into the J\(i':zmc’af the Fathcr, of the Som,

> 3 ¢ and
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¢ -and of the Haly GE:f2, that fo, thé Name fitly fienify-
¢  ing the Nature, this Defign of the Ordinance mav

always be unportcd it. the very Form of Adauniftra-

¢ tion.” And hence Mr. h"%:.:jx 4 infers, that all trug
Felievers in Chrift, thofe in whom the Ends of their
BRapufin are' actually anfwered, in cverv Aze of the
World, have actually received the Holv Ghu:} in his
fanciifying Operations :  Which was the Thing to be
provad, ©iz. That the Holy Gboft in his powerful
tasctifving Operations, is the Priviiege of 2! true Chri-
ftians now as wcll os in the tirft Azes of Chriclauity,
I have given a fair impartial Reprefentation of the (,nt,
and let the World judee, if there is any thing in alithis
that makss fuch an amniputent Prictt as the “).m' 1/t pre-
tends thereds, -

This Author in the next Place (p. 21/ quarrels with
thefe Words in the fame Ss.rmo.\, [ I ol. 2. p 1357.]
¢ For necwithdanding y:u are all o fnk ints th:- Natire
“Cof the B:q/f and D valy yei if ywn traly bolfiece in
« fcﬁu Chrift, yox foell receive the quickring Spivit pro-
““ mifed i 1he Text, and oc reflired ta the vlormus L:l;u By
¢ of the Sors of GOD.”

Hereupon he queries, *¢ Doth not Mr. Whiteficid 1n
¢ this Claufe fccm to make true Faith an anteccicnt
¢¢ Conditicn to Men in the State of Nature, to be per-
““ formed by them in order to reccive the quickening
< Spirit? May not a dead Man walk as cafy as this? ”
And < If we muﬁ truly believe ere we can recvive the
“ quu,kmng Spirit, are we not left to our own Strenath
“ in the firft and moft difficult Step ? > But arter all
thefe Queries, I think it’s plain cnbugh that by recciv-,
ing the quickening Spirit promifed in the Text, Mr.
Whitefield here underftands the Receiving him as an in-
dwelling Spirit of Confolation, and vital Influence,
qu:ckemm and animating the Soul in the Ways of Re-
ligion by his precious Communicatiors: For thus it is

that he b promifed in the Text. (Fofvil 38, 39.)
And

*
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And furely,. Sinness muit. firft be united to Chrif by
Faith, before they can thus recaive, or be privilezed
with the Holy Spirit. This fixed Courfe (as I may terrh
Jt, of fan&ifving Influences of the bleffed Spirit, com-
‘mences with the Soul’s Unioi to Chrift by Faith. As
well may the Branch live and bear Fruit fcxer d from
me Vine ; as well may the Mcmbers live and perform
taeir feveral Offices without Unicn to the Head, as the
boul thus live and have the Spirit of God, before it is

united to Chrift by Belne\mg And therefore favs St,
Paul, After ye behieved in bim, ye were Jealed with the
£1sh Spivit of Promife {that is, the Hely Spirit which
(.hnt} jcfus promifed to thofe that fhould believe) which
is the Larnefl of our Inberitance, ¢, Eph. L 13, 14
And yet, all this, I hope, no way infers that we are left
to our own Strength in the firft and moft difficule Step;
1hat tree Faith in Chrift is a Creature of our own, and
not of the Operation of GOD. And as little is it Mr,
H-o:sefueld’s Opxmon that it is fo. Does he not fay in
tne very next preceeding Page, *“ And bowever often we
“ have repaated cur Creed, and toid GOD, We believe
¢“ in the Holy Ghott, yet if we bave not ba’ seved in bim,
“ foas to be realv unitcd ts JEsus CHRIST by bim, we

< “have 10 wmore Concord with Jesus CHRIsT than Relial
 himjelf #”  Does not Mr. Fhitefield in thefe Words
aflert, in the ftrongett T'erms, that Sinners being favingly
united to Chritt is only bv the Holy Ghoft? Buc then,
in Scripture-Language, they are not faid to receive the
Holy Ghott, until they are actually united to Chritt ;
that is, until they truiy believe on him.  It’s true, it is
enough for our Author to fay, that Mr. Whiteficld con-
“tradiéts himfelf; but I prefume, the impartial Reader

will fee that tbcrc 15 no Contradition at ail.

'The next Patlage which the Querif} takes Notice of,
appears indeed to be exceptionable. Mr. Whitefield ﬂata
the Third Gcnaa.l Head on his Sermon, in thefe Words,
..4 . ' < 'V’.o
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viz. © To preduce fem: driunents to provz, 777y we wud
S be mew Creatures, ir: s1der iy qualify us for being javing y
“ iu Chrift.” {Serm. v:l. 1. )ﬁ. far beimg Jrving

‘Thefe Words implv, that anc.'s muft be regenerated
before they can be favirgly in Chrift, as an anizuedentiv
ncceflary anlxﬁcauon for that Purpofc ; whereas they
go beth Hand in Hand equally sogetaer: A Scuiis tien,
and not uil then, truly recencrated, when it is enabied
truly to belicve in Chriff, 2ad ther onl- it is, that 23s
favingly in Chrift. So that we muft (e rainiv, indeed,
be New Creatures it we are i» Cmy.’- But 1t cannot be

juftly faid, That we maft be ‘» w Crecture: :n evder t2
sur being in Chrifl, or, 13 qmm/ ¥ us fer 12, The Words
as Mr. %rtaﬁdi in b; Anfwer, allows them to be alter-
ed, ars moft found aid unc\ccpuon.;blc, viz. ‘e
e wyf be wew Creatures in crder ts quaitly us for Lvimg
e etcmally with Chri2.” But it feems an unpardenable
Fault witd the Queryl, that Mr. BB tefield thould ever
contradi& any of his former Expieflions which are not
thoroughly ound :  Ctherwife he would, furciy, have
been fo $ar from improviag it to his Dilidvantage, that
&e would hﬂ much pleafed to find him afterwards
condemnip ¢ in Archbifhop Tii/:tfem, wirich he
(the Quersft thmks to be of the (amc Purport.

This Sermon, in which this Paffage i5, was among
Mr. Writefield's firft Sermons, betore he was fo clear in
§ the Dodkrines of Grace ; Iremember I yead it near three

Years agone : And hence, tho’ the Scope and Subftance

ofitis excpcdmg gocd, there are fome very cxc*pnombxc

Paflagesin it, particularly near the End:. And c..c plain-

ly unfound, in p. 18. where he makes renew:..z Grace

thc in Canfequent of the mere Endeavour. oT?)'iiu-

" fal i earneft and conltant. WHhy did not the

v !um_. take Noticcof this  Himfelf beft knows whe-

ther it be_becaufe it is agreeable fo his own Sentimengs

or not. It’s plain that the Strain of Preaching of feve-
ral amongft us, is very agrocable tc this Do&’r]s_;c

cy
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They dor’t faithfully inform People, that there is no
certain :nfaliist= Cunnexion between their bef Endea- |
vours while in 2 matural §tate, ard their obtaining the )
faving Mcorev 202 Grace of GUD. Sofarfrom this, !
that thev offer them Dite@ions te the Performance of o
particula® Duties and Means, in fucha Mznncr, as may ‘
lzave them witnout any Fear of the Want of Succets ;
and io the poor Peonle are fettked on their Lees, xnd fixed
on the Buitom of bc!t-Rwhtcoufncb, reitng in their own
Erdeavours and ,rciigious Performances, without ever
gerting Reft to their Souls in Jefus Chrit by Believing. <
It 1s indced true, ihat Sinners cannot cxpe&, with any
Reafon, to ecet with faving Mercy in the Way of a
carclels Negledt of God's appomted Mans. Itislikewife -
true, that theic is a 2losdous Hope fet beiore them in the
Golpel, fuffcient ma?r?gaga and encourage them moft
carneftly to feek God’'s faving Mercy 11 the Way of
thoic Means.  But thea, there is no Certainty to any
Sinnerduntil be is really in Chrift, a regenerate Believer.
But I mhuit not infift lunger upon chis here; only, I could
with that 31l our Minifters did but as fully and taitbfuily
contradié and oppofe this Error of Mr. Whitefield in
this Sermn, in their Preaching, as Mr. #bsteficld hin-
€if now does. In the firft Sermon that ever I heard
bim preach, he fpoke in dire@ Oppofition te it :- Asz2lp
in fundryv cther of his Sermons which I have heard. 1
hkewnfe converfed with him t that Do&rine, to
SQatisfaction.  And as to the F which the Queri#
bere takes Notice of, I'm: fure it is very foreign from
Mr. IPbrtefield’s prc(cxx! Way of exprefing himfelf.

In the next Place, a< to Mr. Wbitefield's calling
“ Prayer, FaftiRg, Hearing and Reading the Word of
God, recerving the Sacrament, &9¢c. Means, and clieatial
ones 120 ;" I think Proteftant Divines generally kold,
at the carelefs habitual Negle@ of them, by Perfons
pahle (both in refpect of Age andOppommty) of

g them, is dagpnable, and mconfifient with true

Chriftianity :
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Chriftmnity : And if they are ¢ffential in fuch Circum-
ftances, fo as that a Perfon in thefe Circumiftances who
habitually flights, and carelefsly negleés them, -cannot
be a true Chriftian ; why then might not Mr., Whitcficld
call them ¢ﬂ'mtzal without the Reflectien of Popih
Disle& ? But any thing that can afford any colourabic
Pretext for caﬁmg u%aptﬂ upon him, muft be im-
proven for the Purpo

Agm the Qg«r _ﬂ ( p. 22.) takes Notice of a Pafl. urc

n the fame Sermon, /ol. 1. p. 16. where Mr. W bitefi: 4
is ;uﬁly {peaking againft fuch as content themfelves w.i
the Attainment of fome moral Virtues as fufficient to
Salvation:: The whole Paragraph, in which the Kxpref-
fion exceptad againdt is, runs thus, ¢ Chr {/-'m NIty 1
¢ odudes Mborality, as Grace does Reafon; but if we are
 aaly mere Mralg/h, if we are not inwardly wrougt

changed by the powerful Operations of toe
¢ mswn, and our meral Attiens proceed from a Prin-
* .ciple of a mew Nature, bowever we may call ourfelves
¢ Ghrifians, it is to be fear'd w. fhall be found naked at
“ the great Day, and-in the Number of thofe, wbo vainly
8 depend on.their owm Rightesufnefs, and net on the Righ-
 teoufuafs of [ efus Cbrbj?, imputed 12, and mlurmt in

S therm, as neceffary to their eternal Salvation.’

In thefe lat Words of this Paragraph Mr. Whiteficit
fecms plainly deﬁgnmg to comprehend much in few
Words ; and theref ing to.exprefs the indifpenfible
chﬁity, beth of an twa.rd impted uﬁlf)mfr Righ-
scoufnefs, and an inward fandifying R:bhteoufnefs, in
erder ta, etornal Salvation, be’ incdudes both under the
fame Denomination, of the Rngrmy}ze‘r of Fefus Chrift;
inafmuch as the former is propqu is Righteoufncfs
whigh he has wrought without y& - and the other he
produces and effeils in us. think. there nced be
no great Charge kaid againft him {or chig
Aathor of the Duerifis feems [
o underiland both.the smpased and :
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of one and the fame Righteoufnefs of Chrifft. "‘However,’
it’s a certain and unportant Truth, that this inberene
Righteoufnefs is not to be joined with the imputed Righ-
teoufnefs of CFy 7/f in our Dependance for-Salvation :
And thercfore, Mr. Whitefield’s W ords here, according
to their ftri@ grammatical Conftruction, connc&mg the
? Word, deperd, both with the imputed and the inderent
Rmbtcorz_/m:/s ¢f Corift, are not to be windicated. But
| then T think, his Error'here was rather in the Way of
l Exprefling Iumﬂ.‘t than in Sentiment ; Mor his Defign
feems to be only thic, to inform his Hearers thut their
own moral Virtues would not do for their Salvation ;
but thev inuft have the meritorious Righteoufnefs of Chrift
1mpu? ed ts ths m, and likewife renewing Grace and Sanc?i-
ﬁmnm wretight in them, as the Sprmg and Principle of
thefie Virtues,  For tho® the latter is ot neceflary to-
wards eternal Salvation in the fame Order with the
former, viz. as a procuring entitling Caufe; yer, it's
2lio md:fpenﬁhh neceﬂ'ary, as an Antecedent to a Con-
fequent, as a neceffary Qualification to make a Sinner’
capable of, and fit tor eternal Salvation. It likewife
neceflarily znd immediately follows upon the Imputation
of Chrift's Righseoufnefs to the Soul. Thss, lfay, feems
to be Mr, Iﬂmeﬁcld’s reid Scopé-and Intent in the Phce,
tho’ it be not very fitly worded for that fe: And
hence he fays in his Anfwer, < To avoid &ll Miftakes,
“ I would exprefs fpyfelf in this Manner, --- #be have
“ weither Chrift's Righteonfnefs imputed to ‘be;nfr their
* Tuftification in thi Bight, nor Folinefs wronght in their
“ Souls as the Confequence of that, in order fo mh them
“ meet for the Egoyment, o GOD ” .
- But to roceed' Vol. 1 9. Mr. Whitefeld, fpeak-
ing of that great Branch o S'lf denial which con ftsin
Anmmg chicfly-and fingly at the Glory and Honour of
GOD 1n what we do, fays, ' ks z- my Brethren,
that diftinguifes :Hw Chriftian from tbt mere M-
F ralif} Mforml'ny'oﬁr 5 and sobuch alone can rewder

66
nx
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% any of our Attions z:ceptadle in GOD's Sizh.> . Upon
this, our Author’s firft Head of Queries is, ¢ Whether
“ Men may not aim at God’s Glery in thofe Altions
¢ donc in 2 blind Zcal? And may not fome fuch deny
¢ themdelves, in giving up their own Underftandings ,

s and Wills, believing and a&ing as the Churcn, or
¢ their Guides do? Are fuch A&ions, when contrary
““ to Rule, acceptable merely upon Account of a good
« Aim?!” Now I would query, Whether there is the
leaft Ground afforded in thefe Werds of Mr. Whitefic!l,
for all, or any of thefe Queries 7 Is there any thinz in
them contrary to what thefe Queries contend for ?
What a grofs (not to call it wilful) Impofition is it then
upon unwary Readers, to propofe fuch proper Querics,
to induce them to think, that Mr. Whiteficld maintains
that 2 bad A&ion is acceptable and pleafing to GOD
merely upon Account of a gead Aim ? But, it feems, an
Inve&ive muft come in againft his Zeal, as blind, tho’ it
thould be brought in broad -fide, rather than mis. And
there muft be a Hint for People to fufpect him as a rané
Papift, (a Jefuit I fuppofe) encouraging implicite Faith
and blind Obedience, Pcople’s Following the Church
- and their Guides blindfold; which Do&rine is 2 main

Tenet and Pillar of Popery. For what other Ends are ’

thefe Queries brought in here? Again, what a very
fair and favourable Interpretation does our Author put
upon thé Words, in a Secend Pair of Queries: He
reprefents Mr. Whitefield asyprociaiming that the Good-
nefs of our Aim in our Afions is the Caufe, yea, the
alone Caufe or Reafon of their being acceptable in God's
Bight ; and fo, wholly excluding the Merits of Chrift
from having any Intereft therein, It is really an infu-
perable Diﬁ'xcult{ to me, to know what to make of this
Glofs upon the Words, other, than a down-right wil-
ful Perverfion of them contrary to their obvious and
krmmwn Intent : § appeal to every confiderate impartial

Reader, whether this be not the plain and cafy Seafe of
the

.
'
~

{
;
§
\
I



e e e ———.

(45)

the Wordsy viz. That not any, even the beft of our Ac-
tions can be acceptabie in God’s Sight, unlefs we chiefly
aim at his Glory. And it might not be amifs for this Au~
thor once ferioufly to think, and afk himfelf, Whether
he did not believe in his own Confcience, that shis was
really Mr. Whitefield’s Defign in them? and, in the
next Place, Whether he has dealt juftly by him in the
Senfe he has put upon them to the World ?  If he thinks
he has dealt honeftly enough, becaufe they are capable
of that pernicious Senfe ; I would afk, if they are not
as well capable of this good Senfe? and was he fuch a
Stranger to Mr. IWhitefield’s Doétrine, as that he could
think, that he excluded the Merits of Chrift from being
any Caufe at all of our Aclions being acceptable to
GOD ? -- Mr. Whitefield fays of this Paflage, in his
Anfwer, ¢ It fhould be, And without which, any of our
“ Aftions cannot be acceptable in God’s Sight.”” The Ex-
preflion as it is, is eafy enough to be underflood in this
Senfe ;- but he fays, it fhould be thus, becaufe this Way
of it more effeCtually cuts off all Handel for Cavilling.

Here the Queriff takes Leave of Mr. Whitefield,s Ser-
mons ; and, p. 23. falls upon his Journals. And firft,
vpon p. 20. of wel. 1. where Mr. ¥hitefield, fpeaking of
{fome Military Men belorging to the Church of Scotland
who feemed very willing to Conform, makes this Re-
flection upon it, * Fhat a Pity is it, that Chriff’s
“ feamlefs Coat fbould be rentin Pisces on account of Things
““in themfelves purely imlig»t ! A

Now, I can fee nothing ftrange or furprizing at all
in thefe Words, that fhould engage any one to quarre]
with Mr. Whitefield, more than with any other Member
of the Church of England: We all know that heisa
Minitter of that Church ; and fo, it fcems, looks upon
their Cerethonies inWorthip, asThings merely indifferent,
which may be lawfully either ufed or not ufed. This
feem} to be the gencral Opinion of thofe of that Com-

jnunion
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munion concerning them ; and therefore they look upon
it a great Weaknefs in others, confcientiw[fy to difufe
them, and fet up a feparate Communion upon the Ac-
count of fuch Things, rather than comply with them,
I cannoe, indeed, look upon feveral ot their Inttitu-
_ #ions as lawful and indifferent, which they fuppofe to
“be fo; and therefore, could not comply to obfcrve and
ufe them ; neither can I agree with their Lpifcopal
Church - Government, nor their Doétrine of the
Churches Authority to decree Rites and Cciemonies,
and make new Terms of Communion, which JEsus
CHRIST never made, *and fome other Things: But
then fure, Mr, Whitefield is not impofing any of thefe
Things upon us: The great Scope and Defign ot his
Miniftry, is to bring poor perifhing Souls favingzly ta
Curist: He labours more to convert them to GOD
than to 2 particular Party: He loves all good Mcn,
where-ever he finds them, of whatever Denomination,
whether Qonformifts or Non-Copgformifts ; and holds
and fweet Fellowfhip with them, notwith-
ftanding their different Sentiment; in fome Things,
And this is cettainly a truly noble and Chriftian bpmt
We cannot well expeét that all the fincere Children of
GOD will be exaétly of the fame Scntiments in every
‘Thing, in this prefent State of Imperfeétion, but they
may differ fe far, as to render it impraticable that they
fhould be all of one Church-Communion ; and theic-§
fore, we ought to bear with one anothers Weaknefics,
and not count them as Heathen Men-and Publicans, juit
Becaufe they are not throughout of our own 1)imenfion-;f
we fhould behave towards them as our Brethren in
Chrift, as being all Children of the fame Father, and
Heirs togcther ot the Grace of GOD. And this is ali
the Catholicifm and Unios that I know of, on kagt a
mongft us, - which this Author reprefents in fuch
frightful View in his 2486 Page ; moft fulely fuggeit
as tho’ Bebel was going to be built again, by Autinomi

ans
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ans, Arminians, Calvinifts, and Eutherams, all joining
together to make up ane Community or Church, while
each Party ftill- adheres to their different Scheme -of
Principles. And here Mr. Whitefield bears the fine
Character of a Hot-beaded Empyrick, admininfiring
whole Pounds of Babel-Bigotry to cure them of their
Party-Bigotry. Alas! does not this Author. fccm to
have been under the Influence of a worfe Empyrick,
upon whofe Advice he fwallow’d whole Pounds o
Gall and Bitternefs, which he fo plentifully cafts up
again:  For prefently after this, thofe Minifters of our
own, who are moft carneftly labouring for the Reftara~
tion of true experimental and vital Religion amongft us,
which is fo far gone ; and confequently, favour and
etteem Mr. Whitefield as a faithful and ufeful Servant of
the LORD CHRYsT in the fame Service ; are called
raw unffable Novices, with umtyrned Cakes. You may.
judge, if thefe be not very madeft brotherly Compli-
ments. I fhall take no farther Notice of them than to
obferve, that this is the very Treatment which the
zealous S¢rvants of CHR 1sT have always reccived from
thofe that hated them. Thus that truly Excellent Man
of GOD, Mr. Robert Trail, obferves, That ¢ it was
‘“ ufual with the Arminianizing Now-Conformifis in his
¢ Day, to vilify and contema the others for their Few-
‘ nefs, Weaknefs, and Want of Learning, ” ia his
Letter, entitled, A Virdication of the Proteflant Datirine
oncerning Fufiification, and of its Preachers and Prof: /-
fvi's from the unjujl Charge of Antinominianifm. “This
s no new Argument; it is almoft always made ufe ot
by thofe who are warm upon the wrong Side of a Caute.
Says the great Mr. Brudbury (fpeaking of thofc who
give into the Arian Hercly, in lus Alyflery of Godlinejs,
p-8qg.) ¢ That they go on with this Difdain of thofe
“* tzt will not follow them, as Mcan of no critical
““ Learning, no generous Principles, no folid Ré-fop ;
“ is notorieus from their Books agd all their Converfa-

¢ tion.



(48)

“¢ tion. Thus they caft abroad the Rage of their Wrath.
And 3 little after, he fays, ¢ I had rather be among
‘* thofe whom thefe polite People defpife for AMadmen,
¢ Esthufiafs, and whatever they pleafe to call them,
¢ than be like Leviathan, a King over the Children
¢ Pride. I could have no Envy at fuch as fob com-
“ plains of ; No doubt ye are the People, and Wijdom
¢ Ball die with you. ‘Tho’ he fpeaks the very Thought
¢ that fome Perfons have of themfelves; yet ’tis nof
“ much to their Advantage, when he adds, 7 am as on
¢ mocked of bis Neighbour, who calls vpon GOD and he
¢ Bears bim ; the juft upright Man is laughed to fcorn.”
This Author wou’d have the World belicve, that
thefc raw unftable Novices, with an idolizing Crowd,
have come happily over their Scruples in the Points of
Coqformity ; and yet not contented with ating ac-
cordingly for themfelves, they are very aétive in over-
turning the Conftitution, Order and Difcipline of the
Church of Scotland. Al this I affert to be a falfe Slan<
der; and I hope I may be allow’d to fpeak the Truth’
" in Self-Defence. Wife Men formerly did fuffer Fools
ghdly, feeing themfelves were wife. Mr. Hbitefield,
agreeable to his Opinion concerning the Church Cere-
monies, asThings in themfelves of an indiffcrent Nature,
fometimes ufes and at other Times difufes them, as he¢
judges moft expedient: And hence this Author fus
without the leaft Shadow of Reafon, that he is 1
great Danger of falling into a perfe&t Indiffcrency :i
fome main Points ; and fo of being prepared to t
Roman at Rome, if a fare Gale drives him there;
shen prefently gives it out, as tho’ a great Number &
mong us had a&ually given up fundamental Truths, #
well as ftanding Judicatures, good Conftitutions, Scrt
ture, Order and Difcipline: But who they are thas 5
ilty of all thefe Crimes, for my Part, 1 know n«
fuhope our Author will own, that the #effmigfler C
[ffien of Faith comtains cvery fundamental Tmtlll,k ‘J
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b} knuw not any Part of it chat is given up by any that

evcr profefs’d iz to contain the Articles of tireir Faith

nor anv among us that have given up their diitinguifbh-

irx Principles as Profbyterians.  But enough has heen

faxd v.pon this fhametul Heap of Inveétive and Siander.
The next Ground of Unealinefs, is Mr. J2 i teficld’s

bidding Dchance to Sastan.  He may defy him as long
as be picatss, for me, thio” Faith in the Lord Jefus.

Again, it 1s ohjelted to inm, that ke infinuates a
Claun to immediate Revelanon, Feur. Fol. 1. p. qg.
and 137, where ke fpeaks of GOD’s having fpoken
fome Things to his Soul, which ihould certainly be
fulhlled.  As to thefe Things, [ think it the wilit and
fateit Way, to leave them between God and him.

It feems it was a great Concern as well as Difficulty
to this Author, to know what was that important Mat-
tzr, which Mr. 7¥bitefield with ieven other true Minif-
ters of Jefus Chrift, being in a Doubt about after Ap-
piication to Sod by Prayer, determined by Lot, of
which Four. I'cl. 1. p. 113. Indecd it’s a hard Qurry,
this, to refolve : but the beft of it is, we are under no
great Neceflity, that I fee, of refulving it. There may

' be fuch Cafes, I doubt not, wherein the Determination

of a Lot, or rather of divine Providence by a Lot, in

a religious folemn Manner, may be lawful and adviie-
able.  But the Queri/t tho't he could bring fome good

“Flings out of this Pallage againft Mr. I/ Jtrficid, pari-

cularly he could enquire upan i, ** what ‘became of
 the high Degrees of the Spirit, when Men took fuch
“ ablind Way to folve their Doubts” and *¢'we
 defire to know, how far it may be fafe to truft
“ to fuch Guides, wiio arc fo much in the Dark.
¢ that they are obligedy at Seafons, to f:! ¢ their own
“ Doubts by Lots? > Now, do but apply thefe difdain-
;’i Taunts 10 St. Peter and the other Apoftles, on Ac-
oust of their Lot, of which vou read A5 2, and
‘Ben fee how thev will leok,
: D “The
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The Quer /’, 26, guarrels wnth Mr. Wiitefel,
for faylng, Four. ;’9[ 1. p. 127. ¢ I find I gain grea:-
““ er Light und RKncivledee by premb.ng L\tcmporc 5 [
& that !/un I jronid 7wn:b the b})zr:i did Inst po ox
€ to ft:mi as Lo pizes me Utterance””  This P&f“.."'
he enclines {5 to mtc pret, as if Mr. Wmtzﬁfld tfo.,whr
he ought to lay afide «1! Reading and Study, in order
to prepare him for Preaching. T confefs, they muft be
very iharp-fizhred that can fee any fuch Thing in tie
Words. It is pl.in cnouzh, that what he means by
preaching Extempore, is, Preachi nz without bwine fridk-
lv tied down to'a pre- -compofed Set of fuch particulur
Words: And it is a certain Truth, that Godly M;-
mﬁcrs do, at Times, find themfelves much affifted znd
quxc :ned by th c h,., Spirit in Preaching; and at fuch
Times efpecially it would be a oreat Injury for them
to be under fuch Reftrictions, as that they might not
ufe the Liberty of exprefling fuch Thoughts, relative to
their Subje®, as may at the Time be brought to their
Minds. The Ufe of this Liberty Mr. ”//)tteﬁ Id ex-
prefles (and I think not very improperly) a fpeaking as
the Sptu. gives Utzerance 3 and the contrary Reftriéti-
on, he tioughe, temled as the Apoftle phrafes it, ¢
quench the Sgivit,  As fome err by looking for more
of the Spirit than they ought, viz. for immediate Re-
velations, i. e. Revelations tranfmitted without the
Ufe of r:monal Mcans ; fo others err by looking for,
and contenting themfelves with lefs than they oughr.
Thus is an c.;fv fhort Account of the Cafe ; :nd ln all
the Queries 1pon this Head are nothing to the Purpolt.
¥ am indeed w cary with taking Notice of fuch ¥, dling
and Mifrepicfentation 5 yet one or two Paflares here,
jt may not be altogether needds to fpeak a Word to,
Savs the ’7uu., (p 27 ) ¢ And 1s it not true, that tho’
“ Mr. IF5ite +frid fpoaks many found Fruths on fome
“ commen Heads of Divinity; vet, we defire 1o

*“ knuw, what Point in Divinity is that which foms
“oetha
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other Divines of our own have not more than treb.
¢« Uled him in Diftinétnefs, Exaétnefs and Explicit~
“ ne «;? ¥ Well, granting our Author all he dcﬁrcs
here, wihat the worfe is Mr. IPhitefield, that it is hard
totud thit Point in Divinity wherein fome other Di-
viues hive ot more than trebbled him in Diftinétnefs,
Ex.ctoets and Explicitnefs ; any more than this Au-
thor i the worfe, mercly becaufe it is hard to find thae

aagraph in Mr. Whiteficlds Writings, wherein he
has nout nmore than trebbled him in this Duery, in Ex-
actuefs, and Explicitnefs? For when he fays, ¢ And
““ is 1t not true, that tho’ Mr. IWhitefield fpeaks many
“ jond Truths, yet we defire to know, &c.” I{up-
pole it woull be a little more exadt, and would more
explicitly thew his Mecaning, to fa' And the it is
true, that Mr. Whitefield [peaks many frund Trutks, yet
we defire to know, &c. And when he fays further,
¢ What Point in Divinity is that which [ fuppefc be
“ means in which] fome other Divines of our own
“ have not more than trebbled him in Diftin@nefs,
¢ &c.” I would not triflc at this Rate, in taktng
Notice of thefe Grammatical Blunders, only to fhew
this Author, that he does not always well word and
fitly exprefs his own Mcaning himfelf; which, I think,
might be fufficicnt to encline him to be more fair and
caudid than to pur s bad and erroneous Senfe upon the
Words of others, jafl becaufe, perhaps, their obvious
Intent and Me.ntng mizht have been exprefs’d in fome
other Way lefs liable to the Exceptions of a Caviller,

This Author further informs us, ¢ That many late
““ Sermons p:eached by Mr. #hitefields warm Adhe-
“ rents, arc more barren of Matter and Method thea
“ {ume of their former Sermons, as being more hung
““ on a commen Sering.””  For my Part T could never
yet fee Greund, for the Obfcrvanon of fo great a Dif-
i.rcaice between the former and late Sermons of thefe
warm Aik:reats . And what that commin Siring is, on

D2 | ‘ whieh
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which their Sermons are Firng, 1 know not, unlefs it
be the ANaLocy of FarrH, the TRUE GuspPEL
of Jesus CHRrisT, the comm:n Striny on which St
Paul’s Sermors were hung, when he determined to
know Nothin: but Jrsus Lmu 1t and him crucified.
Aud I think t..c' preach full as well, who have their }
Scrmons huniz on this oine commsn String, as thofe who §
have their Scomons huns on two Strings, the Gofpel of
Gracz and the Law of 4irks, fo as to fet poor Sinners
to feck Salvation partly by the ene and partly by the
Ci v,

M. WWhitefieldy in his Four. Fol. 1. p. 129, fave,
€< This bas been a Salbath indeed! Hrnw bas GOD ow-
““ ed me bsfore near Tevclve Thoufand People this Day!
“ Hww lvas he fir engthened my Bady! bow has he fllcd
¢ and a:i.ficd my S:ul! New know I, that I did receive |
< the Hle ‘Ghot ar Impcfition of Hands : For I foel it
““ as much as Elifha did, when Elijah dropped his Man- §
“ tle. Nay, others fee it aljs 5 and my Opps sfers, would
“ they but fpeak, cannot but confifsy that GOD is with}
“ me of a Truth.”

It appears to be the Opinion of the Church of Eng-
land, that the Holy Ghott is, in fome Senfe, recewul
by fuch as are rightly qualify’d, at the Impofition of
Hands, when ordained to the Golpel Miniftry ;5 and
therefore the Bithop fays to the Perfon to be ordain’d,
¢ Reccive thou the Holy Ghoft, now committed unto
¢ thee by the Impofition of our Hands.” I believe
indecd, that godly, exercifed Souls, when they arc en-
gaged in fo folemn an Aftair, as the devoting of them-
{ilves ¢p the Service of Chrift in the Miniftry of his
Gofpef and the recciving of that awful Ciiarge, have
ordinarily fome affeéting Impreflions of his Spirit upon
their Hewts: But I fee not fufficient Evidence to be-
lieve, that the Holy Ghoft is given by the Impofition
of thc H.mda of the Ordainers, However, Mr,

Whitcficlds Words feem only to fignify, his being
futisficd
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(atisfied, that he was accepted of GOT) in the Miniitry
of the Golpgl when ordamed to it, and fo, that he had
an Intereft in the Promifc ot the Prefence of the holy
Spirit with him, thro’ the future Courfe of his Mini-
ftrations.  And when he fays, ** [ feel it as much as
“ Elitha did, when Elijah dropped bis Uant/e,” ob-
1er\c,, he does not fay, Iﬁtld.) much of ity buty [ feel
it as much, that is, as furcly and really.

As to-the next Obje&icn, Mr. IFhicefeld’s {aying of
fome Quakers he converfed with, that tho’ he could by
no Means agree with them aiaut fome other Things,
which he mentions, vet he t/v;ug/'t their Nsitons about
walkiing a!zd I)em'r led by the Sjurit, ngbt and good.
7&&*./ . L p. 181. Ity is moft mamfclt from the
Place, he meant it not of Quakers in general, but of
thefe he then converfed with in particul:r.  Bur, fays
thc Dueryty 11 it be ﬁxppn!cd thefe ‘\)'mﬂen mizht

¢ have g-fferent Sentiments from what then Se€t have
¢« publithed to the Woud, thould not Mr. Whiteficld
¢ then have told us what their Wotions were ? Mighit
¢ not that be inlirdtive to their h'mds, ard prevent
¢ them {rom beiny nulted by bim, ot ink thetr own
¢« Nctions gv,:»u bocaufe _,(uar.rs i me:x., H
think Mr. W 2:t field did take Care, to prevent thair
being thus milled; for he ummm.ucly fubioins, ¢ 7
conld repaied e fnd ail Quasers thus minded.”  But
our Author theught ood to put his Thumb upon this.

‘T'he next Thing q.cry’d upon, is what Mr. 7£77te-
feld fays in his Yowrnal, [sl 1. p. 212, The whole
Paffage is thus, *¢ Fory alafs | the Enemy bad g:t great

; S /[dvanmge qver three of our Chriftian brethreny and
““ driven them to deny CHRIST’s vifible Clmrcb upan

“ Earth. They had fo far infiucnced and deluded My
“ Kinchin, a fincere and /mmble Minifter of JEsus
“ CHRI1sT, that [ found, thro’ their Perfuafion, he
““ had acltually guisted bis Fellnyip, and intended to
““ refign his Living. <-This, I maft nceds confefs, gave

4 ‘ me
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“ meagreat Shack: For [ bnew what dreadfil Confe-
€ quences weuld attend a needlefs Separation from the
¢ eftablifped Cluych. --- A Sor my own Part, I ccn
€ fee no Reafon for my leavivg the Chuwr b, haweyer |
“ am treated by the corrurt Members and Aoy Yhers of
it : For Ijudse of the Stare of a Coureh, 1o frim the
¢ Pyattice of its Members, but its primitive «nd prii
« Conflitutions. And fo lezr as T think the Arii-les ¢
¢ the Church of Englind ... ¢ agrecable ty Scripiire, [
“ am refilved t5 preach them APy Without cither Birsery
“ ar Party-Zeal, SJor I bve aii that L:ve the LORY)
““ JEsus.” And'ilien in the nexe Page he intimares,
that Mr. Kinchin made Objettions about the IHabits

and fome other Thirgs, |
Now as to Mr. Ii’bihﬁe/(l’s calling a Scparation from
the eftablithed Churci, «a needlefs Separation.  What
oes this prove more againit him, than that he is a pro-
fled Member of that Church? And furcly, both this
Author and thofe who adopted his Dueries knew this
all along ; cven when (as they profefs p. =) from the
Character they Leard of him, their Lxpeltations were
raifed {0 very high, thiey were induced ts attend bis Ser-
mons, and ta read and pernfe his Books, hoing to receive
much Light and Beonefi therely,  And why then inculd
it be trumped up now as a Thing which they had fun-
Mled upon, or mct with to their great Saprize ¢ s it
fuch a zreat Wonder or Surprize, to find @ Minifler of
the Churdh of England, known to be fo, of Opinion
that the eftablifhed Conftitution of that Chuich is fuch,
&5 that it is peedlefs to feparate from it? It feems Mr.
Kinchin and fome others with him were difiatisfy’d, not
only with the Practice and Principles o1 the Generality
of the Members of that Church, but likewife with the
very eftablithed Conflitution of it; and therefore they
wero for cither joining with or fetting up another
Church of a quite different Conftitution : And, with
Regard to fuch a Separation, Mr. Boiteficlds gel;{r}ll
uic

o



-

(55)
Rule of judging, is undoubtedly juft, eiz. Thar we

fhould not thas feparatc frem & Church, i. e. 1o as v re-
je& its Plan of Goverament, Mode of Warfhip and
eftablifh’d Articles of Faitiz, merely iccauje of the De-
generacy and Corruption of its Alembers.  Suppoie a
Member of our own Church here, fhould forfuke it
_and conform to the Clurch of England, and give tins
_as the whole Reafon, that car Adiifters and Adeinbers
were gencrally become corrupt 5 I believe our Author
himfclf would judge it a very weak one for fuch a
Conduct, and would be 2p: to tell him, that tho’ cur
AMinifters and Memlers were o much degenerated and
corrupted ; yet the Prefbyterian Can/utufzan is good and
founded on _the Strtpiure, end tberc_/are he oamt ust 10
‘caft it of. And this I think is plainly what Mr.
IVbitcfeld meant, with Re pe& to the Church of Eng-
land, by faying, that fer b's own Part he could fee %
Rm/&n for bis leaving thc Churct, viz. He could fee no
Reafon for leaving ity on Account of any T:uing in
its cftablithed Model and Conflitution : For it feems
he judged the State of it, in that Refpett, to be goed,
tho” Mr. Kinchin with fome others were like o JJEC
otherwife. And therefore it is a very falic u!ou
wkhich this Author puts upon his Woid-, p. 30, re-
prefenting im ro judre, that the State of the Church of

England i pood, s to the Cencraiity of its Minitters
and Menber: 5 and mcmupon afking, “ What Sort of
¢ g Refermer can Lz be? Is it ne 1' manifeft to any

one that s in any Meafure acquamtcd with his Wii-
tings, that he judges the State of it, in that Reipedt, to
be very bad ; and that he is labouring all he can to re-
form It, both as to Doétrine and pra&tcal Gaodlinefs?

I am not vindicating the Englih Church-Conllituticn,
nor Mr. JViiteficld for judging it good, any farthic
than what refpelts the found Part of its cftablifned fub~
fcribed Articles, the mott of which, by far, are really

found and orthedox, agrecable to qur own; but thon,
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may he not be a very valuable and a very ufeful Mini-
ftez, notwithftanding his being of the Church of Eng-
lend? 1 think we have Reafon.to rejoice and be
thankful, that the Lord has raifet_.:p {uch an one in
that Quarter; and he fhall 2iw=:: have my belt
Withes, that the Lord may profper i1 L.abours to the
reforming of the Members of that Church, both as to
Do&rine .iad true experimental Godlicels : And ify
thro’ the divine Bleffing, he is of Ulfe to either of thefe
Purpofes among ourfelses, it will aifo be fufficient
Ground of much Thankfziving to God.  But do not
many amorg us try to hinder his Ufetulnels this Way
as much as the;, can, and take Part wuh the Enemies
of the true Do&rines of Chrift and powerful Religion,
sgainit h'm ?

As to the other Obje&tion againft Mc, Whitefield, that
be has not withdrawn from Communion with the corrupt
Minifiers and Members of the eflablib'd Church. 1
think this Author himfelf fecms to fignify, that Com-
sunion with a Church, on Account of the Crrruption of
its Miniftors and Members, foould not be broken off fpee-
dily, wuntit the Corruption is_proved to be in:urable.
And is not Mr. Whitefield doing all he can for the
Cure of it ?

Mr. Whitefeld, p 216, mentions Mr, Kinchin’s
bouing put off kis Gown ; thercby meaning, his having
lefe off to preach (as it would fecem from p. 213, he
had done) or his having turned Dijfenter. I don’t at
all envy this Author the Plezfure of his witty Turns
here, but fhall very freely leave him to the Enjoy-
ment. They only thew to the World his Temper and
real Intei:t ip his Periormance,

As jor the Atterney at Law, he fhall have free Leave
far me, 1 plead his own Cafe with Mr, HWhitefield :
Only, if he does not find his Calling exceeding dan-’
gerous, | bekieve he’s not very confcientious in the Dil-
ciarge of it. . But fays our Author, ‘¢ I€a Civil Offign

3
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¢ in the Commonwealth be unlawful, at leaft exceed-

- ¢ ing dangerous, how dangerous and unlawful muft 2
. < Military Offize be? Muft it not of Confequefve
¢ follow, that the Otlice of a Gemeral or Captain in an

“ Army be unlawtul and dangerous with a Withefs #7
Now, I can’t fee the ftrong Neceffity of this Confe-
guence 3 for fuch a Military Office is not attended withi
fuch dancerous Snares and Temptations to moral Kvil as
the other : And where the Témptation lies, there are
more powerful or at lealt more fenfible Reftraints ; and
there are {tronzer Motives, from worldly Intereft, to
be true and faithful to their Sovereign and the Rights
oi his Subjets. _

But to pafs thefe and other Confiderations which
might be otrer’d upon this, I proceed to the Six general
Queries upon the Whole, wherewith the Author con-
cludes.

The Fi-/# of which is, ¢ Whether or no Men’s hich
““ Pretences to the Spirit, when their Doétrines appe.ic
“ not to come up to that Degree of Accuracy which
¢ other Divines have attained to, who never pretended
“ to any Thing extraordinary, be not liable to Sufpi:
“ cion?”

What a ftrange invidious Reprefentation of. Things
docs this Writer make! I know of no Pretences to
any Thing more extraordinary of the Spirit, made by
thufe Men he has herc in his Eye, than what all true
Believers in CHRIST ought to lock for and feek after.
Becaufe they declaim aga:nft Pecople’s refting: consent-
ed with a dead, faplefs and formal Religion, and fpeak
of the powerful and lively Influences of the holy Spirit,
as the common Privilege of true Believers, and the
certain Confequence of a faving Union with Jesus
CHRisT, it feems they muft be taunted with high
Pretences to the Spirit, Pretences to fome extraordinary
Thing. Again, their high Pretences to the Spirit axe
liable to Sufpicion, becaufe their Do&tines come not up

to
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to that -Degree of Zccuracy which fome other Divines
- have attained to. It {z¢ms then, noie can have much
of the boly Spirit, but they muft be very grear and
accurate Divines: for if they arc not, their Pretences
are very fufpicious.

Quer. 1. ¢ How can it be fuppofed, that any re-
¢ gular Reforination can be cariied on by a Combi-
 pation oi Auivomiwas, Arinians and Caelvinis
#¢ joining Hand in Hand ¢
"i I anfwery Mr, /70iicfield is peither Aatinmicn nor

Armsnian_ : And if any others, that cntertain any of

the Errors and dytw ifbing Proscisdss of the  Antins-

smians of Arminiens do cndewour to promote a R -
maiim in other Thinx fur2 they do (o far well,

Is Mr. 7 bis, feddy who 1« endeivonrin ; to Carry on &
Leformation, anv Thing tie worle, if others, who
maintain fome v o ov Al FEarors, thould
Hkewffe endeavour to carrv on a Refirmatisn in fome
of the fame impcrtant ‘Tiings? He docs not join {and
¢n Hand with them i thete Lrre: s,

er. TH. ¢ Wlcther or no the ftranze Fits and
ce meulﬁons, and the Noife of Vifions and Revela-
¢ tions, that fvem to prevail along with this Scheme,
¢ he Matter of Joy ard Com‘ort, or of Grief?

1 am notfond nor delirous of Fits and Convalfis.synor of
tic Noife of Vifiors and Reveiations more than this Author,
But why is ity that he makes no mention of “he plin
Appearances of the Work of GOI)’s Pewer and Grace
in the Conrvi&iicn and Converfron of prril/’ing Sinmrs,
which he has been pleafed to carry on of late in this
Land? Not the leaft Hint of any fuch Thing as this,

-but an [zneminy and Dijzrace calt upon’ the whole. s
it not the mawifi/f Defign of this Query to calt a re-
proachful Reflection vpon ¢his Work of GOD, and
yender it cantemptible to the World? 1t has pleafcd
the LORD to convince smany effedtually, that they
were v9id of favirng Grace, and confequently unreconci-

36’ led
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kd to GOD and under the damning Guilt of all theis

Siis 3 which made them to bunger wnd thir/t vehcment-
Iv a‘ter the Righteoufmefs of JEsus Curist; and I
hope many have besn brought to a daving Clofure with
kim by * aith, and fo found fweet Reft to their diftref
fed Souls in 10, and had their Hearts favingly chang-
ed and turned v GOD.  Several have bad fuch Dif-
trefs of soul, fuch awful Apprehenfions of their mifer-
able Cuf: out of Chrift, as have even overcame them
at Times , 1nd caufed their bodily Strength to fail them,

{

i

fo tit.t siid only lie upon the Earth, or in the i

Arms of fime ,Jmut them: And fome (tho’ very few
comparativel, ) have had thecir Bodies ftrangely con-
vulfed, thro’ the Variety and Vehemence of their Paf-
fions, when under fuch Conviions of their miferable
and perithing Citate. Now, [ freely grant to this
Author, that fuch Agititions and Workings ot the
Body are no Alarter of 70y and Comfort b thcmfclves,
but I am very fure, that it is fufficient Mutter of Fop,
and of Thankfulnefs and Praife, when blind, fecure
Unbelievers are awaken’d and brought to a dacp Con-
vichion of their perifhing, undone Condltzon, that they
may feek in  arneft after Chrirt and his Righteonfnefs,
. even tho’ it unould have thefe Effects upon their Bodics.
I had rather fee this Work of Soul-Exercife going on
in the World, with all the Stumbling-Blocks and Of-
fences which at any Time attend it, than that ftupid
Security, dead Formality 30d garelels Unconcerned -
nefs, waich has fo long and jo' much prewvail’d, tho*
Dcfg ‘ers fhould difdainfully behold, and wonder, -and

perifh.

As for the Noife of Vifim: amd Revelations; 1 would
jult obferve, That many times Cotvictions mect wich
weak Minds and very igmorant Perfons, as well as
others ; and it is no Wonder that thefe for a while arg
apt to run into fome extravagant Notions ia fuch Cir-
camftances, Satam allo, no doubt, is ready enough, if

permitted,
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permitted, to fet in with the Convillicas of GOD's
Spirit, and work upen the Im.zinations and Fancics of
fuch, that fo, if hz can, they nuay be mifled and ruin’d.
But what of all this? Is it nct the Duty of Minitters
rather to warn People faithfully of this Danger, than to
improve any fuch Events as mav Loy, »pen of this Kind t»
the Repreach of the Work of Goi © Muft not grace-
lefs People that have weak Head-, be convinced of their
Damnable States, left thev fho:iid 1l o iome ground-
lefs Imaginations . Had this AAvthor notiing b(.tu r o
fay of what prevails slony wia what le :s, thii
Scheme, than Fits and Ccmm;/: . {iises and Revela-
tions 2 Does it not appear to be tis Iiiivn to harlin
Pecple i their Prqudice; againit the Wook o GO
Grace, which he is pieali ! to r;;-._x ca by tie Miadliry
of Mr. Il?-:.:fdd and o wonoan Decalls hes wana
Adherents, by this way of fpeaiine ? Wkl well will it
be for him, if he hear not the C:v of the }..ouJ o! fon:e
ot them againft him on this Account ansther Day.
May the LORD grant him to icc what he is coinz !

Iam fomethmw at a Lofs to know what this Auther
means by, This S:’*tme, and prefentlv aain, 77»13 neww
Scteme, 1 fuppofe it is the Dactrine ,nucl od by Mr.
Ilt.wfr’d, and his warin Adhercnr - T'his [ am fure

is no otherwike a new Stheme, than a- it his long, in
a general Wasg been tou htt.u, or tou tuprradally in-
filted upon.

Quer. IV. ¢ How gpuld the Ox7rd Methodifls, being
¢ atfuft a Company of young S:udents in the C olk:f‘,
““ be fo liberal in makmg Alms and Dreceds of (,h.mt\,
“ fo as to be able to raife their Claraéters ta an high
¢ Pitch upon this Account, -while poor Scholars, unlefs
‘“ they had a large publick Fund ¢ b

This Author, it feems, was much perplexcd to know
how the Oxford Methodifts could Le fu iiberal in their
A'ms and s of Charity, whilc peor Scholars at the

College. He makes one Conjeéture to cafe his labouring
Mind,
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Mind, that they had a luige publick Fund. Well, and¢
what .f thev had? Oh! but you muft know, that the
main Qucry is only obviated and hirted at, viz. Where
this large pubhck Fuad was? And this you may be

 fure wu- at Reme,  So that this Query a little further

difcovers the Author’s real Aim and Defign. If we
mutt trouble our Heads to find out this Secret, why may
it ot be fuppofed, that Gentlemen who took a Liking
to them for their Sobricty sxd Religioufnefs, might give
thiem fomcthing at umes jor their AffiRance and Sup-
port, Part of which they difpoted of in fuch Aéts of
Charity ? I« there any tlung unrezionable or unlikely
in this Con)c{!urc ? “But 1t feems: the Querift could
never once tihinx of thi;, among all his perplexing
Thoughts about the Mutter,

Quer. V. * How comes it to pafs, that many who
“ never appcared to hzive any Regard for Religigf nor
‘“ feem to chrme ncarci to join Wi dl any religious Socie-
““ tv of any Dcnominaticn, yet aie, or feem to be very
“ zealous for this new Scheme ?

Why ; what tho’ there fhould be many fuck? Does
this make any thing againft Mr. W hitefield, or thole
Miniffers who are called his warm Adherents? May
not many have Light enough to fee that what this
Author calls this ne:v S:heme, is for the Promot'-g of
truc Religion in the World ; and yet all the whiie, not
be favingly converted or truly religious themfelves ?
Was it not fo in the Days of Fobn the Baptif, and of
ILORD JEesus himfelf when he was upon the Farth ?
I can freely fall in with Mr, Trail; in one of his Ser-
mons upon Coming to the Tkrone af Grace, where he
exprefles it as his Judgment, That *¢ in a Time wherein
“ GOD difpenfes more generally of his faving Grace,
“ common (race is more generzl alfo.” And yet,

p-rhaps, the Reafon why fome fuch as our Author here
f caks of, do not join with any religious Society in
Lhurch Commumon, is, becauf¢ they have not Oppor-
tunity

£ ¢
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tunity of joining with fuch Membets of a reiizious
Society as they could with Freedom and Satisficion
]oxa with. Perhaps they have not Opportunit: of join-
with any religious Socicty as flated Members, but
ful:h where the Minificr and maay of the Pc. ';m_ are
bitter againft the faithful Servants and the Woik of
GOD.
The lalt Query is, < Whether it be any true Sien of
« Reformation in Men, that when they nrewend to

, ¢ Converfion and high Degrees of f[‘nl'Jal Aain-
" ¢¢ ments, that they manifeft more Hatr=d zad Rize

“ againft their former pious Minitters and Fellow-
* Members, and declaim worfe azainit them thaa a-

“ gainft the Rabbleand Errors of the Tims, if current

“R

rts be true, that many new Converts, as they
« Ath.'mfclvcs, do fo?”

T over the Reflettion of Mens Pietending ta
bigh Dngrees of fpiritual Attainments, and calitzg ther-
fekoes by the Name of New Converts; I very ficely
grane, That it i5s no Sign of Réformation in Me=n, when

manifeflt Hatred and Rage zg:un{i piius dndinifors
and Fellrw- Members, or apy Body clfe in all tl.e World.
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¥f aay pretending 10 a Reformation are guilty of this,
.may the LORD zive them Repentance and Forgivendis,

But if this Author calls it a meteihng of Hatred and

for People to fpak agzainft any Miuifters or

People for their Speiking agaift the Power of Religion |

in the Country, I would defire the fame x{epcz.muce
and Forgivenets for him.

ARD now I have, in as brief a Manner as well
might be, confidered all the Objeétions which the
Quarifts offer againft Mr. IJ’/meﬁeld and which they
profefs to afford them Matter of confeientious Scruplesi
I hope that all thofe who were concerned in bringing
thcfc Remarks and Queries to the Prefs;tery, were not

of fuch a Spirit and Temper but that they will be reagly
(9
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w rcceive Sati-faltion, and lav afide their uneafy Jea-

bufies upon 2 fair Reioiction of their Doubts,  If what”

I have faid upon the & Grounds of le(, r uzwafy Jealoufies
and Doubts, wall \.Ju the e fuch Saiisfadtion {as I think
it fuficientiy mav) it will be fo for well ; But if not, I
g ar’t help ic; I kope it will ke abundant lv fatisfaCtory
to others. [ would juit fiy a few Words about the
Acreement of the I’rg ‘stery with Rerard to ghe Piece
I have been confidering ; 2:d then I have done.

The Conclafion which the more Parz of the Mem-

rs agreed in, was thus, accordi:.¢ as it 1s prinzed a-
long with the Queriffs, viz. ** Thefe Remarks and
“ Qa cries were contidered maturely by thie Prefllytery
“ of New Caflle, and 1t was as:rccd upon, that Mr.
¢ IPbitefield being expected foon to come again irto
“ thefe Parts ; therefore, as he bt underftands his
< own Intentions in thefe Exprofi ns, that feem to us
¢ to have a bad Afped, we leave it v 1i.c People to
'prun their Rcmkrkc, and Mr. J0 i 200! nimfelf to
“anfwer them.”  Thele Words '\pp«..zr piainly to pafs
Cenfure upon all the Exprefions remarked upon in
na Querifts as havinz a bad Afped, at lealt they might
fily be to conftrulted 5 and therciore, fome of us
ould not agree to them ; but chofe to exprefs our A-
reement, that the People mizhe print the Remarks, in
ch a Way as manifeitly limited the Expreffions feem-
to have u lad Afpeét, only to a few of thofe re-
rked upon in the faid Querids. thus, “ As he (Mr.
Wiitefield) bLett underfiands his own Intentions in
Juch Expreffians, in faid Remarks, us icem to us to
"have a bad Afput, &c.”  What particular Expref-
s thefe are, the Reader has feen ; ¢ And notwith-
thele tew Expredions, we did, and fill do
n Mr. IVhit field as a found, fuithicl and very
ipifter of the LORD Jrsuy; and we lxopd
g continued a Lictijng t his Church,
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