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Reverend Sir,
WO %% S I am very unwilling to agitate the minds of

%:{a*-#x}gg’ private Chriftians with controverfy without
}:{-:}1- A -4 1mportant neceflity, and efpecially contro-
¥ % verfy, in which they are not immediately
§§;#~z}z—-x;~ % interefted, I have not chofen to invite their
SN R uswe attention by dire@ing the following Remarks

to them ; but upon reading your Performance,
I thought it proper to addrefs a few Animadverfions upon
. 1t to yousfelf. Though I take it for granted you are a
Minifter, yet, as I know not who you are in perfon, there
‘needs no apology for fending this letter in queft of you in
this public -aanner, efpecially as the occafica of it is public.
I have read the Thoughts you have offered, with all the at-
tentiorr and candor I am capable of: and could I have appre-
hended, that the obje& you had in view was, to fecure the
fucceflion of a holy Miniftry, and for that parpofe, to impgefs
the minds of Minifters (to whom the introduion of others
to the facred office is principally entrufted) with a deep fenfe
of the neceflity of great ﬁri&n’e()s’, 'in examining the religious
character of Candidates, I would not have given you any
trouble. Though I fhould have looked upon your pre-
fcriptions, as to the mode of trial, to be defefive; yet I
would have wifhed fuccefs to the attempt fo far as it went.
If the rules yon propofe were faithfully profecuted, we fhould
not hear complaints that we encouraged and cafily admitted
Candidates, who never aftorded any reafon to think they had
ferious practical Religion at heart; whofe moft intimate compa-
nions were fuch asmade no pretentions to religion, norhad any
relith for it: Candidates, who never fhew’d any zeal for
religion, difpofition to promote fpiritual converfation, nor
any ftriltnefs of example---but rather appeared light and
trifling---1f none were admitted to the Miniftry but fuch as
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“ jn a tra® of carriage fhew fomething of their equablenef:,
finglenefs and fpirituality in [religious) duties.” Pag. 8. Spi-
tituality would afterwards appear in their Miniftry, Heurers
would not fo often have occafion to complain, that they
could not find food for their fouls in fernons; that their
Minifter, chiefly, infifted upon the external duties of religion
and morality, and that, in {o legal a manner, as to encourage
~ their hopes of eternal life upon the performance of thefe;
that there was little of Chrift, and the way of life and {al-
vation through him in his difcourfes; he feldom entered
upon fubjeéts of a fpiritual experimental nature, or if he did,
they were very fuperficially difpatched, like matters of {fmall
importance, without opening up the nature and exercifes of
fpecial grace in a defcriptive diftinguifhing manner; yea, he
would flourith away upon the moft evangelical fubjeéts, as if
he aimed at dealing with Deifts or Heathens, inftead of im-
proving them for the edification of a chriftian affembly---and
to urge diligence and carefulnefs, to prevent, as much as
poflible, the entrance of fuch Minifters as thefe into the
Church, would have been a worthy defign.

But by the time I had read a few pages, I found all your
obfervations about the trial of Candidates, with refpect to
their religious chara@ers were only a {pecious introdudtion
to 4 mifreprefentation of the fentiments and arguments of a
Ereat number of your brethren; interfperfed with fome very

itter reproachful inveétives againft them. lfai', the fenti-
ments of your brethren; for it is well enough known what

-e~nmination” it is, among the members of which this
matter has been difputed. Now furely, Sir, you could not
imagine we would, as it were, confefs the truth of your
reprefentation by filence in the cafej for you, at leaft, might
have better underftood the true ftate of the queftion; and if
you expeéted a reply (which probably was one reafon, why
you chofe to take fhelter under the concealment of your
name) you muft have defigned by this aggrefion, to bring a

controverfy upon the carpet, to which, indeed, yon feem to
invite. P. 4.

But why this controverfy at prefent? What purpofe can
be anfwered by it? There are many who profanely mock at
experiences, and thofe who profefs or converfe any thing
about them. Nothing can harden thefe more, than to find
a MinisTer publickly oppofing any enquirv at C;mdifdates

or
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for the moft facred office in the Church, aboyt their own
experimental acquaintance with religion, as a moft henious
crime. Carnal profeffors will readily infer, that Minifters
are very meddling, if they enter into any clofe converfation
with them abont their fpiritual eftate; and alledge, they have
no bufinefs to concern themfelves about any thing but their
putward conduét: then, it will be no great difficulty to go a
ftep further, and alledge experiences are matters too abtrufe
ind deep to be brought into the pulpit. T'o how fine a
sondition would this reduce the intereft of religion, fhould it
senerally prevail! Isit poffible you can expeét to edify the
church, or promote Religion, by a debate on this fubjeét?
Difputation, too often, has the contrary effeét; thereby the
ittention of people is diverted from the more important exer-
iifes of practical religion; they become interefted ‘on the
>ne fide or the other, and folicitous about the iffue. 'There.
fore, unlefs the faith and practice of Chriftians are in danger
of being perverted, or attempts made to raife fuch prejudice
againft others, as tend to mar their ufefulnefs (which lattes
feems to be the tendency of the piece under confideration)
it is to be avoided. Itis, indeed, of great importance that
the officers of Chrift’s Houfe thould know how they ought to
acquit themfelves in the trial of others for the facred office,
for that refpe&s their own practice, in a very weighty matter,
But what have Chriftians in general to do with this? Why
nuft they then be difturbed withthis debate? When you have
irft unjuﬁlly feprefented us, as pretending to try and judge
:he internal gracious flate, you call it a dangerous opinion.
P. 10, But pray, Sir, (if I may venture to afk, without
iaving it again reprefented as a principal argument, as you
have done in P. 18) where is the danger? Does’it endanger
the orthodoxy of our faith? Does it threaten the purity of
the Church? Does it tend to encourage carelefs irreligious
men to enter into the Miniftry? Or are men, who profefs
rational fcriptural exercifes of religion in their own fouls,
langerous to the Chuarch? If not, fuppofing we were really
niftaken, yet if the Church is not like to fuftain any da-
mage, there is no fufficient reafon for draging us into a
public difpute about it,

You have not the leaft pretence, at prefent, to any pro-
ocation to take the field, and feck an adverfary. 1 don’t
know of any thing either printed or preached on the fubje&
ately. There is not any body putting you on your own de-

fence. There was no debate now {uhiilting on that head,
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It is very true, there was a queftion brought into the Synod
fome years ago, to this purpofe, “ feeing Holinefs is a qua-
¢ lification fo highly neceffary in gofpel Minfters, 1s the
¢ requiring of a Candidate a narrative of his rehgious ex-
¢ pericnces, afcriptural warrantable means of obtaining fatis-
¢ fadtion in that matter #”” Someof the members urged, that
whatever pains might be taken to fatisfy fuch as were fcrupu-
lous, in an extrajudicial way, yet it fhould not be admittea
into the Synod, for that would beto bring into judiciai debate, a
matter already fettled in the 6th article of the plan of union;
whereby it was agreed, ¢ That no Prefbytery fhall licence or
¢« ordain to the work of the Miniftry any Candidate, until he
¢ give them competent fatisfaction as to his learning, and
¢ experimental acquaintance awith Religion, and fkillin Divinity
¢« and Cafes of Confcience, &c.” Yet leit thofe who brought
the queftion thould think the Synod bore hard upon them,
and with a view, if poflible, to remove all uneafinefs, 1t was
agreed to confider it. Accordingly, you know, S, the
Synod {fpent feveral days upon it, when every one, In the
order of the roll, delivered his fentiments upon the fubjeét ;
in all which, the Synod only did, what they do in every cafe
that comes before them ; every one fpoke his mind frecly,
but without animofity. When this was done, in order to
colle& the fenfe of the Synod into a minute in their book,
a queftion was put to this purpofe (for as I have not the Synod’s
minutes before me, I cannot pretend to give it verbatim) viz.
Whether to require of Candidates fome account of what exer-
cifes of religion they have experienced, be a rational, fcrip-
tural, and warrantable mean of obtaining competent fatisfac-
tion about their experimental acquaintance with religion ?
" And then, Whether that was the true meaning and defign of
the oth article of the plan of Union? Both which queitions
were anfwered in the affirmative, by a very large majority,
Any thing that looked like animofity happened on this oc-
cafion ; the brethren on the negative fide of the grand
quettion, through miftake of the Synod’s defign in thefe two
votes (as they were called) apprehending they meant thereby,
to oblige all their members aétively to concur in this mode
of examination, were very uneafy., One of them made a
bold puth for a feparation of the Synod, declaring that the
Union was broke, that he was no longer a member of the
nuited Synod, but of the late Synod of Philadelphia, which,
he
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he alledged, was, itfo fadte, refored.® But it is to the
honor

* By this bold attempt, he endeavoured, to the utmoft of
his power, the violation of a folemn ftipulation contained in
the 2d article of the Plan of Union, viz. ¢ When any matter is
¢ determined by a major vote, every member fhall either ac-
‘¢ tively concur with, or paffively fubmit to fuch determina-
‘¢ tion; or, if his confcience permit him to do neither, he fhall,
¢ after fufficient liberty modeftly to reafon and remonitrate,
¢ peaceably withdraw trom our communion, without attempting
¢ to make any [chiym : provided always, that this fhall be un-
¢ derftood to extend only to fuch determinations as the body
‘¢ fhall judge indiipenfible in doctrine, or Prefbyterian govern-
¢ ment.”” For according to this article, if the above-men-
tioned votes had even been defigned to bind all the members in
point of pratice (which was not the cafe) he was net to at-
tempt any fchifin, or to make a oreach in the body; he could
only perfonally withdraw from memberthip in it, and confine
himfelf to the exercife of his Miniftry in his ewn congregation,
if they fhonld be fatisfied with him as their Minifter on that
footing; for it is exprefsly declared in the introduttion, that
the defign of the {everal articles, and confequently of that
one, was to ‘¢ prevent future breaches of like nature.”” Ac-
cording to the plain fenfe of this article, if a-Minifter muff
withdraw, he is not to prejudice others, or endeavour to draw
them off from communion with the body; his withdrawing
can only properly aftet himfelf, perfonally confidered, and
that, only with refpeét to communion in the judicatures be-
longing to the body. In other refpeéts, if his condutt thould
be fuch as to defcrve it, he might have communion with his
brethren. They might, confiftertly enough, invite him to
their pulpits, or affift him as occafion might require. - His
people would not be irregular in continuing under his Minifiry.
‘They would ftill be members of the body ; and upen his death
or removal, would fall under the care of the Prefbytery in
whofe bounds they might be ; and in the mean while, if anv
member ot his congregation fhould think himfelf wrong'd by
a judgement of his feflion, I judge, he would fill have a right
of appeai to the Prefbytery; for the Minifter's withdrawing
from the jurifdittion of the body, in retpet of himfelf, canuot
deprive the people of the privilege of tecking redrefs if they
thould be aggrieved. Thus no fchifm would be made in the
body. And if any number of members fhall at any time
withdraw, the cafe wili ftill be the fame. They can only
exercife their Miniftry in their refpeftive ¢onuregations, as
before obferved. 1 greatly quettion whether they would have
any right to affume a Prefbyterial eapacity, or power to aét in
1t (1 think there are fome weighty reafons againgt it) or it they

naght
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honor of his Brethren, that they better underftood the
rights of fociety, and more regarded the unior of the Church,
than to follow him. The Synod informed them, they only
intended thereby to declare their- fenfe of the matter, which
every fociety has an undoubted right to do. And then the
affair was brought to this conclufion, viz. That every mem-
ber fhall be left to examine in fuch a way as his confcience
direts, and then upon the whole, 1n that, as i all other
cafes, the majority of votes muft dctermine as to the ac-
ceptance.or reje@tion of the Candidate. Thus the rights of
confcience were fafe. The Synod cid not impofe upor any
an injuntion to examine in a way, againit which they pro.
fefled confcientious fcroples.  On the ctier hand, none upon
the affirmative fide of the queftion, fiould be deprived of
the liberty of examining according to ¢heir coniciences, by the
over-ruling authority of a majority in any Prefbytery. And
if the Synod be careful in the ere@ion of Prefbyteries, this
branch of examination would, hereby, be preferved from
falling into difufe. Here the affair termingted, and all parties
acquiefced, and there has not been the leaft jangle on that
point in any of our judicatures ever fince. It 1s, indeed, no
fecret, that thereis an uneafineis now fubfifting in one of our
Prefbyteries ; but you know, Sir, that arifes altogether from
another fource. If you expefted, by this publication, to
induce people to apprehend it had its original from our dif-
ference of fentiment on this head, and by bringing on a con-
troverfy about it, you would raife a duft, by which their
aftenuon

might, I am fure it can only be with refpet to the jurifdition
of their refpective congregations; and the people would fill
have a right of appeal from their judgement to the Synad;
and upon the death or removal of any of their members, his
congregation will naturally revert to the Pretbytery belonging
to the Synod in whofe bounds they fhall be. But fuch Prei-
bytery will have no right to take any vacancy under their care,
or any way meddle with them; confequently, no right to li-
cence or ordain any Candidates, as they can have no place to
employ or fettle them in; ior, to do thefe things, would be to
make a breach of like nature with the former; and to hand
down a divided ftate of the Church to the fucceeding gene-
ration ; and in that view, this article could be of no ufe at all;
but in the view I have giyen, it would be of great ufe, for
thereby union will fiill be preterved, and the mifchiefs ot fchitm
prevented ; and whoever fhall withdraw in the other view,
will be juttly chargeable with fchifim, and that, in violation of
a ftipulation, expreflly defigned to prevent any fuch event.



[ 9 1]

“attention might be diverted from the true ftate of that affair,
you will find it 2 vain attempt. You very well know, Sir,
we are able, if it fhouid ever become neceflary, to prove from
authentic records, that our difference of fentiment on this
matter, has not any, even the moft remote influence on that
affair ; but the ftate of the cafe would be the fame if this
queftion had never been in agitation.

We muft fill think and praétice according to our light,
yet, [ aflure you, Sir, we fhall be fo far from difturbing the
peace of the church, meerly for the fake of our opinion, that
if you, and the brethren * on your fide of this queftion, will
convince us by your prallice that you arc not putting us off
with a meer parale of words by way of argument, but really
mean and profecute the {rictnefs ot trial you here propofe, it
will give us very great pleafuic. We will endeavour all in our
power, to ftrengthen your Lands, and join with you in pro-
moting the fame important defign; while we profecute the
fame meafures, with the additisn of whut we fhll efteem a
further advantage. I am periuaded this will do more to pro-
mote mutual confidence, and the edification and profperity of
the Church, than the publication of many volumes of con-
troverfy on the fubjett. 'The metaphyfical diftinétions, in-
evitably neceirlary in reafoning juttly on this head, probably,
will rather puzzle and perplex the bulk of common Chniftians
than edity them.

I have no controverfy with you about the qualifications
requifite in Candidates, nor about the way of trying thefe, fo
far as you co. And, I really think, the confcience of that

man, who feels the importance of thefe qualifications, and
B with

* I mean, brethren, on your fide of the queftion, in general :
for I Lardly think, they will adopt your fentiments throughout,
A friend ot mine fignified to me, that he thought it queitiona-
ble whether you were a minifter, or at lcaft one of the brethren
I referto.  For you roundly deny, that judicatures have a right
to form a judzment of charity, or any good opinion of a per-
fon’s 1eal piety, though you allow it4u private chritians. But
he remembers, and fo do I, that when the matter was difcufled
ya fynod, thofe brethren declared it as their fentiment, ¢ thae
‘“ we ought to have comfortable, yea fuflicient grounds to be-
“ lieve or hope, that a man was acquainted with expzrimental
“ religion, or was truly pious, before we would admit him to
“ the Mmilhy.”---.}int perhaps you were aware of the coulr-
quence. '
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with zeal and faithfulnefs makes the trial you here point out,
nceds not boggle a preat deal at.atking a Candidate ; and in
return, receiving from him an account ol the priucipies he
afls fiom, and the impreflion of divine things he is, {o far as
he can find, infucnhced by, in all this  The only debate is
about a further enquiry, which I, with many of my brethren,
ti ik lighly requilits, and you look upon as exceeding
arniral.---But, 81+, if you muft needs oppofe us, why were
you not cardid enough to give a fair flate of the queftion,
as by us maintained? Why did you mifreprefentit? The ftate
of the qucfiion which you have impofed upon us, you have
concuived in thefe words, viz. ¢ That a man’s having the
¢ {:ver.) branches of a religious charalter mentioned in
¢ f{unptare, or vilibic holinefs, will not fatisfy; but or-
¢ dainers faou'd trv the Jiiritual fate, and, as a proper means
‘¢ of difcovering #, require a narrative of men’s converfion
and religious exercifes; and according as they are judged
gracious cr not, they are to be admitted or rejeted.” Here
you reprcfeut the reality of the internal gracious ftate, as the
matter we are for trying, and the object of our judgement.
Aganft t'is all your reaicnings are calculated ; and upcn any
other footiny," they fall to the ground. But did you not know
better 7 You acknowledge what fhews you might have known
better, if you had been inclined to underftand us.  You own
¢¢ fome (and all on the affirmative fide of the queftion are the
¢¢ fome who) fay they pretend not to judge the heart; or
¢ they form no pofitive judgment, but only a judgment of
charity.” P. 15. This you oddly enough mention, as one
of our principal pleas for the truth of our opinion. But you'll
pleafe, Sir, to recollect, that it was only a neceffary drflinc-
tion, whereby we rejeCted the above flate of the cafe, which
the reafonings of our biethren would impofe upon us. You,
iidved, endeavour to reduce our judgment of charity to the
fame thing ; by faying, *¢ Tho’ they have no objetion as to
« cxternal religion, this will not fatisty,” and what elfe re-
mains to be adjudg’d but the heart ! nay (you violently add)
¢ the very thing pleaded for is, toform a judgment, by nar-
¢ ratives, of snternals, whether the perfon be gracious, and to
“ make their judgcment of his fate the grougd of admitting
¢ or rejeting, They judge fomething, which they cannot
judge pofitively, but charitably ; and is not this the fpiritual
Sate ¥ 1o fay then, they judge not the heart is contrary to
fact ; they are for forming a judgement of the jecret flate,
¢ and dealing with men according 70 #44s, and notaccording
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“ to outward appearance.” P. 15, 16.. Now, dovyou think
the world will believe you, thut we are fo piainly and cxpli-
citly inconfiftent and felf-contradi&tory 2 Had you but fauly

given our ftate of the queftion; if then you thought you .

could, by fair reafoning, fhew 'that after all, it would come
to the fame thing, I would not find fault with you: you
fhould be heartily welcome te try your fkill, And my bufi.
nefs would be, to try whether your arguments were conclu-
five.—But to tell the public, that the wvery thing pleaded for
by us, is, what we exprefly fay we do not plead for nor
intend, is very unaccountable. And then, to get into fo
invidious a tranfport as to apply to us, one of the moft blaf-
phemous charaéters of the man of fin, i1s unpardonable treat-
ment of Chriftian brethren, as remote from f{uch impicus
arrogance as yourfelf.—But, 1 believe, it will appcar, before
I have done, that fomething external, and which we can as
well judge of, as any vifible aétion, is propofed as the im-
mediate' obje&® of judgment : and no other kind of refpect is
had to the fpiritual gracious ftate, than you yourfelf profefs.
Which 1s only conl%quential, and conditional, and no other
than Mr. Durham pleads for, when he ooferves, that ¢¢ al-
¢ tho’ holinefs,be not fimply neccfary to a minifter, as if,
“ without it, he were notto be accounted fo, when lawfully
¢ admitted, asisfaid; yet we conceive, that neither a peo-
‘ ple, nor a Prefbytery fhould pafs that qualification in .their

‘ choice or admiflion, fo as to make no enguiry for it, or not

- ¢ to refpeét it, where, it may be, there 1is nothing to {way

‘“ any to that epimien of che man, in dell-grounded charity, but
¢¢ fomewhat more to the contrary.~Neither can any expedt,
“¢¢ the Lord will approve that he ghould be made a fleward in
‘“ his honfe, and an under-father to his children, who yet,
““ upon no charitable ground can be accounted a child himjelf.
‘¢ And what canfidence can there be, that a man, not efeen’d
‘¢ gracious, (hall-either chriftianly carry in the outward form
‘¢ of religion, or yet keep foundnefs in the faith ? ” Durh,
Expof, Rev. P, 2 9. Bw, perhaps, this quotation may pro-
voke another fiieer at ajudicial judgment of churity.

However I am glad, Sir, your performance has furnifh’d
me with a number of granted principles, which, therefore,
you cannot again controvert, whereby the true ftate of the

quettion will be eafily exhibjted to view. Aund then it will.

appear how much yeur arguments have been to the purpoie.
—Thefe I fhall colle& in the following propofitions, wiih
the pagec where they are fubltantially found.

B2 Prop.
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Propofition 1. Tho® real grace or holinefs is not fimply ne-
geflary ad efle, or the very being of a minifter ; yet it is ne-
ceffary to the bene effe, or the awell-teing. P. 7.

That a man regularly invefted with the facred office, is in
fa& a minifter, is not called in queftion by any body, that
I know of ; and he is to be treated as fuch by the church,
while in regular ftanding. It is enough, with refpeét to the
prefent queftion, that it be acknowledged neceffary to the
well-being of a minifter. But in mentioning the neceflity of
holinefs, you need not have ufed the diminitive term Onb.
A minifter’s well-being is as important to the Church as his

being, yea more fo.

Mr. Durham, having mentioned an obje&ion, viz. ¢ then
¢ there would be {ew miniflers entered, and many congre-
«¢ gations would be defolate ;” anfwers, partly bya quoration
from the famzus Mr. Boyd of Trochrege, as follows, ¢ when
‘¢ he moveth this obje&ion to himfelf, (which ftheweth, fays
¢ Mr. Durham, that it hath been ordinary, at all times, to
«¢ difpute againft this duty) he anfwereth, that it is not fo
*“ much to be refpe@ed quot, or how many be in the minif-
““ try, as quales et qui ; that is, who, or of what qualifica-
¢ tions they be. ‘Therefore, faith he, it had been the ad-
¢ vantage of the miniftry, that they had been ever fewer,
¢ rather than that muny who are in that ftation, fhould have
¢ been admitted to it.”” And further on in the fame page,
from the fame author, ¢ nec enim tam refert quot fint, hoc
¢¢ Minifterio fungentes, quam qui fint, et quanta cura de-
¢ lefti atque probati. Preftatque, plurimis abdicatis, vel
‘¢ unum aliquem admitti, qui fit unus ex mille, &c. quam
¢¢ pluriu is inditerenter admiffis, ex mille, vix unum, qualem
‘¢ cupias invenire.” 1. e. For neither is it fo much matter
how many they may be, who are in the Miniftry, as awho they
are, and witﬁ how great care chofen and approved. It were
better that very many fhould be rejected, and only fome one,
who fhould be one of a thoufand, admitted, than that out of
yery many indifferently admitted, you will fcarce find one of
a thoufand fuch as you would defire.—And adds himfelf,
‘“ we are perfuaded, that whatever prophane men think of
‘“ holinefs, yet the people who defire to have their Souls
“ faved, will be loth to have a blind guide, who, by falling
‘ into the ditch, may hazard others, or, one that may heal
¢ their wounds flighuy, or at beft, pointout the way to them,

“~h!.£
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« but in little join with them init. ‘And efpecially minifters
¢¢ of the gofpel, who know the efteem Chrift hath of fouls,
¢ and what difficulty it is for themfelves to walk fingly in this
¢ miniftry, even tho’ they mind theirown falvation ; and
¢¢ what native or natural fympathy is called for betwixt a
¢ mipifter and his flock : and who are well acquainted with
¢ the devices o( the devil, who aimeth to make havock of
« fouls by an ungedly, as well as by an erroneous miniftry ;
¢ and alfo are laying to heart, and ferioufly minding their
¢ reckoning to Jefus Chrift at his appearing, for the fouls of
¢ fuch conoregations, as they have had accefs to provide
¢ with minifters, whether his fheep were committed to a
“ friend, or an enemy, to one who lev’d him, and fo would
« feed the lambs, or one that loved, and fought his own things,
““ a5 all men in nature do, and fo would feed himfeli. We
“ are perfuaded, we fay, that fuch will tremble to be accef-
“ fary to fuch henious affronting of Jefus Chrift, or fuch cruel
‘¢ betraying of poor fouls, in committing them to an ignerant
““ or unfaithful guide, who may fall in the ditch with them.’
Expof. Rev. P. 221.—Indeed, a man cannot be capable of
reprefenting the true nature of favin‘g religion, at leaft ordi-
narily, without an experimental fenfe of it upon his own foul;
nor can be expeéted to be faithful therein. In order to ex-
plain and defcribe the nature of true religion, a man muft
underftand it himfelf. He muft underftand it fo as to be
able to diftinguith between true and counterfeit religion ;
between common and faving grace : to direét dittrefs’d fouls,
and to convince felf-deceiving finners. If religion was meerly
a matter of fpeculation, or confifted only in external duties,
a fpezulative knowledge of it would be fufficient. But it
confifts piincipally in holy difpofitions and exercifes of the
heart about God and divine things : and that; fuch as will
regulate and influence the whole life ; and fo is of a practical
experimental nature. Now, you may as eafily make a man,
who was barn blind underftand colours, by defcribing them
to him, as to make a man canceive truly of the holy excr-
cifes and fenfations of a pious heart, who has neverfelt them,
And therefore cannot reprefent them to others in a defcrip-
tive and convincing manner.——~Moreover, as he cannot un-
derftand the fpiritual nature of true religion, fo according to
what notions he can have, he has as little relith for it. 'Tle
carnal mind is enmity agzinft God. Hence he will not dwell
upon the moft important {piritual things of religion, nor deal
with the confciences of men in folemn earneft about them,

He
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He will encourage finners to expe& falvation on the fame
foundation, whereon he prefumptuoufly builds his own hopes.
Thus his doctrines may be ﬁmpfy in themfelves true, yet will
not be fet in a true evangelical point of light, nor reprefent
true vital religion. Nor will he deal plainly and faithfully
with people, left he might incurr their difpleafure. There-

fore, thro’ ignorance and unfaithfulnefs, he will rather de-
firoy than fave the {ouls of men.

Prop. 2. We cannot try or judge of the reality of grace,
nor certainly know the heart of any one,

T heartily agree with you and Mr. Durham, ¢ that no in-
¢ fallibility is to be expeéted or pretended-to in judging this;
¢ for no f{uch thing 1s poffible; nor hath the Lord given
¢ {uch fymptoms or evidences as may found fuch a judge-
‘“ ment of another’s gracious ftate. P. 7. &c. That to fearch
¢¢ and know men’s hearts is God’s unalienable prerogative.”
P. 14. I have no other idea of fearching the heart, than
looking into it, and immediately knowing what pafles there,
- and fo difcerning its fincerity or hypocrify, - For fuch crea-

tures, as we are to pretend to this would be arrogance indeed.
But confequential and conditional judgments refpefting the
heart upon external evidence or difcoveries, are unavoidable,
nor do they come under the notion of fearching the heart.

. Prep. 3. Therefore they are external evidences, which we
can certainly know and examine, that are the only grounds
upon which we can form any judgment concerning others.
Or in other words, our decifions concerning, or conduét to-
wards others, in admitting them to facred offices, are to be

founded on fuch external evidences, as make them appear to
us to be holy,

I own as chearfully as you pleafe, ¢ that itis not the dif-
“ covering and judging a man to be really holy, that gives
¢¢ peace in ordaining him, but the finding fuch figns of holine/s
“ 1n outward gonduét, as the fcriptures oblige ordainers
“ to look for.” P. 8. And that the grounds upon which the
vifible Church 1s to admit toordinancesand oflices, ¢¢ if fuch
¢ a Profeffion and Praftice as men can certainly know and are
¢ competent judges of.” P. r1,—~But when you talk of
men’s knowing, and being competent judges of the profe/ficn
of others, 1 fuppofe, you mean profeflion materially cen-
fidered ; viz. whatit contains or amounts to ; together with

T
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its credibilify or incredibility, as that may be colletted from
concurring circumit-nces. For fure, you don’t mean to know
and judge of the fiucerity of fuch profeflion ! But,

Prop. 4. 'T'his apparent or vifible holinefs is to be exam-
incd, and made one ground of admiffion to the facred Minif-
try uider this confileration, viz. that it 1s {fuch a pirobabls
fign of reat holinefs, as isfufficient to induce us in charity to
refpect him as truly gracious, and therefore encourage us to
commit the gofpel Miniftry to him.

The very notion of vifible holinefs muf be, that it has the
appearance of that which is real and true; fo that if the
man’s heart correfpond with his profeflion and praétice, i. e.
if he be really fuch from the heart as he appears, he is truly
gracious, and our charity trufts he is fincere, till the contrary
thall be difcovered. This i1s what I intend by the terms ws-
fible holinefs, wherever they may occur in thele pages. And
I find you confider, ¢ an evenly courie of blamelefs Aeoly con-
““ verfation, as the beft evidence can be had of the goodnefs of
““ mens bearts and principles.” P. 6. And you would have 1t
notcd, ‘¢ that it is agreed on all hands, there muft be trial of
““ the perfon’s holinefs, and awbat ground there is to effcem and
“ treat him as gracieus.” P. 21, 22. What now, Sir, be-
comes of your ridicule of a judicial judgment of charity?
P. 16. I confefs. your metaphyficks go beyond my depth, if
you can diftinguith between a judgment of charsty refpecting
a man’s piety, founded upon external evidence ; and effees-
ing and treating him as gracious. 1f 1 don’t miftake, it 1is to
diftinguiih between 4 judgment of charity, and a judgment of
charity. You diftinguiih with equal refinement, when you
would intimate a {pecifick difference betwcen a perfon’s form-
ing a good opinion of others appearing to be godly, fuch as
Chritian Love difpofes to, as a private Chriftian, and his
forming the fame opinion of him as a judge, confidering a
man’s qualitication for the facred Miniitry. If, as a private
Chriftian, I may, upon good ground, form a good opinion
ot a perfon, and thereupon, eftcem and love him as a faint,
why may I not as ajudge, form the fame good opinion of
him, upon the fame good ground, when I have critically
examined it; . and thereupon, eiteem him quaiified for the
Miniftry? Maft [, as a judge, ¢ try the Candidate’s holinefs,
‘¢ and what ground the. e is for the Church to eficem and treat
‘“ ham as gracious,” and yet form no good opinion olf\ ihulx; ?

‘ uft *
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Mutt I concur in admitting him to the Miniftry, without any
{fuch good opinion of him ?~—But to return ; thus far we are
profefledly agreed. And will you fay after all, that, when
I plead for a Candidate’s giving a narrative of his religious
exercifes, the very thing I plead for, is to form a judgment,
thereby, of iuternal, whether the perfon be gracicus, (i. e.
whether what he relates be really true or not,) and to make
this judgment of his fate, the ground of admitting ? No it
1s fomething clie that is pleaded for, 'The matter we are in
queft of is the wifibility or credible appearance of the perfon’s
holinefs, and ¢ what ground the Church has to efteem and
“¢ treat him as gracious.” This, you agree, is to be colledted
from his *¢ profefion ana praftice” P. 11. Neither of thefe
fingly, but both conjunctly, atford us the beft evidence we
can get, ‘ of the goodnefs of his heart and principles.” Now
his profeflion contributes to this evidence, not by enabling
us to judge of internals, viz. whether he is fincere in it; buc
whether 1t contains fo much in it, or is fuch a profeflion of
true religion, as, in cafe he is fincere, in favour of which,
his praftice muft witnefs, he is a Chriftian. And without
doubt, the more particular and circumftantial this profeflion
may be, it will be the more or lefs credible. We think
therefore, it fhould include, not only the perfon’s profefling
to believe the truth of fuch and fuch do&rines; but alfo that,
{o far as he can difcern, fuch and fuch have been their im-
prefions on his own heart. With refpeét to both which, we
can only have the perfon’s own relation, either in a formal
narrative, or (which will come to the fame thing) in proper
anfwers to fuch queftions on thefe matters, as may be pro-
pofed to him. When this account cr narrative (call it which
you will) is given, we can as really know what it contains,
and as truly judge of its credibility, as we can of any other
human teftimony, refpeiing any other matter. We can try
its credibility fr#, by comparing it with the Scripture-
account of the nature and exercifes of true grace, and con-
fidering whether it contains the things wherein, according to
the word of God, true grace confifts; and therefore, if his
account be true, he is gracious, Second)y, by comparing it
with his converfation, fo fee whether tijat correfponds with,.
and fupports his profeflion : And fo upon the whole, we have
ground to ““ gfeem and treat bim us gracious.,” 1f we find thefe
things, we are fafe, and may have peacein licenfing and or-
daining him, whatever the reality of his fiate be, or whether

he be fincere or not. This view of the cafe we very carefully
laid




17

laid before you, when reafoning upon 'the point in Synod.
And hc* your cor:fci ac could permit you now afier all, to
impofe upon u: fo very different a ftate of the matter, I know
not. )

But, I tkink, according to the foregoing propofitions,
which fhew how far we appear.to agree, and upon what
principles we go in trying Candidates, and what kind of
judgment alone we can form about them, the only queftion
now remaining is, whether a Candidate’s giving a narrative
of the impreflions of divine Divine Truths on his own heart,
or the exercifes of Religion in his foul, 1s, in conjunétion
with other things, any external evidence, and does afford mere
light concerning an appearance of his holirefs, than we could
have without it # And therefore it is the duty of the Prefby-
tery to enquire after it, as one mean of fatisfaCtion in a mat-
ter of o great importance ? If the firtt fhall appear, viz. that
fuch narrative does afford external evidence with refpeét
to vifible holinefs ;' I prefume you will eafily grant the latter,
namely the duty of Prefhyteries to enquire afterit. I callit
the only quettion. For feeing we propofe this enquiry as a
mean for trying, not the reality, but the vifibility of the
Candidate’s holinefs, and only in order to fuch a judgment
about it, as, we agree, according to the foregoing propo-
fitions, alone belongs to us to form, then it can only remuin
to confider, whether fuch narrative has the proper naturc of
a mean for that purpofe.—The only obfesvations, in your
whole performance, fo far as I can fee, that can be alledged
as exceptions to this, are, that this mode of examination is
abfurd, unfcriptural, and ufelefs. Tho’ you have direétly
attempted theilluftrationonly of the laft. If either of thefe can
be made good, I confefs, itisnot a proper mean in order to the
end propofed. Buton the other hand, the very confiderations

which will vindicate it from thefe exceptions, will proveitto
be a proper mean.

Asto your imputation of impiety to this mode of exami-
nation, and high charges of blatphemous ufurpation of the
Throne and Office of God, fo liberally exhibited againft us
on account of it; I apprehend, by this time, it1s plain
enough, they fall to the ground. For they can be levelled
only at that wrong ftate of the queftion you have put; ard
which, it is fufficiently clear, we abfolutely rejeét.—Nor
are perfons any more expofed, hereby, to horrid tyranny,
than upon the footing of judging their vifible holineis, by

C evidences
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evidences drawn from their outw:ird aftions only, Judges,
under the bafe influente of pi¢jue, or carnai intereffs. - - he
as eafily puzzle and perplex with . refpett to matte's' of prac.
tice, in-order to ferve their vile pwurpofes, and peri.aps more
fo. Itis not very difficult for 2 pervedfe man to wa, mty
fome foible, or fome fingle infta.2ce of imprudent cordnet,
into a great matter ; and then ¢ -flarug up the fhoulders, and
‘“{ay, I am not fatisfied.” W hite on the other hanu, if
judges be carnal, they are as flfj rhtly in examining the out-
ward life, as they are averfe to e quiring about experiences.
If 2 Candidate has not too mucl 1 warmth about internal Re-
ligion in the courfe of his conver{ ation, he will be pretty fafe
as to fuch. Tho’ he fhould be b ut vain, trifling, and with-
out any favour of ferious praftical Religion, yet 11 he be not
openly vicious, they can{mooth maatters over pretty well. So
that you fee, one way may be abu'ied as readily, or perhaps,
more readily than the other, if M'iniflers who are to judge,
be not candid and upright. To pivevent this, we muft have
refpect to certain principles, derive:d from the word of (.od,
with refpeét to the nature and ext:rcifes of true grace, by
which our judgment muft be regulated, upon whatioever evi-
dence we found it. Hence, tho’ a perfon’s- account of his
religious exercifes fhould be obfcure, or not fo fatisfalory as
could he withed, yet if it contain fuch things, as the icrip-
tures make the effence of true Religion to confift- in, it can-
not be rejected, provided a ferious confcientious ftritnefs in
Religion, - prevailing in his life, appear in his favour  But
if it thould be effentially defective, «or betray a'notion of ke-
ligion inconfiftent with the gofpel, even tho’ fundry things
fhould appear amiable in his outw:ard earriage,-yet his judges
will be able to prove, from the nature and charaétess of
true grace as reprefented in the word of God, that they are
right in not admitting him to the Mniitry,

‘Surely, Sir, you will not alledge, it will be impious in
Candidates to give an account of their religious exercifes,
when required for the purpofes abovementioned. You ac-
knowledge it 1s a common thing" amung Chriftians, to-ufe
fuch voluntary freedom, as to tell experiences. Yea. it is
often their duty, in order to dire®, warn, and encournge
others. P. 18.—Canitbe a crime {or a man to reiate that
to a judicature, which he might lawfully, yea it
might be his duty to tell to others, meerly becaute they as a
judicature require ity notin order to judge his fiate, but his
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profefion ; whether 1t be fuch a prof’eﬂion of holinefs, as’

may encuurage them to commit the facred Miniftry to him 2
An office, to which, his general chriftian charaéter gives him
no claim, but he is only to be invefted with, when thofe, to
wno.w Jefus Chrit has committed the matter, fhall judge
they have found him competently qualified for it ? An office,
in which, the direQing, warning, and duly encouraging of
others is o extenfively interefted ? May it, indeed, be a
Candidate’s important duzy to refufe anfwering fuch an enqui-

ry ¢ Does it belong to him to prefcribe what trials he fhall

pafs through ? It is well, however, that a Prefbytery are not
obliged to obey his diftates ; nor to proceed further, if he
refufe to {uftain fuch parts of trial as they fhall judge necefla-
ry. I confefs, to a& fuch a part, would be an inftance of
witidom in a Candidate, who is confcious he has no experi-
ence to tell, however imprudent it would be in him to offer
himfelf for that office at all.

If after all, you will infift upon it, this mode of exami-
naton is the fame thing with fearching and judging the heart,
1 am confident, you can attempt to make it appear by norea-
fonings, but fuch as will involve yourfelf as much as me :
And may be retorted with equal ftrength. You are for form-
ing an opinion of the # goodnels of mens hearts and principles,
*“ and for effeeming and treating 1hem as gracious.” 1 plead for
no more. But you would found thefe conclufions on lefs di-
re@ svidence. You found them upon a general profefiion,
and outward practice of Religion, From hence, without
more to do, you leap into an opinion of the gooduefs of the
heart and principles, But becaufe, I know, the fame out-
ward conduét may flow from very different principles, I am
for enquiring what views of things and principles Candidates
profefs to have, and to be influenced by : And fo by a fur-
ther fiep, affording evidence more dire& to the point, I come
to the fame conclufions, which you alfo form on a lefs de-

ree of evidence. . You take for granted, what I want evi-
ence of : Such evidence as the nature of the cafe admits,

What has been faid, fufficiently fhews, that your argu-
ments taken from the nature of the vifible Church, and the
difference between the key of dolrine, and the key of dif-
cipline, are nothing at all to the cafe in hand. I fully agree
with what you and Mr, Durham have fuid on thofe puints,
and yet am perietly confiftent with myfelt, (o
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I therefore look upon the exceptions aforefaid, as only ca-
pable of any way affeting the queition, as now fairly ftated.
And accordingly, fhall proceed to confider them,

1t. You fay this modc is abfurd. Ifuppofeyour principal
reafon for this affertion, was the fuppofed pretenfion, by
narratives, to difcern and judge a perfon’s internal real ftate.
‘Tlerefore, as it is now evident, that is altogether out of the
queftion, this allegation evanithes. I camnot fee upon what
other ground, any abfurdity can be apprehended in the cafe.
Tho’ we know not the hearts of others, yet a perfon who will
refle® muft be confcious of what paffes in his own heart,
And there can be no abfurdity in his relating it upon a pro-
per occafion, and for a weighty reafon.

It has been alledged to be abfurd to require a man to bear
witnefs concerning himfelf. But if it be fo, it is an abfurdity
conftantly and univerfally praifed, as often as qualifications
for offices come to be examined.---You can certainly know a
man’s knowledge fo far as you try it, but you muft take his
word for his orthodoxy, which yet, is a matter of great im-
portance. You can’t know whether he really believes fuch a
fytem of do&trine. There have been defigning hypocrites,
who have profefled and fubfcribed found articles of faith, who
have not believed them ; and I wifh that were not a too ftre-
quent cafe. Yet, it is neceflary* that a Candidate -fhould
profefs orthodoxy, before we entruft him with the public in-
ftru&tion of the Church: and we muft acquiefce in bis pro-
feffion, while nothing appears to the contrary. Don’t we
from time to time fet perfons free from cenfure, and reftore
them to good ftanding, upon their ferious profeflion of re-
pentance? The mere implication of their penitence by their

outward carriage will notfatisfy; we infift that they fhall add
to that, their explicit profeflion.

2d. You further plead, it is unfcriptural. To this purpofe,
you obferve, that ¢ a religious life is the only seripture-evidence .
of our faith to others;” and quote Jam. ii. 18. to confirm this.
‘[he terms, religious life, are ambigious, and may be very
juftly extended {o far as to inlcude fuch a profeflion, as, Icon-
t2ad, fhould be enquired after in the cate in queftion: yea,
it mujt imply it, otherwife I can have no idea of a religious
life.  Axd why it may not be explicit as well as implicit, I
cannot conceive. You fhould, however, have wrote with

| precifion
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precifion here, that we might take the true force of your ar-
gument; and know how to anfwer-you. You feem, indeed,
to acknowledge it inclades * profejior and pracice,” p.
11. and it is plain cnough, if you don’t include both here,
but by a religious life, mean only the regular perform-
ance of the external dudes of Religion, the text you have
quoted would have been the moit unhappily chofen for your
purpofe : For the very fubje& the apottle treats of in that
paflage, is, the vindication of our proteflion of Religion, as
credible before men. And yet to admit this (which, notwith-
ftanding, you can’t help admitting) quite deftroys all the ufe
you would make ofit; for then the only.confequence is, that
~the moft fplendid profeflion of Religion, if it be not ac-
companied with works of holinefs as its native fruit, is by ne
means credible.--- You know, Sir, the apoftle is here reafoning
againit certain Libertines, who were turning the grace of
God into wantonnpefs ; alledging, that feeing we are juftified,
not by works, but by faith in the righteou{nefs of Chrift, there-
fore the obligation of thelaw was diflolved; fo that here was a
profeflion, notmerely of the truth of gofpel doétrines, but of
cxperiences; they faid they had faitp; they had embraced
Jefus Chrift, trulted in his righteoufnefs, and hence were (ate
for eternity. The apoftle does not blame the making of
fuch a proteflion, but only labours to conviace them of their
miftake about the matter they profefled ; for this purpofe he
introduces the fincere Chriftian as making the fame pro-
feflion (he don’t boggle at it, becaule fome hypocrites had
done o) and vindicating it’s greater credibility by the fruits
of holy obedience, which difcovered the faith he profeffed
to be genuine. How rare an argument this, to proye that it
1s quite unfcriptural for a Prefbytery to require any fuch pro-
feflion of 3 Candidate for the Sacred Miniftry ! But you feem
to be dextrousin quoting texts nothing at all to your purpofe,
In Mat. ¥1i 2o, our Lord thews how falfe Prophets, appearing
already in the charaiter of Prophets, might be deteéted, viz.
‘“ By their corrupt doltrines and practices.”” And he him-
{elf having publickly profefed an extraordinary charaler and |/
miffion, appeals to the hoiinefs of his doctrines 5 and John x.
32. To his miracles, many of which were miracles of mercy
to the diftrefled, fuch as his curing the blind man, as the
wouchers for bis profeffion. Therefore, it is unfcriptuial to atk
Candidates any thing about experiences, or their religious
exercifcs, when trying their qualificutions for fo facred an
office as the miniftry! Whether 'your application of thefe
paflages
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pafiages be owing to ¢ ignorance or wilful pecrverfion,” you
yourlelf can beft determine. You fuggeft another thought,
which, though not adduced dire&tly in fupport of this alle-

ation, yet, you feem to depend upon as an argument to

is purpofe ; ¢ When (fay you) a general end is commanded,
“ but the means of accomplifhing it left to Chnftian dpru-w
¢ dence, there is room to confider of fit and expedient
¢ means : but when all is direfted thatis to be done, there
¢ is no room for human inventions; and fuch is the cafe in
¢ queftion.” P. 18. But pray, Sir, what a// is in this cafe
direted? s any more done, thai laying down the charaters,
conftituting vifible holinefs, which we are to look for; with
a general diretion, 1. Tim. v. 22. to try thefe? They muft
firt be proved, even in a Deacon, 1. Tim. iii. 10. Butis
there any particular diretion, how thefe fhall be tried? Is
there then ro roomleft for the exercife of Chriftian prudence,
in confidering of fit and expedient means for this purpofe?
Nor was there any neceflity of more particular direétions.
The nature of the charaéters to be tried, eafily leads Chriftian
prudence to difcern what means are adapted to this end. The
- perfon defigned for this office is to be faithful, a lover of good
men, juft, holy, &e. in aword, all the characters taken to-
- gether, as colletted from the feveral paffages where they lie,

compofe an entire frame of wifible balinef}; vifible, becaufe
the appearance of real holinefs. 'T'hele are to be confidered as
the ¢“ marks and charaéters of the good man.” In examining
this bolinefs, we muft confider its reference to that which 1s
real; therefore we muft confider the nature or proper idea of
real polinefs, otherwife we fhall never know when we have its
true appearance. Now, true holinefs does not confift only in
external alts of homage or worfhip towards God, and mo-
rality towards our neighbour and ourfelves; but primarily
and effentially, in a holy temper, in fpiritual difpofitions and
affeCtions, under the influence of gofpel-truths apprehended
by a lively faith.—Therefore, external aftions materially
religious and moral (however thus far good) do not fufficiently
exhibit the appearance of real holinefs. We may fee a Deift,
not only ftri¢t in performing moral duties, but alfo prayer to
God, and attending public worfhip; for though he don’t
believe chriftianity, yet he owns that God is to be worfhiped,
and that publickly. Yea, the Socinian gees farther, though
not a whit nearer true holinefs; he attends, not only the
- preaching of the word, but the facraments too, and feveral
ordjnances of external worfhip. Now will you call this vifible

_holinefs?
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holinefs? I am fure you would not be willing to abide by
the neceffary confequences if you did. But you will fay, the
perfon makes a profeflion of the orthodox faith, i. e. he pro-
fefles to believe the true Chriftian fyftem of do&rine, and
hence is induced to this practice of religion. Very well.
Then a man’s words, as well as his outward ations, are ne~
ceflary in order to the appearance of true religion. No man,
I prefume, does appear to you to be a true Chriftian, in
whom an orthodox profeflion as to fundamentals, and an
outward regular praftice of religious duties do not concur.
But will any kind of profeflion do? You know there is a
meer {peculative faith, Jam. ii. 19. and this accompanied
with an obvioufly carelefs indifference and coldnefs in the
performance of duty. But you fay, we muft obferve ¢ his
{pirituality in duties.”” But how is this to be done? Why he
muft appear ferious and affe¢tionate in the performance of
duty.---Very well. But there may be much affeition in
duties (Ifa. xlviii. 1.) where there is no true religion. Af-
fe&ions are only holy, when they flow from right views of
the gofpel by the illumination of the mind, and a lively faith,
whereby Jefus Chrift is embraced, and the gofpel is acquiefced
in with complacency. Does not then, a perfon’s appearing
to be holy include a profeflion of fuch fentiments, and fuch
impreflions of thefe truths, as have led him to fuch a faith, at
leaft fuch exercifes as look like this? And that in this way,
ke finds his affe@tions raifed, and he 1s hereby determined to
ferve the Lord? Would you take an appearance that imports
lefs than this, for an appearance of real holinefs? Now, is it
not a man’s profeflion, in conjunéion with his pratice, that
gives him this appearance, and confequently is evidential
thereof 7 And a candid enquiry after this, is the very thing
for which I contend. You include “¢ a profefled belief of the
gofpel,” in your idea of vifible holinefs, P. 10. pray what do
you mean by a profefled belief of the gofpel? Do you intend
only a profefling that the gofpel is true? Is fuch a belief true’
“and faving faith 7 And has fuch a profeflion, fimply, an ap-
pearance thereof ? Or muft it not be a profeflion of embracing
the gofpel-way of falvation, and thereen building the hopes of
eternal life ? But when about to commit fo folemn a truft as
the facred Miniftry, ought not the credibility of this pro-
feflion to be tried? Now, I can think of no means of trial,
befides comparing, after ftri&t enquiry has been made, the
Candidate’s knowledge of the gofpel-fcheme, and the im-
preflions he profefics to have felt from evangelical truths :i;;or;
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his own foul, with the word of God; and confidering, whes
ther this profeflion contains what fubftantially anfwers to the
{cripturé-notion of true religion, and whether it be fupported
by an anfwerable life and converfation. Now dc notall thefe,
taken together, exhibit an appearance of holinefs, which we
could not have from any of them fingly ¢ And therefore, this
profeflion of experiences and exercifes in Religion, is a vifible’
cxternal evidence, difcovering the marks and chataéters of
the good man, and fo affording an appearance of holinefs,
which we could not have without it. As 0 the fincerity of
this profeflion, we kiiow no more of it, with refpet to one
part of it than another. If any profeflion at all 1s neceffary

tothe appearance, or vifibility of holinefs, the more full and
comprehenfive it is, tlie more appearance it exhibits.

Thefe obfervations ferve te refute your 3d exception, which
I' have quoted above, viz. That this mode of examination is
ufelefs. Your chief reafon is, that a Candidate, *¢ who can
“ juftly reprefent the exercifes of Religion, and fpeak to
“ various cafes of confcience, can certainly, if be pleafes, give
¢ {ucl:a narrative of convetfion and exercifes, and fo anfwer
“* any queftions about thefe, as will fatisfy his judges, what-
¢¢ ever be his real ftate.---Therefore, his narrative affords
 not the leaft further light.” P.1g. But I have already
fhewed that a profeflion of heart-exercifes, is an evidence of
holinefs, which fimple knowledge does not afford, therefore
does give more light as to the vifibility of feveral of thofe
chata@ers, orthat holinefs which ordainers are to look for,
whatever be his real ftate.  To give weight to your remark,
you muft fuppofe that Candidates who have not true grace,
are alfo deftitute of common honefty and a regard to truth,
and therefore, to ferve a tutii, they will very deliberately and
{erioufly lie, and pretend to exercifes which they know they
have not had. A fuppofition with refpe& to Candidates for
fo facred an ofhce, which I think, bad as the world is,
charity forbids, unlefs fome very fufpicious circumftances
fhould appear. If this is to be taken for granted, then, as
we know not who are hypocrites, no regard is to be had to a
man’s profeflion in any refpett; for he who will impofé upon
others in one inftance, will in another. And thus our con.
dition in life will be much more wretched than I ever ima-
gined. For the fame reafon, outward fobriety and religious
practice may be all only a mafk, to impofe upon judicatures,
until 8 man may get into office (and fuch inflances of im-

_pofition
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pofition there have been) therefore no ftrefs can be laid on
that, and thus we have no vifible holinefs at all, but muft
admit men to the holy miniftry without any -efpe& at all to
their holinefs. I know you will not chufe to admit this con-
fequence; but you may try how you will get rid of it. There
have been, indeed, very grofs impofitions ; but thefe have ob-
tained as much by outward condu&, as by profeflions of
heart-exercifes. If therefore on this account no refped is to
be had to the latter, fo neither to the former. But, Ijudge,
the only confequence is, that hence we fee what wickednefs
and deceit fome are capable of.  Your fear of our excluding
~ all doubting Chriftians, is quite groundlefs. We don’t en-
quire fo much after a man’s opinion of himfelf, as his
exercifes in Religion, much lefs his aflurance of his gracious
ftate. Many an honeft, perplexed foul, has by his very fears,
afforded not the lefs fatisfaltion to thofe concerned in his
licenfure and ordination. Thus, I apprehend, I have not
only vindicated our praftice from the aforefaid exceptions,
but in doing fo, have fhewed it to be a fit and expedient
mean of trying whether a Candidate has the charaéers of
vifible holinefs mentioned in the word of God, i.e. Whether
he has the vifible or external appearance of that holinefs,
which, if he is fincere, is true and real.

I would juft further obferve, that our praice in this fat-
ter, is of great ufe to preferve in the Church fome fuitable
fenfe of the importance of holinefs in Minifters, and confe-
quently, more carefulnefs to purge out fuch as thould behave
unworthy of their charafter, after they are in, Minigters
under this impreflion, will be proportionably lefs difpofed to
{creen or paliate, inftead of thoroughly examiring into Fame
that may ﬁe prevalent, with refpect to the immorality of
other Minifters. Of ufe alfo, to make fuch as defign the
facred Miniftry, more careful to look to themfelves, and ex-
amine their preparation for it, in this refpeét; and make fuch
afraid to venture upon it, as are confcious they are deflitute
of this fo neceflary and important qualification. I have known
inftances of this.

*You moreover alledge, our Judgment and praftice in this
matter is novel, ¢ unthought of for ages in the Church,”
and that you have the autbority of Mr. Durham and others
againft us, But while tbﬁ Bible is not againft us, I

~ am
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am not fo very folicitous what other authorities you can pro-
duce. However, I pay a very great refpe& to Mr. Durham’s
jadgment, therefore have clofely obferved him : and have the
pleafure to find he does not fay any thing againft the examin-
ation I contend for, And I am perfuaded, if he was now
living, he would not debate the marter with me upon the
true ftate of the cafe I have here given. He largely urges
the neceflity of holinefs in Minifters : And that both people
and Minifters fhould have particular refpedt to this, in their
choice of a perfon for this officc. I wifth your performance
had aimed at the fame defign with him. He obferves his
defign is not ¢ that fearch, in extraordinary ways, thould be
¢¢ made for knowing mens converfion, or, that infal!ibility
¢¢ fhould be expeéted in this ; orthatany particular*eviuen-es
¢ in fuch a meafure ordegree, fhould be pitched on, without
¢¢ which nothing is to be fatisfying. {And neither do we.)
‘¢ But feeing there can be no ground to expet the right im-
¢ provement of gifts, by one not fuppofed to be gracious ;
¢ therefore trialwouldbe, 1ft. To clear that hebe not pro-
¢ phane, and that nothing can be charged on him. 2d. That
¢¢ there are fome things making him look holy-like, & giving
“¢ ground, in a difcerning charity, to efteem fo of him. That
¢ whatever afterwards he proves, they may have peace in
¢¢ what they have done. And laftly that fome fit time and
“ agay be taken purpofely for trying of this.”” Expof. Rev.
P.219. And the next page he fays, ¢ Iam not fpeaking of
«¢ the manner of proceeding, but of the 1hing whatever way a
¢¢ judicatory, or perfon in chriftian prudence, fnali rake o
¢ fatisfy themfelves in the particular; that 1 conceive can be
«¢ regulated by no certain directions.” Therefore, what he
afterward fays, refpeéls the matter to be tryed ; but not the
manner of trial  And as a variety of things are to be tried,
a circamftantial variety of method in trying them may be ne-
ceflary.——Yea he gives us, with approbation, the following
quotation : ¢ Tho’ that reverend forecited author, Mr. Boyd,
¢¢ be every way moft moderate; yet P. 1108, doth he cen-
¢¢ fure the prepofterous moderation of fome good men, who
“¢ are too ckaiitabiein the matterof admiffion to the Miniftry ;
¢ and direétly afferteth, that in tryal ¢f Jpirits for fuch an
¢ end, notonly the doctrine, fed et animorum motus, con-
¢ filia, conatus, (i. e. The motions, councils or defigns, and
s¢ the endeavow s or tendencie: of their fouls) are alfo to be
« proven, And if nothing fatisfying appear, which may
‘ 6
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“¢ hold forth God’s call, altho’ it were for many years, itis to be
¢ forborn.” Expof. P. 221 & inP 222, From whence you have
- quoted fudry thinfs he gives us aquotation from the judicious

learned Mr. Wood, who afferts, ¢¢ that there are fome more
¢ eminent outward works & actingsin Religionand piety, by
¢¢ which men /{o far as is competent to men to judge) may be
¢ warrantly judged pofitively gracious. And (heweth how
¢ this is to be attained, & in thefe words, there is requifite
« fome fecmingnefs of fpiritual fincerity in a man’s profe/fion,
¢ i, e. that he doth it from a fpiritual principle, upon fpiritual
‘¢ motiugs, and for a fpivitual end: But a meer, fober, not
¢¢.m :cking, ferious profeflion without more, is not a pofitive
¢ appearance of Jpiritual fupernatural fincerity.”

In ¢ the tenor of the advice of the brethren, depute for
¢¢ penning the enormities and corruptions in the miniftry,
«¢ and remedying thereof, allowed by the general affembly
¢¢ (of the Church of Scotland), Anno Domini 1596.” We
have the following particulars, viz. ¢¢ that the intrant fhall
¢¢ {hall be pofed upon his confcience, before the great God, and
¢ that in moft grave manner, what moveth himt0 accept the
¢¢ office and charge of the Miniftry upon him.——That the
¢ tryal of perfons to be admitted to the Miniftry hereafter,
¢¢ confilt not only in their leariing and ability to preach, but
¢ alfo in confcience, and feeling, and fpiritual awifden.” Vide
Coll. of confef. Form of procefs. P. 32, 33.

In overtures of the commiflion of the General Affembly,
1719, and afterwards approved by the Aflembly. ¢¢ Con-
¢ fidering that nothing, &c.——Thercfore, the Affembly
¢¢ hereby enjoins all Prefbyteries punétually to obferve the acts
‘¢ of Aflembly concerning probationers. Particularly, &c.—
¢¢ Article z, That Prefbyteries be accurate and exalt in the
¢ trial of probationers, not only of their learning, but of
¢¢ their piety, prudence, and godly life and converfation;
¢¢ and for that end, Prefbyteries are enjoined to tzke none
¢¢ upon trialsin order to preach, but fuch as have teftimonials
« from the Minifters and Kirk-feflions where they have lived,
¢ and a letter from fome known perfon to the Prefbytery,
« attefting their fober, grave, religious and peaceable beha-
¢ viour, and good affeftion to the government of the Church ;
¢ and produce a teftimonial from the Profeffor of Divinity
¢ under whom they have ftudied, bearing his knowledge of
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¢t the perfons recommended, as to their Piety and Chriftian
4¢ carriage, their peaceable principles and difpofitions, their
¢ progrefs in their ftudies, their promifing parts, and their
“ good atfection to the Church and State; and that he truly
“¢ judges them fit for the fervice of the Church.-—In Article
“¢ 4, That before any Prefbytery receive a Student upon trials
“in order to his being licenfed ; or grant a recommen.
¢ ation, or defire to another Prefbytery for entering a Stu.
¢¢ dent of Divinity, they appoint three or four of their nuin-
‘¢ ber to converfe with him privately, and to take trial of his
‘¢ orthodoxy, his knowledge of Divinity, particularly the
‘“ modern controverfies, and of the other neceflary qualifica.
‘¢ tions for the Miniitry, and what fenfe and impreffions he bas
“ of Religion on his own feul, and to give their report to the
¢¢ Prefbytery, before he be admitted to probationary trials,
¢ or get a recommendation to another Prefbytery.” By
thefe quotations, Sir, it appears, that our fentiments and

raftice are not fo great a novelty as you would inSnuate;
nor ¢ had their origin among the diftraltions and enthufiafms
¢¢ of that time,” viz. of the Prote&or’s ufurpation. We fee
here, not only the fentiments of particular authors, but the
deliberate judgement of the general Aflembly of the Church
of Scotland. Hence it alfo appears, in part, with how little
juftice you interpret, in P. 21, what 1s faid in the Wefi-
minfter dire@ory. I think, I have madeit appear that Mr.
Durham is far from ¢ maintaining oppofite principles.” I judge
you muft find ftronger arguments, before you make it appear,
that enguiring touching the grace of God in the foul, is
not o g/k or s word at the Candidate about the matter, but
only to infer it from external behaviour. I believe you would
require a nearer conneftion between your premifies and con-
clufion in any other matter.

You give another fpecimen of your candor, in the repre-
fentation you give of our ¢¢ weak pleas” for our opinion. If
our defence ot this mode of examination was to be judged of
according to your account, it muft, indeed, appear weak
enough. You mention, and but partially mention a meer
diftinction, ufed in order to the more juft apprehenfion of the
true ftate of the queftion, as one of our principal pleas in fa-
vour of our fentiment. You acknowledge, we fay, that we
do not pretend to judge the heart. P. 15. But you faw fit to

pais over our telling you, that what we propofed as the im-
' mcdiate
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mediate obje&t of our judgment, was the nartative or profef-
fion itfelf, with refpet to its credibility, and whether it con-
tains fuch things as anfwer to the Scripture-charaéiers of true

race. But to have taken in that, would have fpoiled your
%nc attempt to convict us of falthood.

You would make the world beleve, that another main plea
is, that it avi/l do mo hurt. In an{wer to which, you weakly
and baldly enough beg the queftion, or at beft take for
proved, what [ think, I have difproved.—~This thought was
proper enough to {hew that the ardent zeal of our brethren in
oppofing us, was unnecefary : which was iddeed the real de-
fign. But will the world believe you, we meant it as an ar-
gument to prove the truth of our opinion ?

We do indeed, urge that carnal minifters are a plague to
the Church, which fhews that it is a matter of great impor-
tance, that we fhould be very ftri& in trylng perfons, and
ufe every mean that may tend to difcover whether they be
godly, before they are admitted. But do you expett, peo-
ple will be {o eafily perfuaded, upon your authority, to ima-
gine we have nothing more to fay in confequence of this,
than only to beg what we (hould prove ; viz. ¢¢ that trial of
‘¢ converfion and exercifes may be help to judge, and there-
¢¢ fore fhould be ufed ? Thefe confiderations will, indeed,
ferve as a folid foundation for more dire& reafonings. But
it fuited your defign, it feems, better to detach them from
this conneétion.

You have, R is true, taken notice of two or three paflages
of Scripture, from whence arguments, more diretly tend -
Ing to-prove the point in Eand, have been drawn. But
without confidering the arguments deduced from them,
you have only glofled the texts themfelves; and think you
have fthewed, they are not any way applicable to our pur-
pofe.—You feem confiderably fkill’d in the art of emptying
Scripture Texts of their fenfe. For according to your rules
of interpretation, I queftion whether we fhall find any fpirita-
al exercifes {fpoken of by the faints in Scripture at all. Gene-
rally, their moft vehement breathings after God, are upon
the occafion of fome fignal diftrefs, from which they are feek-
ing deliverance ; and their ftrongeft exEreﬂ'xons of joy and

praife, upon the occafion of fome remarkable interpofition of
divine
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divine Providence in their favour, Now, it feems, accor-
ding to you, we muft not underftand them to fay a word
about any religious exercifes in their own fouls on thefe occa-
fions ; but only of the external acts of Providence.

Tho’ the antient apologifts did not relate their perfonal
experiences, when defendifig a common caufe, as that did
not afford a proper occafion for it, yet you acknowledge,
Chriftians profefled to hope for falvation in the way the
Chriftian fcheme propofes, and were to givea reafon why they
entertained that hope. And do you think the apologifts did
not affert the power and influence of Gofpel-Truths upon the
hearts, and thence, upon the lives of Chriftians, in order to
fhew that their hopes were not vain and groundlefs ? Would
they not have given a very maimed reprefentation of the na-
ture and excellency of the chriftian Religion, if they had not?
Were they not to defend it as the Aope that awas in them ? And
was not z4is to {peak of exercifes or experiencesin fuch a way
as argumentation would admit ? Now if perfons cannot truly
defend Chriftianity, without vindicating the egperiences of
Chriftians from all the ridicule and reproach caft upon them
by enemies for profefling fuch things ; furely, fuch as are
appointed, by office, to be the public defenders and teach-
ers of this Religion, ought to be themfelves acquainted with
the experiences of Chriftians, Is it not therefore, reafonable
that judges, when trying their qualifications for that office,
fhouid enquireinto their acquaintance with experiences in Res
ligion, and that Candidates fhould fatisfy fuch enquiry 7

Tho’ the Pfalmift, in Pfal. 66, fpeaks in th® name of the
Church, and celebrates a public and glorious deliverance;
does that forbid him to fay any thing of a perfonal nature on
that occafion ? But if he perfonates the Church in all he fays,
he, in her name, profefles great fervency and accefs to God
in prayer; fincerity, and univerfal oppofition to fin in heart
and life ; and God’s anfwering her prayers. From verfe 16,
tothe end. And was there no experience in all this 7—
But tho’ the application of this paflage to the cafe in hand
puts you fo much out of humour, yet, you confefs all that, for
which it was alledged ; viz. thatitis ¢¢ a common thing,
‘¢ among Chriftians, to tell experiences ;—yea often their
¢ duty.” And what reply do you make ? Why you repeat
your milreprefentation of the queftion, and then, like a buld

beggar,
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beggar, you take for granted that candidates may think it their
important duty to refufe fatisfation to a judicature on this
head, when enquiring about the matter in order to the better
difcerning their fitnefs for fo facred an office as the Gofpel-
Miniftry : A cafe as important as any other, which you can
fuppofe might render it their duty to tell their experiences.
If we were to go over St. Paul’s narrative, we might perhaps
find matters of experience there too : But the obfervations
* have already made, may fuffice to fhew how like a divine
you interpret Scripture.

Had ourarguments on the fubje& been lying before the
public, you would have been very excufable in only referring
your reader to them, by as fuperficial hints as you pleafed ;
provided, that in your reply, you fairly examined their force.
But as that was not the cafe, and yet, you thought proper to
‘propofe a refutation of our arguments, you ought not to im-
pofe meer diftinctions, and 1ncidental thoughts, upon the
world as fuch; and the few vou have hinted at, you fhould
have produced in their proper form and ftrength; nor was it
ingenuous, when you had only hinted at one or two out-lines,
to tell the public, thefe were all worth notice we had offered ;

‘but to have Jealt thus uprightly, would not have anfwered
~ your puipofe. Youaimed at making our caufe appear con-

temptinle, by putting fo weak and filly a defence into our
- mouths; and indeed your anfwers are very correfpondent,
for they do not excell in ftrength, Suppofing I had firft
publied on this point, and had told the public that fome of
the principal objettions to this mode of examination we plead
for, are fuch weak ones as thefe, viz, Some fay, 1t will make
the door fo narrow that parents will be difcouraged from
giving their children learning ; or after they have obtained
their education, they will go off to another church; that we
can give men learning, but we can’t give them grace; and
what will you'do with them if they are unconverted? will

ou turn them to the plough ?---how would you have taken
1t? Yet thefe things were really offered.

You have indeed furnithed me with a fair enough oppor.
tunity of entering more fully upon the fubjeét, and of offer-
ing a number of arguments, as | eafily could, in fupport of
our opinion as above ftated. But as the matter properly
belongs to church-offices, with refpet to their own practice,
and does not concern the faith or prattice of Chrifiians in

_general
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general, Tcan fee no propriety in difturbing the peace of the
Church, and calling upon the world to witnefs our difputes,
by carrying on a public controverfy about it. I really think .
as much had been done by way of argument as was like to
anfwer any valuable end ; and the S:nod laid a fufficient
foundation for preventing farther altercations on the point,
Still to agitate the matter only tends to promote animofity
and a party fpirit; and, by begetting prejudices in the minds
of people, marr their profiting by the means of grace, and
alienate thei: affetions from each other. I have therefore,
determined to do nothing that might tend to continue the
controverfy ; but have contented myfelf with freeing the”
- queftion from your mifreprefentations, and a few neceflary
remarks on yourYeafor.ings. A regard to juftice required this.
If I muft hereafter be dragged further on, I cannot help it.
I owe my life to the fervice and defence of truth. If you,
whoever you are, or any other, fhall fee fit to renew the
attack, I defire you may {peak to the queftion precifely, ac-
cording to the ftate of it which I have here given. 1f you
do this, and offer any thing worthy of notice, I fhall im-
" partially confider it, and candidly own myfelf convinced,
if I fhall be fo, or offer my reafons why I am not, unlefs
fome better hand fhall prevent me. But if any other ftate of
the queftion fhall flill be put, or only loofe reafonings be ufed
which plainly enough fuppofe a different ftate, though you
fhould write large volumes, I fhall refer you to any opponent
you can find, and not look upon the caufe I maintain to be
at all concerned. But to cultivate peace and mutual confi-
dence, by uniting our warmeft zeal for the converfion of |
finners to God, and edifying his people; by living the re-
ligion we profefs to preach; by a candid, juft and impartial
exercife of difcipline in judicature; and by uniting our moft
zealous endeavours, each according to his light, to prevent
the -entrance of perfons deftitute ot the fcripture-charaéters
- and qualifications into the facred office, and fo to promote
the fucceflion of a godly Miniftry would be much more
agreeable to, Sir, |

Your real friend, and fellow-labourer

in the gofpel-miniftry,

Fog's-Manor, .
Angnfi 37, 1766, JOHN BLAIR.

P, §.




e
$¢
[{
T
€¢
‘¢
",
¢
«
«
‘<
«

(1)
¢
66
€
(11
€«
o6
{4
111
(14
66
(14
(14
s
€€
66
(14
€6
LY
(11
({4
(11
<

[ .Y

[ 33 ]

P. 8. Mr. Durham fuppofes this queftion to be put
what reafon can there be more to enquire thus in reference
to Minifters, than in reference to [private] members ?
And if the one will not follow upon the grounds that are
laid down for inferring the other 7 Anfwers——There
want not palpable reafons for this différence : As, when
a member is admitted, he is received to be trained up in
Chrift’s Houfe or School ; and therefore if he profefs
himfelf docile, and fubje& himfelf to ordinances, 1t can-
not be expeéted that he will be, or can be accurate before
he has learned :—It is not fo in the admitting one to
be a Minifter : For, he is to be entered to be a teacher ;
therefore more mutt be required of him,”——

«¢ 2d. When a Profeflor ferioufly defireth entty to the .

Church or Baptifm, he doth it by pleading a title or right
thereto atcording to Chrift’s warrant, wherein a church
judicatory is obliged, in juflice, to decide, and that le-
gally according to his title and right, &c,——Baut in
trying of a man for the miniftry, there is no fuch title and
right which can be pleaded : For 1ft. This is no man’s
particular privilege, which he, as a Saint, or Profeffor,
may claim by virtue of the Covenant, or Chriil’s inftitu-
tion, as he may do the Sacraments ; for many have right
to thefe, that have none to this. 2d. A particolar peifon
may be kept: from the Miniftry and not be wronged, even
although he be honeft ; becaufe, in admitting thereto,
Church-officers are to walk according to the general
ground of the edification of the Church, &c.—— Lattly,
'This difference may be obferved, that in deciding the
firft, viz. the man’s right, Church-officers muft decide
according to what judicially is made out; for, a perfon that

iveth in his title, looking like a ferious Profeflor, he cannot
ﬁc refufed, though men have only anegative knowledge of
his fincerity ; yet this cannot be admitted in a Minifter,
where want of clearnefs and pofitive fatisfadtion is enough
to keep a man from pofitive deciding for the admiffion of
a Minifter.” Expof. Rev. P. 2z5.

Whoever will confider thefe things, need not be put hard

to it to guefs, how it may come to pafs, that a perfon might
he brought over to Mr, Stoddard’s {entiments about admi'fion
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t the Lord’s Table, and yet not be convinced in the other
cafe. ‘After :all, were I never fo fully in Mr. Stoddard’s
mind in the former cafe, I fhould fill think it horrid unfaith.
fulnefs in examining perfon’s for the Lord’s Table, to ne-
gle@ converfing dud dealing with them about their Ipie
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