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A REPLY, &

& s 1R,
k. 92 HAVE lately read, the Rev. Mr. George
B | 46 Beckwith’s book, which he is plealed to
9% call an anfwer to my fermon on Chrifti-

iy need of areply 5 efpecially as T had long be-
gMore it came out, publithed my Inquiry into the con-
Qitution and difcipline sf theFewi/b cburch 3 which
Wf attended to, would have thewn the infufficiency
®f his arguments, taken from the Jewith church,
ad the covenant with Abraham. I had there-
Wore no defign to reply to Mr. Bedkwith, till I
Pwas informed by yours, thatalthough there is in
t fo lictle really to the point in difpute, yet it
Bends to lead fome lefs thinking people aftray, or
Bt lealt to keep them in ignorance and error,
% I have a great reluctance to writing in a man-
er that is fuited to the lefs thinking fort of man-

and as they did, notwithftanding what Mr.
Beckwith has advaaced.
Our author feems not to underftand the fcheme

fle®t confefles 5 p. 59. 96. 97. And I think
| l.\at it is manifeft to all who have carefully read
It book, that he has nc confiftent fcheme of his

B baptifm. As this book contains fo little, that

ind, who are generally carried away with pofitive
Mriions and fpecious harangues 5 and 1 am fure |
&R few pages will be fufficient to convince all in- |
‘Pelligent men that my fentiments, and arguments,

peaintt which he propofes to write, This hein |

Oown .

!

s properly againft me, I did not think there wag




o (4) | '
'own. The writers on the oppofite fide of the
queftion, will communicate no ideas, as long as
they but juft touch upon points of the moft im-
portance, whicn they fhould ftate moft clearly,
and eftablith moft firmly. They tpeak of an ex-
#ernal covenant, profeflion of religion, vifible faints,
and moral fincerity, in a manner which conveys
no diftinctideas. In my view, the whole contro-
verfy, in a great meafure turns upon the nature
of the covenant, of which the facraments are feals.
They ought therefore to be very particular and
clear in ftating, and proving their notions of the
‘covenant, efpecially of their exrernal covenans,

I (hall endeavour briefly to ftate the cafe, and
then it will appear what Mr. Beckwith has faid
to the puroofe, and what not.

1. The difpute is not whether we can infallibly
know the hearts of others, or be certain who have
true grace, and who not. I hold not this.

2. The difpute is not whether there are any
fruits, vifible figns or evidences by which we may
come to an hopeful conclufion, and fatistakory
- perfuafion that perfons are trulv gracious, fo as to
Jook on them, and treat them as really belonging
to God, and heartily fubje@ to Jefus Chrift. I
have converfed with none who deny fuch evidence.
I conclude Mr. Beckwith does not ; for he fays,
p. 12. * The vifible faintis to us the res/ faint,
and to be treated by us accordingly.”

3. The difpute is not, whether God or Chrift,
as Head of the vifible church has, and whether
minifters may, and ought to admit unregenerate
perfons into the church and to facraments, when

they

they appear to be real faints.

Cs5)

Unregenerate men

have 2 right in the fight of the church, whenever
they exhibit credible evidence ot a fupreme re-
gard to God, and hearty fubjedtion to him. All
with whom I am acquainted, on my fide of the
queftion, hold this. ~ See this matter confidered
in my inquiry, chap. 2. ' .

But pofitively the difpute 15,

1. Whether perfons of doctrinal knowledge,
and reguiar in their lives, who yet may have full
evidence, and be fully perfuaded that they are un-
regenerate, ought to renew, or enfer 1ato. cover
nant with God, and to cometo the {acraments

while they are unregenerate. .
2, Whether the church may recetve geri’ons
confidered as unregenerate, while they exhibit not
credible evidence that they are real faints ; and
without their making to appearance underftand-
ingly fuch a profeffion of religion, as direétly im-
plies a fupreme regard to God, and an hearty fub-
r&ion to Jefus Chrift. §

. Whether God has appointed the facraments,
efpecially the Lord’s-fupper as means for fome
unregenerate men,knowing themielves to be fuch,

to ufe, in order to their cenverfion. And 'w:e-
ther

A

§ T fufpe& that fome of my oppofers may except 1o the
lateer part of this 2d particular, becaufe their covenant or
profeflion implies faving g-ace, as Mr. Beckwith’s does. But
it is ablurd to make unrezenerate men profels that which
they know is not true.  Al. my cppofers will not except to
this, becaufe fome of them fee the inconfifle:cy of leading
unregenerate men to make fuch a profe ficn ; and therelore
will not have in their profeflion, or covenant any thing thas
at the time of covenanting dire&ly implics favirg graee.



(6)

ther churches and church officers are to encou-

rage andadmit unregenerate men for this purpofe,

If I have in any refpeét miftaken the cafe, or
not (tated it properly, I fhall be giad to ftand

correfted.
I view the matter as follows.

ment that they are not of this world,but are on the
Lord’s fide, and have come out from the kingdom

ot fatan; fome thing to this purpofe,or that implies

this.--That unregenerate perfons who do this, do

that which God does not require them to do,
while remaining unregenerate ; and which there-

fore he cannot approve of, itbeing only for true
believers ; and being done by unregenerate, isa

falthood.---T fuppofe that a proper public profef-

fion of religion, and the ufe of the facraments, is
fomething which God requires of believers as
Churches and church officers not heing

fuch.
able to difcern grace in the hearts of others, but
Judging by credible evidence, if any unregenerate,
(which is often the cafe) fhall put on the ap-
pearance of true religion, make the profeffion, and
exhibit the evidence required of true believers,
they will, and ought to be admitted by faid
churches, and church officers. 1t is the will of
God that churches thould admic, ard treat them

according to their credible appearance 7o them
vifible

God requires
true believers, or gracious perfons, to do fome-
thing publickly in the charaéter of true believers,
or confideredas truly gracious perfons whichtheun-
regenerate cannot properly do. Chrift requires gra-
clous perfons,as fuch, to confefs him before men, & ;
to do fomething thatis an implicit acknowledge- |

vfﬁb?e faints are real faints.  And it by their igno-

rance of others hearts, they admit fome unrege-
perate, yet the rule by which they aét, is to admit
them as true believers; or real faints. It appears
o me that thefe things are intelligible to perfons
of tolerable capacities, and not uncommdnly
binded with preconceived notions. And from
this reprefentation, it appears that perfons may
have a right to the facraments in the fight of the
church when they have not in the fight of God,

who judges the hearts, and feeth not as man feeth.

Hence is that common phrale more than once
mentioned by Mr. Beckwith, of having a right
inforo ecclefie : 1. e. in the view of the church':
which has always beer fuppofed may be different
from having a right i fereDei 5 or in view of God.
~ In myfermon I had expreflcd myfelt thus, p.
19, *“ For tho’ I maintain that nothing but the
“ truth and reality of grace, gives right in the
“ fight ot God ; yet ’tis the credible evidence and
“ outward appearance of it, and nothing elfe that
“ minifters or the church have any concern with,
“.as to other perfons.” Would not any one
then be tempted to think a ma., tried bard to be
ignorant, and was determined by mifquotation,
and mifreprefentation to faften an inconfiftence
and abfurdity upon another, to write as Mr.Beck-
with does, p. 59, 6o. Marginal note. His words
are, *¢ Our reverend author [Mr. Green} has a
“ falvo in this cafe that I can’t undeiftand, orre-
“ concile to common fenfe, viz. It ds (fays he)
“ 1he credible evidence and cutward appearance of i,
¥ and notkirg clfe, that minificrs or churches kave

, 6
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s Jedge and fan&ification toGod’s heavenly king- '

«¢ Jom ; and hereupon he receives the feal, as a
«¢ pledge, and confirmation of fuch his engage.
“ ments to be the Lord’s, and to keep the co-
¢¢ venant. What the duties are which we en-
ga;g,e in the covenant to fulfil, he tells us, p. 29.

ays he, ¢ In a word, repentance, faith and holy |

s gbedience are made the condition on our part,
¢ to be performed by us, in order to our being
« entituled to the falvation promifed in the co-
¢ venant ; and our receiving the feal, confirms
¢ opr promife and engagement to obey and fulfil
¢ onour part.” § And more to that purpofe. Ac-

&

covding to him, in this covenant and profeffion, 2.

perfon engages now, and all bis life after to perform
the duties of repentance, faith, and boly obedience. This
is as much as I defire perfons fhould profefs or
covenant 3 andit is what 1 am fure no unregene-
rate perfon can do in confcience, with truth.
This covenanting, according tv him, goes be-
fore the facrament, for fays he, ** Hereceives the
¢ feal as a pledge and confirmation of fuch his
« engagement to be the Lord’s, and keep the co-
* venant.” So that whgn he receives the feal,
it being after he has covenaated, he is certainly a
" % ghue believer, unlefs he dealt deceitfully,8& mock-
ed God in his covenanting, and did not in heart
' | | engage
§ 1 doobt pot fome resders will think he fpesks in s legal
frain, and may fufped thatit favonrs of Arminianifm, efpe-
cially if this wis fuppofed ro be the engsgement of am urre-
encrate man. But let them remember Mr, B. has given us
is word, that he has a zeal for Calvinifm, p. 6. “Tis eafy,
{fays he)to difcern our author’s zeal for Calvigifm, end is
shis | beartily join with bim." ) T

( 11)

ogage what he declared he did, to be thus for
1 God, tben and all bis life afier.

Andif he did not
in heart engage as he declared, then his ufing the
facrament is not a feal of his real engagement,
but rather of a falfehood. No unregenerate per-
fon can in words engage, what Mr. B. fays pro-
feffors do, without uttering a falfehood (I fay do
not wilful) and that in a very momentous cafe.

‘| Every man who is conlcious of his being unrege-

nerate, and is calviniftic in his principles, (which
Mr. B. who has fuch zeal for calvinifm, furely
fuppofes his profeffors to be) knows that he has
no heart, or difpofition to what i$ contained in
Mr. B.’s covenant. Nodoubt a man of Mr. B.’s
orthodoxy, will agree to the moft noted calviniftic
formulas. It we believe with them, we muft be-
lieve that, ¢ By original corruption, we are u:ter-
“ ly indifpofed, difabled, and made oppofite to
““ all good, and wholly inclired to all evil.” IlIc
therefore certainly fuppofes a renewed gracious
heart, to engage in truth, as Mr. B. fays profeffors
muft. And he is certainly right in requiring

fuch a profeflion, and engagement, for nothing
kfs than this will be fufficient to render perfons
ifible faints, which he all along infifts they muffps
,in order to come to facraments : Such vi/f5/®
aint s as are io us real faints. s

[f he has faid any thing elfewhere, which isin- ’s
tonfiftent with this, it is becaufe his fchemie is in- '@
ufitent. And what he fays inconfiftent with §
bis, is again® himfelf, as much as againft me. e
| For ¢
 Wel. Conf. Faith, ch. 6. Avd New-EnglandConfefion, o

dap. 6. Miiher's Magualia, Book s. p. 8,
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| 12 ) e, would ftate, and explain this matter, and

For he has no fcheme atall, if he does not fuppofe Skve a diftin& and intelligible view of the exter-
perfons mufl be vifible faints, in order to enjoy- @l covenant, | would return him my hearty

ing facraments. . o Banks. This is the great defideratam in this cons
[ have no controverly with Mr. B in what he Khverly. | '

writes to fhew that we cannot know the hearts of PIf he has with any clearnefs Rated and proved
others, I have often faid the fame thing. Nor Jioy thing contrary to my fentiments, it is beyend
have [ any controverfy with him in all that he Mge to find it. He harangues away upon Abra-
write to fhew, that the church does net admit per- lam’s covenant, and the Jews being God’s vilible

& fons as knowing the internal ftate of their foals. #ehurch ; and'often fays it plainly appears, that
g I never tho'tit did. I difpute not with him in the. iimegcncr“c men may be in the vifible church,
many pages which he writes to (hew, chat thelgnd come té the facraments : And I know not
church of old had aright toth: facrainents as vi- Jof any body that ever denied this, unlefs fome,
fible faints. 1 have fhewn the fame thing in my [pot-headed fepararifts. But.if he would hereby inti-
inquiry. * Nor do 1 oppofe himin what he writes bmate that it is agreeable toGod’s appointment, &

- to thew that the gofpel church is in the fame co- fsevealed will, that unregenerate perfons, fhould
. venanteffentially with the covenant of Abraham. feome into the church, confidered as unregenerate,
. Now when all thefe, and fome other things, of afynd not confidered as real faiats, and truly gra-
fimilar nature, are fet afide, there remains but lit-}eious perfohs 3 he muft fay fomething more than
tle in his book ; and therefore certainly not much}fe has, to proveit. I have (not long fince) pub-
that can be againi’c me. Yet he feems to aim at ]ifhed a piece on purpofelto undermine, and cut
eppofing me ; and we muft believe there is fome} off, all tgcir pretended arguments from the Jew<
' thing againft me, if we could but find 1t it church, and the covenapt with Abraham ;
i had in my fermon, faid fomething againft fome}: gnd until that is anfwered, it would be an impo-

-, perfon’s notions of an external covenant. Mr. B.Lfition on the public, for me to repeat What | have
- gi§ems, with approbation, to fpeak of an external Ethere advanced. It I could find in Mr. B.s * ‘.

¢ covenant, and of perfons being in the external f'fyer any thing to invalidate the listle + I ha

covenant, without conveying any ideas, o. ztting - C faid

us know what he means-by it. If he or any one §: ¢ Ths lirrle 1 bave faid. 1 defignedly exprefs myfeif thus,

N | ) elfe, | becauigwhen I preached that fermon, I did not propofe te
€ % If theres any meaning at all, in what is faid of an ex- ', adle that matter fully. I Bad otber things in 'i”,f"”a"
’ “fug the people of my particular charse. In my iaquiry inta

J ternal covenant, and having & flanding in the exiornal cov&"§ g o itution and difcipline of the Jewith church.. Ihave
} nant, and being ]v 'ﬁbl':i{am;” it muft me;n that dPe.'fgns ‘f: ‘oftered butfew arguments for my fide of the quefiion, for it

vifibly, apparently, axd as far as we can fee and judge, 8 R o ch m: . , arou-
’the invifible covenan’, and ia the invifible chuich, and ml e“,’ fﬁt fo much my defign in that irad, to offer owr -.3:.

faints, The wifible (uint isto us the real jains, g

I e - ———
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faid in my fermon to prove that the facraments
belong only to the regenerate, I would not fail o
give him credit for it, and take a proper notice
of it.  He has loofely fcattered, here and there, a
great deal of the fame kind of argumentation,
with that which is more briefly fummed up, in
pP. 52, thus, ¢ if "tis the mind of God that none
‘¢ come to {pecial ordinances but thofe only who
‘“ have fanttifying grace, how ftrange, and un-
accountable is it that Gop fhould fo pofitive-
*¢ ly command all to come who had a ftanding
‘“ in the external covenant ?” 1 anfwer, it is no
way f{trange ; becaufe they ftood there, as vifible
faints, appearing to be real faints, appearing to
have a fupreme regard to Jchovah; & he as head
of the vifible church, confidered them as fuch, &
required dutics of them accordingly. € WhatMr,
B. has faid, p. 71, 72. of Gop’s entering intQ co-
venant with unregenerate men, leads me to ob-
ferve, that there oughr to have been a word or
two added in a fentence in my fermon, p. 14.
When 1 thereipeak againft the notien of Gop’s
entering 10to covenant with unregenerate men, it
fhould be.added, asfuch 5 or confidered as unregene-

#pents, 2s to cut off and preclude, the arguments of the op-
pofite fide. Ihave never yet offered the srguments in fup.
port of my fide of the quediion, in ahy thiog which I have
publifhed.  I¢ I publith what is mentioned ia the poifcript,
they will there appear. ‘

@1 I have ventured thus to anfwer his ioterrogation, altho’
I conteis, 1 do not kaow what he means by perfuns having
a flanding in tbe external covenant, I anfwer oo fuppofision
it m-ans, perfons appearing to be in the internal covenant
of grace, and rea! faints. Mr B. fometimes ufes the phrafe
internal covenant of grace: And meniions perions being in the
internal, covenant of grace.

¢
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rate. If thefe words were not in the copy that
wens to the printer, they ought to have been ; for
I have been caretul to dithinguifh in that manner,
before that termon was printed, as well as fince.
Now Gop’s entering into covenant with un-
regenerate men, if they are not confidered as un-
regenerate, is nothing againft my argument. Ses
my Inquiry, p. 9, 10. Ou reviewing my fermon,
I have noticed another defect, tho’ not pointed
out by Mr.B. When I fay, (p. 17.) ¢ Nothing
“ but the truth and reality of "grace gives right
“ in the fight of Gop :” Inflead of bus thould be
without. Nothing without the truth and reality
of grace, &c. , |

Mr. B. feveral times makes fome fort of at~
tempt, to fay fomething againft my refufing bap-
tifm to fome children whofe parents are not in
full communion. But I can find nothing, that
he has advanced that can be formed into an argu-
ment, againft fuch refufal. € [ had obferved that
I never yet received from any body, a tolerable
an{wer to this queltion, #bat makes you think ’iis
your duty to bave your children baptifed when you are
not fit for the Lord’s-table. Mr. B. attempts to fur-
nifh people with an anf{wer, and fills near eight
pages todoit. Now let the fubftance of that
queftion be form’d into a plain propofition thus,
'Tis our duty to have our children Laptifed, when we

are not fit for the Lord’s fupper. And Idefy all the

logiciaus on earth, to colle@ out of his whole an-.
{wer

@ He oppofes to me the opinion of the Synod met at Bof-

on, Anno 1662, Bui no human authority is to determine

this matter.
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Twer in eight pages, any propofitions, which be.

ing put together in the form of a fyllogifm, or fyl-§
logifms, will preve, that before-mentioned pro-|

pofition. To what purpnleis it then, to reply to

“Yuch a writer ? If I have to do with an antagonift, §
- ¢¢ children.

I want to have arguments, to feel my opponent,

to know where he is,and not to have him emptyf

I Mr. B. has feveral}
times mifquoted my words, and mifrepre{ented]

It is proper I thould take notice

and fleeting as a fhadow.

my fentiments.
of one more inftance of this fort of abufe; and
give the reader a proper view of the cafe, p. 45,

76. He reprefents me as faying, that parents have

not a right to have their children baptifed, cll
they atually come to the Lord’s-table.  His
words are, *“ Inp. 18, Mr. Green lays down,

*¢ what he calls the laft qualificatiop for baptifin,}-

*¢ which, he fays, is that perfons come into full
*“ communion, and partake of the Lord’s-fup-
““ per. Here I beg leaveto afk him, which.itis

¢ that-gives the right to baptifm, or to parents to} -

““ have their children baptifed ; whether it be a
‘¢ perfon’s being really in covenant with Gopo,
¢¢ and a member of the vifible church, or his
¢t coming to the Lord’s-table ?”” Again. ‘‘How
¢ can one ordinance or feal (and that not the
‘“ initiating feal, that lets into the church) give
““ the right to the other, i. e. baptifm ? I fhould
¢ have tho’t, that baptifm rather gave the right,
‘« oropened the way to the Lord’s-fupper. If
** all baptifed perfons are in the church,and that
it

1 I thall corfiler and difcufs this point of refufing half-

members, if I publifh the piece mentioned in the poftfcript. §

(17 )

et it is their making a profeffion, and thereupon
« recejving baptifm, that give them a tull or

real ftanding in the church ; then certalnly 1t
« cannot be their coming to the l.ord’s-fupper,
« that gives the right to bapti(m,for bs or for our
But on the other hand, ’tis this
« profeffion, and baptifm, that gives the right to
« the Lord’s-fupper.  How prepofterous 1t
« then, to make coming to the. Lor?’s-table, a
« term or qualification for baptifm ? “They muft
« have baptifm firft as a qualification for coming
“ to the Lord’s-fupper.” Again, p. 78, fays he,

-« | cannotagree with him in this, viz. That
.% coming to the Lord’s-t-ablc(

| is the only thing
¢ that gives right to baptifm.”  The world
would judge by thefe words of bis, and more to
the fame purpofe, that if he reprefented things
richt, T had maintained that parents muft attual-
lyocome to the Lord’s table,\bcfo‘rc they had a
right to have their children baptifed. Whereas

] have never faid any fuch thing, norever tho’t of |

“maintaining it : Nor are there any words, in'my

{ermon that would lead any one to think fo.
My Words are, p. 18. “ Fifth and laft qualifi-

-+ cation for baptifm, which is, that perfons come

¢ into full communion with a defign to partake
¢ of the facrament of the Lord’s-fupper.” 1
B. fays, Mr. Greeniays down as a qualification,
that perfons come into full communion and par-
partake of the Lord’s-fupper. But my words
are, with a defign to partake, 8&c. There 15 a
difference between having a defign, and actuaily

partaking. It is well known that my defign, and
. the

Mr.

|

|
|
&
!
|
i
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-~ the tenor of that difcourfe was to prevent rerfons.
- coming, as half way members (as fome cal! them)

who obtain baptifm, without confidering them.
felves as being in full communion in th. church,
& without a defign to come to the Lore 's-table gn
the firft opportunity.  But the whale tenor of his
arguing is, as,if I required them aét.ally to come

to the Lord’s-table, in order to have a right to }

have their children bapiifed. A nan muft have
a great fondnefs for writing, and finding fault
with others, who can raife fuchh matter for dif-
courfe, and expatiate upon it, as he does.

. Atter having done the like feveral times be-
fore, he again, in p. 96, g7, tells us, of things
unintelligible, and beyond him to reconcile. |
fhall only changea few words, putting fome of
his qualifications in the room of fome of mine,
and exhibit his own argumentation, and fee if he
can underftand himfelr. I take it for granted,
that Mr. B. fuppofes, fome internal qualificati-
ons are {o neceflary to external covenanting,
and coming to facraments, that without them,
perfons have not a rightin the fight of Gop to

come. I{uppofe he would grant that a fpeculative:

belief of the fcripture, that Jefus of Nazareth was
the true Mefliah,and moral fincerity are neceflary;
all which are out of the fight of man as much as
lantitying grace. For brevity we will fay moral
fincerity, and belief, that Jefus is the Chrift. €

Now
- {1 Mr.B fpeaking of thofe on his fide of the ¢ueftcn fays,
P- 44.—“We have a fure foundation 1o go upon,in determin-
irg who have a right to the feals, & who not, viz. Such asare
of {found princigles in the chriftian faith, and morally fincere
in their covenanting ; this gives a right to the feals.”

(19) '
ow let me proceed and expoftulate (not to fay
eafon) with him, according to his own language
thus, Mer. Beckwith [ays in one place, that nothing
without moral fincerity, and belief that Jefus is the
Chrift, gives right in the fight of God, te come 1o the
craments , anc yet in anotber place be fays it is the
edible evidence and appearance of thefe qualifications,
nothing elfe that minifiers and churches bave concern.
ith, as to other perfons.  And again, minifiers and
burches are not ts pretend to difcern the beart, or de-
rmine who are internally morally fincere, or believa
that efus is tioe Chrift o Minilters can only judge of |
what is external, and apparent 5 they cannot know the
beart of others, or bave internal evidence of moral fin-
erity and belief *hat Tefus 1 the Chrift. | How can
Mr. Beckooith reconcile bimfelf to, and believe juck in-
cnfijtent things & That it is the mind of God that none
fhouid come to the feals, unlcfs they bave moral finceris
ty and belicve that Fefus is the Chrift 5 and at the
fame time Eold, that thofe who are to admit them,
can bawe no internal evidence, by which te make a po-
fiive judyment, whether they ibat are 16 be admtted,
bave moral fincerity, or believe that Fefus is the Chrift,
and of confequence, wheiker they bave & right, and
ought to come. or not. How can thefe things be re-
enciled ? 1t | fhould in grod eprneft write thus,
and appeared to be unable to diftinguifh, as is
eafy to do, in this cate, would not others juftly
think that ‘betore [ tvok upon me te prénounce
Y very pofitively concerning things unintelligible
and irre. oncilable. I ought to have been {ent to
fchool to learn fome diftiactions 3 not to {ay me-
taphyfics 5 tor this word is a moft dreadful icare-

CIOwW,
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craw, with fome of our moderns who love to deal |

~ in darknels and confufion,

As to the opinion of the
. 0pinio proteftant churches

in general, (ot which hefpeaks p. 99, 160) wh:: -
ther their fentiments have been moft agreeableto §

his opinion, or o mine, isa matter fo plain, and

apparent to all, chat underftand church hifl ‘
that I am willing to leave it as itis, without(f);;: |

ing any thing more upon it.

His favourite author, Mr. Blake, fo | 1
. O s ’ . ar l ;
quoted in his pofticript, has fo often bceng:ez ,

tuted, within a century paft, that it would be
mifpending time, for any one to do it again.
Thefe, fir, are all the remarksvpon Mr. Beck-

with’s book, which I think the nature of the cafe

at this time requires.

I : ' |
Jouy 10, 1760, am, Sir, &c.

|i give

B rate perfons would lec

Y. the cale, {0, as it poffible,
“ what the difp

d‘, men of myacq

POSTSCRIPT.§

8 : fhall have opporrunity .
§ .whether their lentiments are properly reprefented
‘ - D '

"POSTSCRIPT.

| A REPLY to Mr. Beckwith’s book, did not
. [\ require that the controverfy concerning the
 facraments fhould be .
) there are various reafons, why 1. fhould not in
 this reply, enter very particularly into the dif-
 pute.  Yet [ fufpect the ftate of the churches in
this land requires this matter to be diftin&ly and
" clearly ftated, and the arguments {fet in'a propeg
. light. ‘

largely” handled ; and

i

| Ihave prepared fome few materials for a lar-
| ger treatife on this {ubje&t ; not by way of an-
;+fwer toany particular author or authors (for this
B is tedious and unprofitable, ) but if poflible to
a proper view of the {ubjet : believing, that
were fet in a proper light, impartial confide-
which fide they ought to
Efpecially might it be ufeful to
iftry, who are per-
he church of Chrift,

b, 1t i1t

A fall in with,
? candidates. for the gofpel min
h *fons of great importance tot
" ¢it fhould be tho’t proper to proceed in this
work, and to publifhit, § fhall endeavour to ftate
it fhall appear to ally
ute is not, and what it really 1s.

I {hall endeavour to make ufe of opponents,
uaintance, on the other fide of the
queftion, men of candor and ingenuity. They
(betore it is printed) to {ee

or
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- or not, and to fet me right if I fho

From themaifo .| fhall 4

nearer together in this cog

¢€p to the point
Rature of things,

In this tract, I
and objeions ady
with, Devotion,
' And fhal

trover(y,

if they
» and attend to th

€' reafon and
fhall confider th

and other Jate writers
I efpecially atte

Up in the
3 as _forpething of
Powertul argy.

ment on their fide, d to be the moft

- Ipecious objedtion
- I'thall add ap ap

pline ot baptifed
will be humb|

and is fuppofe
againft mine,

tage,

. thall proceed wish this tre
g as I underftand from ¢

the

uld miftake in

' ; hope
would §

anced by Mef, Mather, Bed: ol

- ]

atife or not, accord. . &
thers, that it is tho’e * B

/

he ch (hzgqgircs it or not., Ifit
te of the church requ r not.,
’ ::1 | ggli%xzd, the whole will contain about an
huir)udrcd pages, common octavo, and the p;nce
not much, if any thing exceed, a quarter ot a
| doll'?";ve a friendly, Chriftian ?ffcftion, f(ct).r gmnyl
de of the queftion,
" of thofe, on the other fi 1 dueftion. |
e all feeking light. any n
ﬂmul:ifrr?cre again, I cannot but hope, and hudqar
bly requeft, that they will ftate the 'fla‘{.;: veryWhla;
" 3 and efpecially that they will fhew
?I?eéur};);a:nbyc tFl)w cxtirnal covenant,” anc}t pro;’-e
thg thereis fuch a covenant. They mu cog 1
der, theirs is rhe pofitive fide of the point ; t ?I
affirt the thing, it is thcir;to P::gv: fl;::hn:tcg:eo
urs to prove that there is no 2 C
Bt s ooy ¥
k he nature o ! .
wan]rstgflf? mtvh; deeﬁgn of it and in what manner
terrr:ncncre:tc: men, as fuch, can engage u; "i:hew'
unl éi,s alfo delired that they would clearly | lf“’
h.t they mean by the vifible church.‘) Allo,
lv:o:rtpcrfgns can be vifible faints, when ihere is

’ in their
nothing in their charaéter, not fo much as in

rofeffion, that makes them appgr, 3:::8 o{v ltxl:
Eharaéter of the unreg:in.cra::l.]alt fc:)fe th;y he-
fons can be, and in
g;crv%{)le faints, and vifibly unregenerate, at the
b )

THE END.

N



