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DeR. MOORE’sS ADDRESS.

[t ]

T was not without ferious deliberation that

I publithed my Sermon on the charaéter of
Simon the Sorcerer, with an Appendix. Fully
aware of the eviis which often {pring from reli-
gious controverly, nothing but a fenfe of duty
could have influenced me to engage. Though
I read Dr. Moore’s Difcourfe on Regeneration
foon after I heard of it, and was diffatisfied with
his fentiment, yct it was not until lately that I
determined to give it particular and public
oppofition. It ftruck me at firft, as being fo
contrary to holy Scripture, to the bclief of the
Church, and to the experience of Chriftians,
that it would make little impreflion; and this
was the principal recafon why animadverfions
were {fo long dclayed. Dut, as it was probable
that a few might be miflguided, or at leaft
perplexed in their minds, and as I confidered it
to be an unfavorable token to the Church that
{uch a fentiment was inculcated from the pulpit
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and the prefs, Ithought, at length, that fome
oppofition would be neceflary and ufeful.

Hap it been a matter merely fpeculative,
or of doubtful difputation, it would fhll
have been unnoticed by me; but 1t refpefls
no lefs than that change which is abfolutely
neceflary to qualify us for the enjoyment of
cternal happinefs. 1If we mifapprehend the
nature of this change, we may deceive our-
felves, and build on an improper foundation.
Befides, the fentiment advanced on Regeneration
neceflor"'; Icads to the maintenance of other
dottrines equally dangerous, in my opinion, to
holincfs of life, and the falvation of men. I do
not mean thai no wife and good men have cver
erabraced thefe doftrines.  Far be {fuch uncha-
ritablenefs from my breaft. If I incline to any
extreme, it 1s to the oppofite one. As far as my
obfervation extends, the leaft enlightened in the
different fets of Chriflians, are always the moft
bigoted and cenforious ; and the fincere among
all require only to krow one another betier to
be more united.

Since the publication of my fermon and ap-
pendix, Di. Moore has publifhed an addrefs to
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the members of his own Church, in which he
attempts to vindicate his fentiment, and to in-
validate what I have written againft it. My
peirformance might have been too dilatory, and
his, probably. will appear to have been too
hafty. Itis now before me, and I purpofe to
examine it, as {ar as is neceflary, with all im<
partiality and faithfulnefs, knowing that I muft
render an account unto the great Shepherd and
Bifhop of Souls. I write not with a view to keep
the controver{y alive, or becaufe my arguments
have becn anfwercd, but to prevent the danger
of fome mifappreiienfions, and to fet the fubjett
in a clearsr point of ligtt. Nothing is now
forefcen which wili cafily ‘nduce me to write
again.  Let me only prenife farther, that
fhould any expreilions efcape me which border
on feverity, or make light of the arjuments of
thofe who dilfer from me, they muft be imputed
to an honefl warmth. I afk no unfair weapons;
I feek no advantage but what my caufe gives;
I contend not for viétory, but for truth.

Dz. Moore continues to alledge, that every
perfon regularly baptized is regenerated ; which
he explains by being  taken out of his natural
“ ftate,” having “a work of holinefs begun in
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“ him by the Spiritof God ;** and that he is fup-
ported in this opinion by the Scriptures, by the
primitive Fathers, and by the language of bis
own and other Churches., I have not denied,
but endeavoured to give a fatisfaftory account
of this language ; that it aroie from the ufe of
a well known'figure, by which the fign is put
for the thing fignified; and from certain circum-
ftances in the primitive Church.. That as her
afflifted fituation had nothing to allure, but
every thing to deter the hypocritical pretender,
{o a profeflion was the great teft of men’s fince-
rity, and their converfion and baptifm were
fpoken' of as the fame, becaufe the one foon
followed the other. I fhowed that this language
is ufed by the Church, at this day, particularly
with refpe€t to the Holy Supper. But I denicd
that Regeneration, in the fenfe which he affixes
to 't, always accompanies the adminiftration of
baptifm, and that this can be proved by any
of the teftimonies before mentioned.

INnsTEAD of examining here the texts of Scrip-
ture, and the language of the Churches which
he preduces, let me refer the reader to an ex-
cellent {fcrmon on Regencration now publifhing
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by niy Reverend and worthy Colleague, Pro-
feflor Livingfton. The Confeflion and Cate-
chifm of the Reformed Dutch Church are there
truly reprefented, and the texts of Scripture ex-
plained agreéably to the generally received opi-
nion of the moft approved interpreters. So
fully and clearly is the fubjeét treated, that it
greatly fhortens the remarks which I would
otherwife make, and indeed, 1s a cbmpletc an-
{fwer to all that Dr. Moore has written,

Witn refpe& to the teftimonies cf the Fa-
thers, they are too much relied upon in this
cafe, as well as in many others. Tertullian

and Origen both maintained very fingular and
‘dangerous opinions. The firft held, that one
Montanus was that Comforter which our Savi-
our promifed to fend; and, in difcourfing on
baptifm, he exprefsly contraditts himfelf more
than once. Origen held, that the fouls of all
men had a being before the world, and were
fent into bodies as a punifhment; that they
finned in a former ftate, and not in Adam; with
numerous other errors. One would think, that
the nearer the fountain, the purer the ftreams,
yet they were foon polluted, and thefe two
carly and learned Fathers departed from the
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faith, and corrupted the fimplicity of the gofpel.
The reafon of their language, when fpeaking of
baptifm, has been already giver: ; and if this be
judged infufficient, it may be matter of inquiry,
whether they were perfeftly accurate in this,
and convey the true meaning of Scripture.

Tury do not, however, fo generally fpeak
~ this language, as is alledged. Let me produce
a few inftances. Clemens Alexandrinus plainly
ufes the word Regeneration for a change of cha-
rafter by true repentance; when fpeaking of
a penitent harlot, he fays, ¢ that being born
“ again by converfion, or a change in her tem-
“ per and behaviour, fhe has the Regeneration
“ of life.””* The following words are quoted
from a learned author: * The Catechumens
“ enjoyed not the privileges of the faithful until
“ they had, through a confiderable time of trial,
« evidenced the fincerity of their hearts by the
« fan&ity and purity of their lives: And then,
“ as Origen fays, We initiate them in our my/~
teries, when they have made a proficiency in ho~
linefs, and according to the utmoff of their
““ power, have reformed their converfation, VWhen

[
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* Strom, Lib, 11, pag. 425, Ed. Sylburg,
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they had changed their manners and reétified
their irregular carriage, then they were wafh-
ed with the water of baptifm, and not before.
“ For as Tertullian obferves, We are not bap-
“ tized, that we may ceafe tofin; but becaufe we
“ have already ceafed.”* Balfil, ([peaking of
adults, fays, “One muft belicve firlt, and then be
“ fealed with baptifm.”+ Hear al{o the words
of Auftin: * There are two infants born: If
‘ you afk what merit they have; they both are
“ of the lump of perdition. But how comes it
“ that the mother of the one brings him to the
“ grace, the mother of the other in her fleep
“ overlays it? You will afk me what merit had
one that he thould be brought to the grace?
what merit had the other that was overiaid by
“ his fleeping mother? Neither of them de-
 ferved any good. But the potter has power
“ over his clay, of the fame lump to make one ve/-
“ fel to honour, and another to difhonour.”’§ .1
quote this principally to fhow, that the doétrine
of predeftination was inculcated in the primi-
tive Church. To underftand the puflage, it 1s
neceffary to confider, that the IFathers believed
B

* Inquiry into the Cenflitution, Part 1, . 102,
t Lib. 3. contra Eunomium,
§ De Verbis Apoft, 11,
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that an infant could not be faved without
Baptifin, and ou this principle Auftin afcribes
to the fovercignty, or good pleafure of God,
that onc infant was baptized, that is, faved;
and another not baptized, that 1s left to perifh.
That he argued on a wrong principle is no evi-
dence againft his holding the doftrine; and
though he calls baptifm here the grace, yet the
infcrence 1s not fair that he held this to be al-
wavs conferred by baptifm; for he is fpeaking
of thofe who died in infancy, and not of thofe
who lived to years of underftanding, nor of
thofe who offered themfelves for baptifin, when
they were come to age. The rcader will pleafc
to remark, that it is not denied by me that
grace is often conferred at the time of baptifm,
and perhaps aiways to infants who deein infancy,
but 1t 1s denicd that Regencration or grace is
neceflarily and invariably connetted with the
adminiftration of baptifm.

I snarn only quote, once more, part of
Auflin’s letter to Bomface, which though loug
and very inaccurate in exprefling doétrines, 1s
yet extremely pertinent to the matter in hand.
“ SacramenTs would not be facraments, 1f
“ they had not a refemliance of thofc things
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whercof they are facraments: And from this

refemblance they commonly have the names of
the things themfelves.  As therefore the fa-
crament of Chrift’s body is after a certain fa-
fhion Chrilt’s body, and the facrament of
Chrift’s blood is Chrift’s blood ; fo the fa-
crament of faith is faith. And fo when an
infant that has not yet the faculty of faith, is
faid to believe; he is faid to have faith, be-
caufe of the facrament of faith; and to turn
to God, becaufe of the facrament of conver-
fion. So the apoftle on this fame fubjelt of
baptifin, fays, e are buried together with
Chrift by baptifm unto dealh. He docs not fay,
We fignify a burial, but he ufes the word its
{clf, We are buried. So that he calls the fa-
crament of {o great a thing by the name of the
thing itfelf.  And fo an infant, though he be
not yet conftituted a believer by that faith
which confifts in the wiil of believers; yet he
is by the facrament of that faith: For as he
15 faid to believe, 1o he s called a believer,
not from his having the thing itfelf in his
mind, but from nis recciving the facramend

of 1. Every one who reads attentivdly and

impartizlly thele words will find the trac reafon
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why the TFathers talled baptifm Regeneration.
From the refemblance, in the facraments, be-
tween the figns and the things fignificd, the
facraments have the naines of the things them-
felves.  If this language be taken in a literal
fenfe, then the facrament of Chrift’s body is
not, as Auftin aflerts, aftcr a certain faflion
Chrif’s bodr, but it is really his hody, and the
dottrine of tranfubftantiation is eftablifhed. An
infant baptized is here called a believer, or fath-
Jul Chriflian ; not_from his having the thing itfelf
in his mind not from atting faith, or its being
known that he ever would bclieve for himfelf,
Lut from his recerving the facrament of it It is
truc that Auftin in other places fpeaks of infants
being regenerated and fanitified by baptifm, and
he has here given a reafon for this language.
Bcflides, it may be that many, yea that all who
die in infancy are then regencrated, and the
Church, in the adminiftration, invariably pro-
cecds upon the fuppofition of it in cvery in-
ftance. The infunt 1s accounted a believer
through 1ts parent, and thofe come 1o age are
believers by their profeflion.  No man then
ought to ftumble at the expreflions of the Fa-
thers.  Much as we may eftcem their eninent
learning, picty and zcal, thiey were fullible; an-
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and we muft follow them no farther Jhan they
followed Chrift.  Though they were born {o
many centuries befere us, yeo we have ftill ac-
cels to the fame pure fountain of truth, We
have the fame rule of faith and pra&lice, the
fame Spirit to guide us which they had

Having produced fome inftances in oppofi-
tion to Dr. Moore’s, or rather explanatory of
them, how fhali we decide n this matter?
Which doétrine do the Fathers prove ?  If they
contradi€t one another and themfelves, their
teitimony muft be laid afide. 1If they can be
reconciled, on what other principles can it be
than thofc I have mentioned; :hat they ufed
figurative language, aund charitably concluded,
that every perfon who made a profcflion of the
Chriftian rcligion was already regenerated, and
received baptifm as the feal of it.  If they can-
not be reconciled, then thele ancient Dodlors,
like the modern ones, differed in opinion, and
we mult bring themall to that uncrring ftandard,
the word of God. One thing, howcver, s
clear, that my doltrine is ol/d, und not a “ mo-
“ dern mvention utterly unknown to the anci-
“ ent I'athersand Martyrs of the Church.”
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I 15 always a fuccefsful method in deftroying
errors to razc the foundation of '~ a; and
thercfore I mention in my appendix tu: e pro-
bable caufcs of this error, in afcribing a too
great cfficacy to baptifm. Let us fec how Dr.
Moore treats thefe. The firft is, * Inattention
“ to the figurative language of fcripture, and
“ the nature of a facrament.”” What he fays on
this 1s wholly evafive. It was incumbent upon
him to fhow, either that this figurative language
does not exift, or wherein the ufe of it as to
baptifm, differed from the ufe of it as to
the Lord’s Supper; why baptifm might not be
called the wafhing away of fins, juft as the bread
and wine are called the body and blood of Chrift;
and why his own Church might not fpeak of
ifants being regenerated by baptifin, as well as
pray that communicants in the Supper “ may
“ be partakers of the moft blefled body and
“ t02 of Chrift.  This he could not do; for
Lic knows that it 1s common in all languages to
cive the name of the thing fignificd to the fign,
«nd that this as pecaliarly the cafe with refpeét
to tic facramcats. Inftead of meeting this, he
flics from it iy drazoing i cle@ion; and he
drops one fontence vich feems deftrullive to
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his caule. ¢ When pérfons,” {ays he, “ come
“ to age, the Church, irdeed, fuppofes faith
“ and repentance to be neceflary, 1 order to
“ render the facraments eflicacious.” There 1s
a little ambiguity in the words, but in whatever
way they are underftood, they are in favor of
my f{entiment. Does he mean by perfons come
to age thofe who had been baptized in infancy ?
Or does he mean perfons who offer themfelves
at mature age? If the firft, then the Church,
in baptizing them, procceds upon the fuppofi-
tion that they will repent and believe when they
come to age; that is, they treat them as being
already in covenant, and that they will, i{ they
live, fhow themfelves to be regencrated perfons.
Or, in fewer words, the Church fuppofes them
to be regenerated, and therefore adminifters
baptifm as a fign and feal. “ Faith and repent-
‘““ance” being “ necellary in order to render
« the facraments efficacious,” they are fuppofed
to exift ; but as infants are incapable of thefe
for themfclves, they are accounted to have
them by right of thecir parents, and we deal
with them as thofe in covenant.  If he means
here adult perfons, then the Church {fuppoles
{aih and repentance; that is, that they are re-
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generated; for otherwile the facraments wiil

not be rendered eflicacious. I fee no way in
which Dr. Moore can efcape being condemned
by his own words, except by afferting, that bap-
tifm is no more than an admiflion into the
Church, or that perfons may be regencrated
more than once; for without faith and repent-
ance, rcal or fuppofed, the Church has no au-
thority to difpenfe the ordinance, and it has no
efficacy.

Tue fecond caufe of error afligned by me is,
“ The not diftinguifhing between the vifibic and
¢“ the invifible Church, or between the exter-
“ nal difpenfation of the golpel, and the real
“ communication of grace.”  To this Dr.
Moore makes no reply, farther than to fay,
“ Asto the inuifible Clurch, we know nothing
“ about it ;’ by which he muit mean, that we
know not the particular perfons who belong to
the invifible Church; and not that there is no
fuch diftinflion. In another place, to fuit his
‘purpoffe, he makes the diftinttion. Indeed he
pretends to know much more about it than I do,
and to have difcovered a fecret {1/t of namcs;
for he has inferted in the roll of the invilible
Church, * Socrates and Cicero, and many
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“ others” (that he kezps to himfelf) vho,
he fays, * were madc wife and good, and fitted
“ for the enjoyment of aeavenly felicity.”” The
moft, in my opinicn, that cl.arity demands in
this cale, is to fay, that God can, by his bleffed
Spirit, reveal a Saviourto thofe whonever heard
his gofpel, and regenerate them; and we Aope
that he does fo as to many; but to affert poli-
iively, that he has done fo -with refpeft to Cice-
ro, Socrates, Demofthenes, Plato, or any
other, is bold and unwarrantable. It is, in
fome meafure, to countenance deifm, to call in
queftion the wifdom of God in the difpenfation
of the golpcl, and to render our Lord’s com-
miffion, to preach it to every creature, unne-
ceffary. Whatever we may admire in fome
of the heathen, and whatever we may charita-
bly hope concerning them, it fhould check our
preflaumption when we remember, that it is writ-
ten, After that, in the wifdom of God, the world
by wifdom knew not God, it pleafed God, by the
Sfooliflinefs of preaching, tofave them that believe.®
And again, How fhall they velieve in Lim of whom
they have not heard? And how fhall they hear

without @ preacher  ¥— After Dr. Moore denies
C

* 1 Cor, i, 21, 1+ Rom. x. 14,
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that he knows any thing about the invifible
Church, though he tells us in another place of
fome who belong to it, he proceeds todeclaim
againft eletion, and, by this expedient, to
change the fubjett of difpute. But of this [
fhall take notice in the proper place.

Tue third caufe of error is, ¢ the not attend-
“ ing to certain circumftances in the primitive
« Church.” What thofe circumftances were,

I mention, and he has not fo much as attempt-
ed to fhow, that they are of no weight.

He, afterwards, goes about to invalidate
fome arguments which I have comprifed in few
words, and which, in my opinion, are immove-
able. One is, “ Regenerationh, being a change
« of our natural {tate and condition, 1s abfo-
“ lutely neceflary to falvation; but baptifn is
« not abfolutely neceffary ; and thercfore bap-
“ «[m is not Regeneration.”” That a change of
our natural flate is abfolutcly neceflary, dare
not be denied. That baptifm is not abfoluteiy
neceflary Dr. Moore aflerts in the Appendix to
his fermon.  « To affert,”” fays he, * that it is
“ abfolutely neceflary, would be a fevere and
“ unreafonable declaration, excluding from the
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‘““ hope of falvation all thofe who never had an
‘“ opportunity of receiving it.”’ Ile cannot
think it abfolutely neceffary, for he has faid,
that Cicero and others “ were fitted for the
“ heavenly felicity.”” Thefe were not baptized,
and yet, according to him, they muft have been
“ taken out of their natural ftate,”” and * a
“ work of holinefs begun’> in them. - The
reader will remark, that thefe words, taken out
of our natural flate, or a change of our natural
flate and condition, and a work of holincfs begun,
are thofe which Dr. Moore ufes to dchne bap-
tifm, and which is, with him, Regenerat.on.
Are they not then, on his own reafoning, two
different things? I appcal to every rational
and candid man. To avoid the force of the
argument, he is driven to the neceflity of aflert-
ing, that under the gofpel, baptifm is neceflary
to falvation. “ We know of no mecthod by
“ which to gain admiffion into the invifible, but
“ through the viftble Church. The Scriptures
“ reprefent baptifm as neceflary for the remif-
“ fion of fin.”” Some time ago it was not ne-
ceffary; now it is become neceflary, and indif-
nenfibly fo  (for he makes no exception) to all
under the gofpel.  Are all infants then, who
aic unbaptized, forever miferable? Would it
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not then be the duty of Minilters to baptize all
infants whercver they can find them? To do it
by ftealth, and even by farce? Ought not the
Cliurch to authorize laymen and midwives to
baptize in danger of fudden death, that {o fouls
might be faved ?—Though baptifs bec a molt
folemn ordinance of high fignificancy and un-
portance, inftituted by the head ot the Church,
and not to be contemned, or negletted but at
our peril, yet it is not, nor can be abfolutely
nceeflary to falvation.  To aflert fo, would be
Jevere and unreafonable indeed.  Dr. Moore has
been very charitable to the hieathen, but cx-
prcefles no hope of infants that die without bap-
tifm.  That he may not {eem to exceed me 1n
charity, T venture it as my hope, that all children
dying before the commiffion of aclual fin, whe-
tner baptized or not, are admitted to the king-
“dom of heaven, by virtue of my dcar Redeem-
or’s purchale. So that there was no propricty
mwaking a parent {ay, in his {uiifoquy over his
chiid after baptiln, that T had taaght, there was
as oreat a prebobility, in cale of death, of 1ts
“coing to Lad, as to heaven;” or m aflertng,
that my docnines left the “greater part of man-
“ kind without a Redeemer.”” Thou:h T un.

“ dauntedly own Ul to be 2 Calvitly, and



Dr. MOORLE’s ADDRESS. 21

am rcady to give a reafon of my faith, yet I do
not obfequioufly bow to Calvin, or to any
other; mnor wil I vindicate the improper con-
dutt and unguarded expreflions of fome who
have profefled themfelves Calvinifts. I believe,
that the atonement of the Son of God is of va-
lue fufficient to redeem ten thoufand worlds;
that its efficacy is extenlive and fure ; but that
it neither is, nor is defigned to be univerfal,

I~ reafoning upon another of my arguments,
he does not deny,  that faith and repentance
“ arc the fruits of Regeneration, and that a
¢ profeflion of thefe is required of adults pre-
“ vious to baptifm,” " as I aflert; but admitting
thele things, he endeavours to fhow an abfur-
dity which will follow. This he could do, only
by affuming a falfe principle.  *“ Baptifm,” fays
he, “is neceflary for the remiffion of fin;” which
s the very thingindifpute, and which, being de-
ned by me, no abfurdity follows, but my argu-
ment s {trong and conclulive. In the arguments
ufed by me, I lay down prmupl cs granted on
both iides, and from thefe citablifh mv detirine;
but he, in controverting onc of them, introduccs,
cither through defign or madvertence, the met.
ter indeizate, and reltshis whole ruiure voeen i,
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His reafoning on my third argument is equal-
ly unavailing. There is a diffcrence between
the fign and the thing fignificd in baptifin. I
will prove this by his own words. “ God can
“ communicate grace without the ufe of facra-
“ ments.” Here is grace withont bapti{m; if
then baptifm be the vifible {fign of inward grace,
it cannot be the grace itfelf.

In this fmall group of arguments there re-
mains one untouched by Dr. Moore, and which
perhaps he overlooked. It is this; * Baptifm
““ is to be adminiftered to all who profefs their
“ faith in Chrift and obedience to hiun; but
“ the profeflion may be infincere, and ihe heart
“ remain wicked; and therefore Regeneration 1s
“ not infcparably connected with baptifm.”
To illuftrate this pofition 1s the main {copc of
my fermon, and is one of the reflettions made
from it. 1 bave inferted 1t here, and cvery one
will allow 1t what weight he thinks proper.

Tur arguments quoted in the words of Mr.
Davies, {ome of them taken from Limborch,
are alfo unnoticed. The words of Scripture,
expreflive of Regeneration, fuch as a new leart
created, a right [pirit renewed, new creaiure, boin
of God, &c. are kept out of view in cvery purt
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of the addrefs. It is not denied, that the fenfe
which I aflix to Regencration is the generally

received fenfe at this day in the Church, nor s
any good reafon given for a change in our lan-

guage. Where would be the propriety of every
Minifter addrefling his congregation in the fol-
lowing manper:  Decarly bcloved brethren,
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it appears, on the authority of Dr. Waterland,
that the Church has, for feveral centuries
paft, becn miftaken as to the term Regenera-
tion, for it means only baptifm regularly ad.
miniftered. When, therefore, I ufe the word,
plezle to underftund me as meaning baptifm;
and when you meet with the word in pradii-
cal writers, fubftitute baptifin, and, on the
contrary, tor bapufm fubftitute Regenreration.
The bulinels wili be a little awkward at firlt,
and you will ftare when vou hear me fpeak of
baptized hcathen, and regenerated infidels ;
but it will grow famtliar; «nd if any of vou,
from this uncommon language, fhould really
think, tha: becaule you have been baptized,
you are ncw creatures, {o wuch the betier;
for a cctain Watertandife  divine  dctines
faith to b, a perfualion (no matter how yeu
come by it) aud according to vour faith it
fhall be unto you.”
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RrceENErATION, as it is treated by Dr.
Moore, onc would imagine to have no certain

meaning ; to be [omething that was and is not ;
efficacious and inefhicacious ; moft eflicacious
when 1t does not exift; for after grace is en-
tirely loft, it produccs faith and repentance.
It never was known but in conncftion with
bap‘ifm, and yet heathens have_found it with-
out baptifm. What a labyrinth of abfurdity,
contradition, paradox and myftery, 1s this
plan, into which it is furprizing that any man
fhould ever enter, and ftill more f{urprizing if
ever he find his way out!

In fhort, reader, if there now remains any
doubt in your mind on this fubjeét, let me only
alk you, in juftice to ruy caufe, to read my
Appendix once morc; f{ee whether wmy argu-
ments have been fairly anfwered; and I will
cheerfully fubmit to your candid decifion. You
need not think deeply, nor long.  Perhaps
there is no jury but what, without leaving the
box, would give a verditt in my favour.

I micrT here take my leave of Dr. Moore,
not being under any obligation to follow him
from the original matter in difpute to other
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fubje@s. But as he has beer: pleafed, in vindi-
cating his fentiment, to paint in difmal colours
fome important doftrines held by his own and
other Churches, the reader will bear with me
while I pay them a little notize. Though moft
who deny eleftion and perfeverance do not em=
brace his fentiment on Regeneration, and are
under no neceffity to do fo, vet all who defend
his {entiment are ob’liéed to deny thefe dottrines.
This is what makes it the more dangerous. Er-
ror is called in to fupport error; we proceed
from bad to worfe, and krow not where we may
end. Whenever we deviate from the right
way, by the admiflion of a falfe principle, every
ftep we take leads us farther from the knowledge
of the truth. There is no other poffible way of
evading the force of my fermon on the charac-
ter of Simon the Sorcerer, than by a danial of
“thele doftrines ; it being an eftablifhed principle,
that though we may endeavour to account for
falls, yet we can never controvert them. Dr.
Moore has accordingly given his creed with
great plainnefs and freedom.  Were it in my
power, I would not prevent him from avowing
and defending principles which he thinks to be
true ; and though he differs fo widely from me,

vet I muft believe him to be cqually fincere
D
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with myfelf.  The bounds allotted to this per-
formance will allow me to make only a few ge-
neral remarks. Were it not for this, and the
many excellent things formerly written and un-
anfwered, 1 fhould have no objeRion to the
fulleft difcuffion. A perfan who has never read
my fermon would fuppofe, from the anfwcr,
that I had aiready written a treatife on eleion,
{o often is it introduced, and fentences printed,
in more places than one, with inverted commas,
ds though they were my exprels words : Where-
as I refer to the fubjeét little more than occa-
fionally, as being part of my belief, and do not
reft my cauflc wholly upon this. It is true that
I fay, “ Were he followed in his denial of elec-
“ tion and perfeverance, he would be found
“ equally unfupported by Scripture and the ar-
¢¢ ticles of his own Church.” This I did, and
do ftill believe, notwithftanding what has been
written; and think it very probable, that no-
thing that ever can be written will convince me
to the contrary.

Tue account which Dr. Moore has given of
the feventeenth article of his own Church, con-
cerning predeftination, is not fupported by pro-
per authority. He alledges, that it was drawn
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up, on purpofe, with a *latitude of expreflion"
to fuit *“ men of different fentiments.’”’ This in-
deed has been faid by fome of latter days as an
excufe for thofe who have fubfcribed and then
departed from them. It can be proved, by the
teflimonies of civil and ecclefiaftic hiftorians,
by the writings of the Reformers, and of Armi-
nians themfelves, that the articles and liturgy of
the Church of England were compiled, as far as
relates to doétrines, by Calvinifi< on the Cal-
viniftic plan; that the Refor. Cranmer,
Ridlcy, Latimer, Hooper, were avowed Cal-
vinifts ; that Calvinifm, all through the reign of
Elizabeth, until the time of James 1. was con-
fidered as the undoubted fyftem of the Church

of England; that not until the beginning of the
reign of James, and afier Arminianiim had
been condemned by the Synod, of Dort, it be-
gan to {pread in England; that it recewved its
principal encouragement fithh in the reign of
Charles I. by Archbifhop Laud. This haughty
and ambitious prelate having rejeGed the doc-

trine of predeftination, ufed ail his power and

artifice to defiroy 1t in the Church, and to pro-

pagate Arminianifm. Had he profpecred, the

articles of that Church would, probably, have

had more ladtude of expreffion, and Leen ac-
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commodated to thofe who wifh not to ftretch
their confciences. Even in his time, Calvin-
ifm was rather filenced than difbelieved by tne
Clergy. He was the firR Proteftent Arminian
Prelate known in England. From the Reforma
ation there had been fix Proteftant Metropoli-
tans before him, all Cal.inifts. The proofs of
thefle things, and of much more, are in my pof-
{eflion.* The prefent gencration do not re.-.
quire thefe proofs, becaufe they have the ar-
ticles, can read them, and judge for themfelves.
Let any man read the firft part of the feven-
teenth article, and {ec whether it only « feems
“ to hold forth the doftrine of a particular elec-
“tion.”* If theie words only feem, then we
have no words really ta exprefs the doftrine.t

% See Toplady’s Hiftoric Proof, and The French Conlfti-
tution, &c. by Benjamia Flower,

+ That the reader may, the more eafily have recourfe ta
the article, it is here inferted. ¢ Art. xvii. Of Predeflina-
 tion and Elcflion. PredeRination to life is the everlafling
¢ purpofe of God, whereby, before the foundations ot the
¢ world were laid, he hath conftantly decreed by his coun-
¢ {el, fecret to us, to deliver from curfe and damnation,
** thofe, whom he hath chofen in Chrift out of mankind,
¢ and to bring them by Chrift to eveslafting falvation, as
¢ veflels made to honour, Wherefore they which be en-
¢ dued with fo excellent a bencfit of God, be called accord-
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It is the prevailing opinion ambng'all denomi-
nations at this moment, that the articles and li-
turgy of the Epifccpal Church, . as to'doftrines,
are Calviniftic. Afk one of another Church,
and he will afwer, “ They exprefs the fame:
“ doftrines as the Dutch and Prefbyterian.
“ Churches.” Afk fome belonging to the
Church itfelf, and 'they vwill anfwer, “ Yes, our

“ ing to God’s purpofe by his Spirit working in due feafon:
“ they, through grace, obey the calling: they be juftified
¢ freely: they be made fars of God by adoption: they
““ be made like the image of his only-begotton Son Jefus
“ Chrift: they walk religioufly in good works, and .at
 length, by God's mercy, they attaia to everlafting felicity.

“ As the godly confideration of predeftination, and our
¢ cleftion in Chrift, is full of fwret, pleafant, and unfpeak-
¢ able comfort to godly perfons, and fuch as fee! in them-
¢ felves the working of the Spirit of Chrift, montifying the
¥ woiks of the flefh, and thgir carthly members, and

L o]

“ drawing up their mind te high and heavenly things ; as
¢ .well becauie it doth greatly eftablifh and confirm their
faith of eternal falvation, to be enjoyed through Chrift,
¢ as becaufe it doth fervently kindle their love towards

L

¢ God; f{o for curious and carnal perfons, lacking the
¢ Spirit of Chrilt, to have continually before their eyes the
¢ {entence of God's predeftination, is a moft dangerous
¢ downfal, whereby the devil doth thruft them either into
¢ defperation, or into wretchlefnels of moft unclean living,
“ no lefs perilous than defperation.
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“ articles are good, but, alas! too many of our
¢ Minifters contradiét them; there is too often
“ a glaring contraft between the pulpit and the
“ defk.” I cannot forbear remarking, that it
is an evidence of a bad caufe, when fo many
{fubterfuges are taken to defend it.

Wuin I produce the venerable names of the
Reformers and other Divines in that Church, I
am told, that * fome pious men have fupportcd

" Furthermore, we mutft receive God's promifes in fuch
“ wife as they be generally fet forth tousin-holy Scripture.
“ And in our doings, that will of God is ta be followed,
¢ which we have exprefsly declared unto us in the word of
“ God.”

Had the compilers of this article left no other trace behind
them, they would be immortal, It is {o clear, particular,
and well guarded, that perhaps, next to holy Scripture, it
is the beft text from which to preach the dottiine of elrc-
tion. Calvin himlelf would have figned this arucic; 1o
Calvin was aftive in the Reformation; and jult fo Calvin
explains the doctrive, There is no poflible way in which
an Arminian can fatisfy his conl'cic\ncc, when he {igns it,
except by alledging a latitude of exprefion: a pretext which
muy be found in all writings human orDivine. For fucha
pretext, however, there is no good reafon. The articles
were compiled to avoid diverfities of opinion, and are to be
taken in the (literal and grammatical fenfe, v iihout comment,
The proofs arc abundant, |
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“ the opinion, but the Church knows nothing
“ of it.”” I appeal to the Church, and behold
what I took for fubftance is fleeting air. It
Jeems, but s mot ; fo wondroufly does Dr.
Moore divide, transform, and deftroy an article
of his own Church before my eyes.

WAt do the quotations from other parts of
his ftandards avail him? They are perfeélly
confiftent with eleftion. If they prove any
thing, as he has produced them, they prove too
much. They prove the falvation of all men;
for if I believe, that Chrift ¢ hath redeemed all
“ mankind,* and made “ fatisfaftion for the
“ {ins of the whole world,” in the firifteft and
moft unlimited fenfe, then I muft believe,that all
will be faved; becaufe I belicve that he made a
fure purchafe, and did not diein- n I be-
licve, thata Deing fupremely wil. % propefe
to himfelf fome certain end in all 1. doth. As
all mankind then will not be faved, the exprefli-
ons are to be taken in a limited fenfe, and in-
terpreted in conneftion with other exprefs de-
clarations of Scripture.

But Dr. Moore’s plan is, that all markind

arc put into a falvable ftate, by the death of
Chrili; that a {ufficiency of grace is given to
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them, the improvement of which depends upon
themf{elves; and according to this improvement
fhall he their final condition. Let us examine
this for a moment, Is this grace given toall in
equal meafure? Or is it given to fomc more,
and to fome lefs? If it be unequally given,
then there is an eleftion ; for God makes one
to differ from another. I prefume the meaning
is, that though fome may have more and fome
lefs, yet confidering their different fituations and
circumftances, it is equal to all, but the im-
provement {till depends upon themfelves. Does
1t not then reflt merely on the human will, whe-
ther onc foul fhall be faved or not? What fig-
nifies it to fay, that the provifion and ofter of a
Saviour 1s by grace, when this provifion and
offer may berejetted, and the completion of the
plan after all refts upon man? What fignifies
1t to talk of free agency, and the inexplicable
operation of the Spirit of God? No one ought
to pretend to account for, or reconcile thefe.
They are beyond our comprebenfion on the one
plan and on the other.  On both, grace is al-
lowed to be given, and gracc which is not effica-
clous is no {aving grace. IHow far does this
gracc aid and aflilt ? It is faid to be f{uflicient.
Why then is it not effeftual? Tt wi'l be faid,
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becaufe not improved.  But as, on Dr. Moore’s
plan, Regeneration 1s no thorough, {upernatu-
ral, and lafting change, 1 can fee no meaning
in his dotrine. Man has no power to improve;
and therefore no grace can be fufficient, unlcfs
it not only provide the means of falvation, but

impart the power to improve them.  Man, fay
the Oracles of Geod, is by nature dead in tref-
pafles and fins; and therefore no grace can be
fufficient which does not make him fpiritually
alive, before it aflift him in {piritual work. This
notion of univerfal fufficient grace affefts me
much in thc fame manner as I would be affeft-
ed by the bchaviour of thofe who thould place
food by the fide of a corple, and gravcly affvre
it, that would it only be attive, this food is
abundantly f{uihicient to maintain it in health.
Ye filly contrivers! Ye phyficians of no value!
The man is dead! Firlt make bhim alive, and
then bid him eat! Upon the plan which I op-
pofe, Ezekiel might have prophcfied over the
dry bones until this hour; and all his prophefy-
ing would not have produced an inch of finew,

or an ounce of flefh.

Untiv thefe things be explained, I muft be-
licve, that, on this plan, either all mankind will
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be faved, or that none can be faved; and that
there is no dithculty attending elettion, that
does not equally attend this doftrine of a {ufh-
cicncy of grace. Some change of the human
will mult take place on either plan, if any be
faved ; and every Arminian is as much obliged
to account for difficulties as I am, Let us hear
the pious Bifhop Beveridge on this fubje, in
his expofition of the articles. By this refli-
“ fying, or bringing of the will into its right
“ order again, its liberty is not deftroyed, but
“ healed: {o that it is free, after, as well as be-
“ fore converfion ; free to God and holinefs, as
“ 1t was before free only to fin and wickedncfs,
“ And thes was the doélrine of the primitive Church.
« St. Augultin, in whofe days Pelagius firft
“ rofe up againft this truth, hath written fevcral
“ volumes to this purpofe.”

Tuere is no need of the aid either of the
Fathers or of modern Divines, or of the articles
of any Church whatever, to cftablifh the doc-
trine of cle€ion, Were I to enter upon the
argument, I would not ufe the ftandards either
of my own Church, or afk Dr. Moore for his,
except they fhould be alledged againft me, and
I laid under the neceffity of refcuing them from



Dr. MOORE’s ADDRESS. 35

mifinterpretation. Much lefs wquld I confide
in the rotten principles of fome of the modern
dignitaries of the Church of England. I, who
regard a mitre juft as I regard a crown ; "both
pretending to Divine right,and both pretending
falfely ; am apt to view the man, ftrippcd of the
pageantry of human folly, and to eftimate one
Owen above ten thoufand Lauds. There is
higher and more indifputable authority than any
of thefe. The terms ordination, eleftion, coun-
Jel, fore-knowledge, decres, and predeflination,
are fcriptural, and whoever quarrcls with the
‘ufe of them, quarrels with his bible. Perhaps
there is no doftrine fo little underflocd, fo
greatly mifreprefented, and fo groilsly abufed,
as that of particular cle€tion. Its oppofers do
not reafon, but rail. Many of them judge with-
out reading, and fpeak without thinking. That
{fome wife and good men have been inclined to
Arminianifm, I have already faid; but they
have never been the wifeft and beft. The
wcight of learning and piety has always been
on the fide of Calvinifm. Various opinions in
rcligion have, fince the beginning, fucceffively
and brifkly fhot vp, and, aficr a fhort-lived
verdure, gradually perifhed; but Calvinifm, like
a veteran and fturdy oak, has continued and
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will continue to flourifh amidft all the tempefts
which beat upon it.—Though I am blamed for
making it * a mark of natural depravity to dif-
‘“ pute the dottrine of particular ele€ion and
“ abfolute decrees,” yet I muft infift, that every
ptous foul is brought to fubmit to the fovereign-
ty of God; and that the very &rength of fin iu
the human heart is rebellion againftthis. 1 do
not fay  difpute the doftrine,” but * quarrels
“ with his abfolute decrees,”” and in the cons
neftion, I think it juftifiable, and wrotc it, ful-
ly aware of the obje&iions. I wrote it on the
fuppofition, that a man believes the dottrine ;
and then furely, to find fault, and not to be re-
conciled to the wife and jult procceding of the
Almighty, is the certain mark of a carnal heart.
At the fame timg, this does not fay, that a pious
man, from his education and other circum-
ftances, may not have [cruples as to the doe-
trine, and even in words deny it. It is impof-
fible to tell how far the head may be wrong
and the heart right, and with what degree of
corruption grace itfclf may fubfif. Every Ar-
minian i1s a Calvinift wlen he prays. To be
willing that God fhould reign over us, to jultify
him {hould he condemn us, and to acknowledge
. that our falvation is from his good pleafure, will
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ever remain evidences of grace. Let me venture
what to fome will, perhaps, {cem more excepti-
onable ; that the great reafon why the doftrine
of eleétion is fo unpopular, is, becaufe it contra-
difls the pride and felf-fufficiency of man. Cal-
vinifts, in this relpe&t, maintain an unequal con-
fliet; for they fight againft what Omnipotence
only can fubdue. Let me venture farther, what
will be called a paradox ; that the dotirine of
grace, not being generally and faithfully incul-
cated of late years, from the pulpits in England,
has raifed and given fyftem to the Mecthodift
Epifcopal Church. ‘Let the reader try if he
cannot find faéts to eftablifh this opinion, and
if he can account for thefc fatls in his own mind.

Wiuoever would oppofe eleflion, ought,
after defining clearly what he means by it, to
fhow, that it cannot be proved by teftimonies
- from Scripture——by any argument drawn from
the perfeftions of the great God—from his go-
vernment of the world—from prophecies, and
their fulfilment. He ought to fhow how the
prefcience of God, the free agency cf man, the
ufe of means, and the univerfal call of the gof.
pel, can be better reconciled and ¢xpiained on
fome other plan. Before he goes about thiswork,
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he ought to make himfelf thoroughly acquaint-
ed with the Calviniftic doétrines, and, above all,
carneftly implore the illumination of the Divine
Spirit to keep him from error, and guide him
into truth. If, after all, he thinks it his duty
to oppofe thefe doftrines, he is accountable to
that juft and merciful Be‘ng, who, likea faiher,
prtieth his children ; who knoweth our frames, and
remembereth that we are dufl.

Having difclaimed the need of the Fathers,
it may feem improper now to produce a few in-
ftances from them, but the ufe will direétly ap-
pear.. Clemens Romanus was a fellow-labourer
with Paul, and intimately acquainted with fever-
al of the other Apoftles. His firft Epiftle to the
Corinthians has been highly efteemed in the
Church, and thought inferior only to the beoks
of the New Teftament. In this Epiftle we find
thefe words, “That the numbcr of his eleét might
“ be faved.”* * He hatheflabliflied them firmly
“ by his own Almighty purpofe.”— Who hath
“made us a part of the eleclion unio himfelr.”—

* Very fimilar are thefe words in the burial fervicc—
“’That it may pleafe thee, of thy gracicus joodaels, fhortiy

“to accomplifh the number of thine elefl, and to haflen thy
¢ kingdom,”
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“ Having afore prepared his benefits for us, even
“ before we were born.”’—*¢ This bleflednefs ac=
“crues to thofe who have been elefled of God
“ through our Lord Jefus Chrift.”” Ignatius
- was a difciple of the Apoftle John. Inhis Epif«
tle to the Ephefians, addrefling them, he ufes
thefe words, ¢ Predeflinated even before itme unte
“ the glory which is perpetual and unchangeable .’
In his Epiftle to the Romans, he fays, “ A Chrif.
¢ tian is not the workmanthip of fuafion, but of
“ greatnefs.”’ Polycarp was alfo a difciple of
John. In his Epiftle to the Philippians, are
thefe words, * Them that have been really ele&ed
“ by God and our Lord.” And again, “ Ye
“ are faved by grace ; not of works, but by the
“will of God through Jefus Chrift.”* After
thefe few fhort citations, out of many, from
writers in the Apoftolic age, befides the others
made before, what muft the reader think of this
declaration ? “ I will venture to affirm, that for
¢ the firft three hundred years,the moft learned
“ and pious Fathers, from the beft information
“ I have been able to obtain, give no counte-

¢ I might have referred more particularly to the places
from which the words are taken, but as different editions of
the fame works are differently paged, it would be of no great
ufe. I will be accountable for the juftnefs of them,
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“ nance to thofe doQirires advanced by Dr. Linn
“in his Sermen and Avppendix.” What muft
he think of an appeal to the firft three hundred
years, when Dr. Moore has not quoted a fingle
Father, except Juftin Martyr, whd lived within
that perind ? Both Bafil and Chrifsitom, whom
he quotes to prove his dottrine of Regencration,
did not flourifh until the clofe of the fourth cen-
tury, and T'heodoret not until about the middle
of the fifth, and after the time of Auftin.®* It

iight be added too,that 2s Juftin Martvr fpcaks
of the baptifim ot adults merely, the teltimony, if
properly examined, will be found little to the
purpofc for which itis produced. Lealt of all
the Fathers, ought we to doubt the picty and
information of Clemens Romanus, Ignatius,and
Polycarp; they were all acquainted with the
Apoftles, or an Apoftle ; they were all burning
and fhining lights, and they were ali martyrs for
the caufe of Chrift.

I~ the latter part of his addrefs, Dr. Moore
alledges, that my doftrine has a more danger-
ous tendency to virtuc and rcligion than his,

* Aultin, or Auguftine, was a learned and pious Father,
in grest sltecem among the Reformers, and quoted with rel-
pe in the Homilies and articles of the Chuich of England,
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and he makes a comparifon between them. To
a fair comparifon I cheerfully fubmit ; yea, I
challenge it, and confidently appeal to the ex
perience of every age. His doftrine derogates
from the perfeftions of the great God, and ren-
ders his government without a plan ; but mine
exalts him, and fhows his government to be
ftable and confiftent. His, nourifhes the pride
and felf-righteoufnefs of man ; but mine hum-
bles him at the foot-ftool of Divine mercy. His
makes {inners fecure and thoughtle{s ; but mine
awakens and alarms them. His, makes the fal-
vation of any to be uncertain, and the Son of
God to ftoop in vain ; but mine gives him a
fure purchafe, and requites him for the travail
of his foul. His, contains this uncomfortable
truth, that the belicver, after the longeft courfe
of piety, may, at his laft hour, fall under con-
demnation ; but mine affords ftrong confolation
to the heirs of promife, from the immutability
of the Divine council.  His declares, that
“ even Paul himfelf, with all his high attain-
“ ments, may become a caft-away;’’ but mine
exults in faying, that nothing /hall be able to fe-
parate us from the love of God whick is in Chrift

Fefus our Lord.  His, unites with the work of
K
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the Saviour fome merit of our own; but mine
exclaims, Not unto us, O Lord, not unto us ; but
unto thy name give glory.  Does his enfure the
moral agency of man? So does mine. Does his
include the ufe of means? So does mine. Does
his render fignificant the facraments 2 Much
more does mine. Does he preach the gofpel to
ali? Sodo I. Does he “ confiftently prefs the
‘“ indifpenfible neceflity of repentance, faith
“ and obedience ?”* So do I. Does he,  with-
““ out violating his principles, urge attention to
the precepts of fobriety, righteoufnefs, and
godhinef{s 7> So do I. Does he “ confiftently
urge the moft perfe&t man in Chrift Jefus to
“ be perpetually vigilant and induftrious »*
And does he “ warn the finner of the dreadful
“ aggravation of his crimes, becaufe they are
“ committed againft the remonftrances of God's
“ Spirit, and with a voluntary rejeétion of prof-
“ fered mercy * All this is perfeétly confift-
ent with my plan. I cry aloud, “ Sons and
“ daughters of men, God, in his inhnite wif-
dom and mercy, hath ovrevided for finners of
our race, a way of redemption, through the
obedience and death of his own Son. This
is now offered to you, and you are entreated
to accept of it.  Guilty and depraved, you
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can have no hope from any works of your
own; but muft be whoiiy indebted to Chrift
for righteoufnefs to juftify you, and for grace
to heal your difordered natures. Though
God is free and fovereign, both in the provi-
fion and application of redemption, yet he
commands you to belicve and repent; he
hath appointed means, upon which you are
called to attend, and in the ufe of which he
communicates his grace. The revealed, not
the fecret will of God, is your ruie. You
are not to cnquire whofe names are writien
in the Lamb's baok of lije ; but to give diligence
to make your calling and election jure, by re-
pentance toward God, and faith toward our
Lord Fefus Cliryl.  If you continue in impe-
nitence and unbcelief, you will inevitably pe-
ifh. M you {eek God in the means of his
appointment, you have an encouraging hope
that you fhall be faved. Why wilt thou, O
prefumptuous man, arraign the {overeignty
of God? Cunft thou change or dcfeat his
purpole 7 Hatly he not {aid, My counfel fhall
flund, and 1wl do all my pleafure ? Why
wilt thou draw an argument from this againit
thine own foul 7 Why not ceafe from know-
ledee which 1s too wonderful for thee ! Sub-
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¢ mit them to his dominion. Comply with
“ what thou muft know he requireth of thee.
““ Hear and obey the call of the gofpei: Awake,
“ thou that fleepefl, and arife from the dead, and
“ Chrift fhall give thee light.®  Say no longer,
“ that, on the fuppofition of eleflion, and of
*“ thine own inability to fave thyfelf, the ex-
“ hortations and promifes of the gofpel are
“ vain; for thefe are connetted in the Divine
¢ plan. Thou art unable to comprehend this ;
- % 1t is not neceflary that thou fhouldft; but it
“ is the beft reafon to believe and obey Him,
& all whofe works are truth, and his ways judg-
¢ ment.””~Thus have I followed Dr. Moore,
farther, perhaps, than was proper, in thofe doc-
trines which he has ftudioufly introduced to
afht his caufe. True, I had mentioned eleétion
and perfeverance in oppofing his fentiment of
baptifm ; I had drawn an argument from them;
but neither the affertion, nor denial of them, 1s
neceflary to fhow,that Bartisn is notREGENE-
RATION,

I uavE only to fay farther, that if this con-
troverly produces any alienation of afletlion

¥ Ephel. v, 14,
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among profefling Chriftians who think differ-
ently, I fhall moft ferioufly lament it. My
friendfhip for him whom I particularly oppofe,
is ever the fame ; and I have here given a dif-
interefled proof of it. He will recolle&, that

open rebuke is better than fecret love,and that faith-
ful are the wounds of a friend. 1 afk no man to
embrace my fentiments, unlefs he thinks them

agreeable to reafon and fcripture. Every doc-
trine that cannot be fupported by thefe—let it
fall forever. As to a damning and perfecuting
{pirit for religious tenets, the bloody monfter of
former days, may we not hope, that it is now
bound in adamantine chains in the abyfs of Hell,
whence it firft arofe ? To fave my do&rine from
being mifapprehended, to excite people to talk,
and think, and judge about the principles of
religion, occafioned thefc Remarks. Some will
condemn me, and all who know me, will be
furprifed to find me engaged in controverfy.
Every difcerning mind muft acknowledge, that
the firlt provocation came from him, who, not
contented with one edition of his fermon, pub-
Jilhed a fecond, and in both mifapplied the
flandards of that Church to which I belong. —
Notwithftanding this procedure, my appendix
was written in the {pirit of weeknefs,and neither
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then nor now have I indulged a feverity in which,
perhaps, I would have been juiifiable. Cen-
fcious that my motives were pure, and prepared
for the calumny of fuperficial thinkers, if any
good fhould refult to one foul, I fhall rejoice ;
and if God fhould reftore me, fo as to undergo
the labours of the pulpit, I fhall, through Divine
aid, love the doftrines of free grace, and preach
them with renewed ardour. At the fame time,
I wifh to exercile charity ; to fhow mercy, as I
hope to obtain it ; to keep the unity of the [pirit
in the bond of peace ; knowing, that the wrath of
man worketh mnot the righteoufnefs of God ; that
truth, examined, is like gold tried in the fire,
and that 1t 1s ALMIGHTY, AND SHALL AT LAST
PREVAIL.

New-York, March 11, 1793.

83 P.S. When I referred the Reader to Dr. Livin: fton's
Sermon, 1 /i;ppo[d that it would have been tn l}xcj)re/‘ bedire this
was publifped. Helas teen prevented from attending 91t ter fome

time pafl, which has um/mcda delay ; but he has [Jrunj d te
forward it as fon as convenient,
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