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A REPLY, &e

IN Juftice to my own feelings, I muft in-
form my reader, that it is with the ut-
§ ‘moft reluctance I enter into Religious difpu—
tation. Nothing but a Supreme love to truth,
an exoneration of my confucence, and an
awful regard to the Divine injunétion ¢¢ T
contend earneft.y for the faith once dehivered to the
Saints,”” conld engage me in a bufinefs which
has a tendency in fome inftances to difturb

‘ the equable flow of the milk of human kind-
nefs. DMotives of this kind, with an honeft

, defire to prevent the public from committing
an a& of injuftice, by condemning me un-
heard, and upon the unwarrantable foun-
dation of vague and indeterminate report,
prompted me to publith a narrative of the

{ procefs that was carried on againit me in
the Tranfvlvania Prefbytery, with the de-
fence I firft exhibited at thc bar of that tri-
bunal, agaiuft the charges for which I was
fummoned before them. Finding that the
tide of popular opinion was fetting rather
aaainfl them, the Tranfylvania Prebytery faw

it neceflary to make fome bold and ftrenuous
effort, to check sts progrefs, and to vindicate
their conduét from the odivin 1t had excired
in the breait of every one, who was not un-
der the untoward inituence of the moft pre-
polterous prejudice. Had the Prefbytery in
their late producaon pad that firered and hal-
lowed regavd tosrath, with which their cha-
ricies as men and Chiiltians would have in-
duccd one to believe they might have been in-
ipi-ed,
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fpired, it would liave entirely precluded the
neceflity of this publication. But as they
lave not hefiiated wotully to mifreprefent
facts, and to impeach my hiflorical veracity,
in order to preferve themfelves from that 1n.
dignanzg rcmoba*mn to which they had expo-
fed themfelves for their condudt during the
procefs, I am urged, however reluétant, to
make fome reply, and to undeceive the pub-
lic upon which thel. late publication is calcu-
lated to impofe. In myreply I intend the
utmoit poﬁibi brevity, and withto be guided

by ihe foirit of meekuefs.

As a copy of the charges alledged agamﬁ
me, and i.¢ dey pelitions taken with a view to
fuppuri ihem, was, on repeated {clicitations at
Tl civein me by the Rev. James Craw ford,
1tanam«r Clerk of the Prefbytery, and attefted
to be a full and trae one, no variation could
by Liin be expecied between our narratives, fo
far a» 1e!pected the charges and dcpo‘itwns.

T v e firlt part of their narrative therefore,
to which I would call the attention of'therea-
der, 13 the 7th page, where they fay, that
¢ iuficad of manud‘rxg his foriow for his
unECHnEious cenfurcs of Lis breihren, which
cenfur es included alictt all the Miniftersand
(i Hiuns on earch, of whatever denomina-
tion, he cpdcavo'cd to enter into a debate
alout the piopiiety of finging Watt’s Pfalms
and Hymus, which ke knew were generally
approved and pmcuieu by the higher judica-
tuscs of of our Churdh, and of which, therc-
fure, the frelbytery of Tranfylvaiia "had no

butinefs v udge.”’

O~ th! 'S para graph I cannot help rcmarkmg,

thar woe Prasby e y cadicr bewioy a grofs and
" shiametl
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fhameful ignorance of the ftate of the
Church in the age in which we live, aud
of its practice in different parts with refpect
to the article of Plalmody, or they defigned
to gull thofe ot their readers, who did not
pollefs equal opportunity with theinfelves of
acquiring fuch 1uformation; otiaerwife they
never would have reprefented my oppofition
to the introduction of Watt’s pfalins and
hymns into the public worfhip of God, as le-
velled againft, andloading with cenfure < gi-
sso} all the Minifters and Chriftians on ear:ch
of whatever denomination.’”’” Great as the p:c-
fent declonfion of this age confefledly is, it
appears aftonithing that the Prelbytery could
apprehend, that their aflertion on this pa:-
ticular could be credited by any, whofe know-
ledge of the Charch of Chriit was not cen-
fined chiefly within the narrow limiss of the
furrounding wilderneis. Will they undertake
to prove, or even ailert, that the Davidic or
Scripture Pfalmody, is vejected, or grown in-
todifufe, and that Watt’s pfulins and hymns
are adopted in its ftead, in the extenfive Church
of Scotland, fiom which they themfclves are
defcended? Tlie Church or tie Seceflicn .1
Scotland and Ircland co:itains nearly doulie
the number of Clergy, and confequently we
conclude, according to the rule of proportion,
much more people, than appeared inthe laft
enumeration [ have feen of the Clergy belony-
ing to the General Aflembly of Prefbyteriuas
in the United States. And can they a.dert or
prove, that that branch of the Preibyterian
hurch looks withh a bemion afpecr on the
inuoduétion of Watt’s Pfalis and Hymns, cr
any huimnauly devifed form of Plalinody, inio
the worfhip of God! If it werc nccellary, we
mighe 1nention herethe nuinerous commuuion
oithe Lhurch of Lugluyd i Greal bLrivain,
wiaich
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which although it is efteemed by Prefbyterians
not to be, in fome refpects, the pureft Church
in the world, comprehends noththﬁandmg
in its large embrace, a goodly number of
enineatly learned, orthodox, and pious
Divines.. And will they pretend to aflert
that that Church, convmced of the neceflity, ot
even the propricty of having a new fyftem of
Pfalmedy, has rejected the divinely infpired
Pfalms cf Scripture? No: All thefe are affer-
tions which they cannot make ; and their in-
<capacity to do this, if they have any remain-
ing mcrenmty, as 1 ftill charitably hope that
they have, ought, I am peifuaded, to cover
them with fhame and confufion of face for

the egregious mifteprefentation ftated in the
firt part of the paragraph now under confi-

deiaiion.

TuEe next par: of the paragraph which we
have quoted, 1s fomewhat '1ﬁom.hmg They
take itin very high dudgeen, that | fhould
ever enter into anv deba:e about the propri-
ety of Singing Watts’s Pfaimsand [Tymns

fycrl knew thcy were gencially approved and
practifed by the kigher Judicatares of their
churchand of'the propricty or impropriety of
linging + hich pfalims, they roundly :u‘ rt the
Txanfylvanm Prefbviery had no bufinefs o
judge. This is novel doctrine indeed to come
‘troma body profefling themfelves to be Pref-
byterian divines. Vhere they learned it,
it is more than I '1'11 able to divine, unlefs
they have got it from the Popc and Cardi
nals in the dark coml‘.\c of the Thunder
ing Vatican, or have obtained it by a kinl
of | pious flealth from fome of the 'ugnc. el
diviaes of Facland, wio taught the necefisy
of pailive obedience and non sclifinnce, Ui

der the opprefive ufuipatien of theroyaliy-
rani
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g #antsin the laft century. Such language is
a difgracc to the Prefbyterian name, and has
atendency to make the breafts ¢t thofe who
have no other channels of informaticn but
their publication, to fwell with indignant
prejudice againft the {pirit and genius of
our cliurch governmentand difcipline. Doeg
the genius of true Preibyterianm church £o-
vernment rife up, and declare with atone of
apal authority, that the deeds even of its
higheft judicature are incapable of miftake,
revifion and alteration, and that, no individu-
al member of the body, ner inferior Judica-
ture fhall dare to debate on the propriety or
impropriety of fupcrior judicial proceedinygs,
or petition, remonftrate, and in the event of
their irreclaimability even proteft ugein
them !

It is true, they fay in the next fentencsto
that wlich I have been juft now confidering,
that ¢« ] might have protefted againft the ule

.

of this innovated PFiilmody, and left the
church which generally approved of, and

e

practifed :t.

Heze I am obliged to remark, thze their
conceflion that 1 might Lave protefied a-
gainft the ule of their pfalinody, aund have
Ieft their church, appearsto be a mere fi-
nefle; and to have Leen thrown out with =
defign to cover their intolerznt and vnpref-
byterial proceedings, from the eyes of thofe
who content themfeives with itizht ana feper-
ficial examination. tor, ti:o’ they aflert here
aid in the 16th and 17th pages of their pub-
Licaition, that [ oughe to have protefled acuintt
11101}1, and to have withdrawn {rem all cot -
nexwen withthem, jaff ws i£1 kod not done v,

l"'
Vie
o
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yetic-can be proved, thattlisvery ftep whih
i took, wag the caufe of my fufpention. lj
mr. Crawford wifhes to have ‘proof, it can
be fubftantiated by evidence, that he has fince
told 1 thould not have beea fuipended, if |

had not protefled.

Fow their aflertions with refpe& to the
propriety agd-admifadility of my proteiting
againft aifd declin ng their bedy, compor,
or rather flatly contradiét mr. Crawfozd’s a-
.bove mentiongd declaration concerning the
.caufe of 1 fufperfion, the moft thallow
human intelle& may be able to difcern: But
this declaratten of mr. Crawford’s, not enly
- oppofes b\igoiin gnd the Prefbytery’s doctrine
on the fubjedd, of protefting, bat.likewife.
contradiés what they affert inthe 15th pace,
where they fay, that I was cenfired for un-
chrifiian and uncharitable refiections on my

brethiren, for their ufe of Watts’s pfalmsand
hymns &c. ‘o

W nrx the Eréfoytory declare, * fhat while
I ccntinnccfk:; mber of their chwrch, [
could not con f):!y expeét, that the Pref-
bytery wozld gondemn a practice which had
the public and avowed approbation of th:
main body to which they belong,” T am ot
a Jofs to know what comitruciicn to put uy-
on it, unlefs they are of opinion, that by
fome new and unbroached rule in ecclefiaf-
tical goverament, the Frefoytery méghs con-
desn the practice, which was the caunfe o
grievance, when 1 had withdrawn from
their communion, taough they were peither
at liberty, ror had, it intheir power, to u0
I, waiic I contirued a memlsr.

e - - g LN [ 4]
“ It isafllersed bv the Freloytery, o tac rth
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page of their publication, upon which I have
already made fome animadverfions, that they
could not have jufhitied me, without con-
demning the main body as gmlty of making
the Scriptures contradict themielves, and of
Deifin and blafphemy. '

I would beg leave to afk, what documents

the Prefbytery Had, upon which they could

vonclade, that I condemned the nrain body
with the charge which they have here fta:
ted? Was it Mr. Blair’s private letter to
Mr. Rice, officicufly enclofed in 2 wrappcr
by another perfon, indorfed and fent forw.ard
to mr. Rice, under the charadter of Mode-
rator? which letter mr. Blair declared in
Prefbytery never defigned ithould "be made
public, and the contents of which not th=
fmalleft fhadow of evidence cenld - be produ-
ted to fupport.

I graat indeed, I faid, as my congregdtion
can witnefs, and as the Prefbyvtery, i%fthcy at-
tend to my defence, can likewife witnefs, that
Dr. Watts maintained there was a centraft be-
tween the precepts of the old and néw Tef-
taments, which 1 deem to be blafphemous,
and that he denied the eternal fonthip of Jefus
Chrift, the latter of which was acknowledged
even by the Doctor’s greateft admirers to the
northward. This is the idea I withed to com-
municate in my pablic addreis, and did com.
municate, and my reafons for faying fo 1 fthall
briefly ftate. .

In the year 1789, I attended a <onvention
compofed of members_delegaied from ‘the
General Atlembly, the aflociate.reforined §y-

- ﬁOJ', snd the Dutch Church, whi:h ipetat

B Lrunfwick -

ps
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Brunfwick, in the Srate of New-[erfey. In

a convceriation, the Dodtor’s {entimments we:.
publiciy canvafled. The Rev. Mr. Annan of
philadelphia, with feveral others, fome of
whom were the ford admirers of the Doc.
tor, unanimoufly zgreed. that he had denied
the eternal Sonlhip of Jefus Chrift in cne of
his publications, ~hich I have fince found
is contained in e itk and laft Yolume: of
his works printcd in quarto. As the fen-
timent fhocked nje, 1 exprcfied my abhar.
rence of it.. Some of his admirers obferved,
in the way of reply, that great and good
men had denied it, as well as he.

Now all I meant to (ay, was that the Doc-
" tor denied the eternal Sonfhip of Jefus Chrift,
and gave Kis friends for my authors, as I
had not then feen thie publication in which
that deteftable and heteradox fentiment is ad-
vanced.. '

~ Since, then, this is the whole narrative of
the affair, by what mode of reafoning known
i the Echoeols, can this learned Prefbytery
make it appear, that they could not juftify
me, without condemning tlre body to which
ihey belonged with Leitin and blafphewmy !
Rid I ever fay that in adopting Watts’ imi+
tation, the Synod recognized and avouched
all the ejrors that author had.publithed to
the world, fuch as (befides thofe I have men-
tioned and feveral others) his holdirg that
the fouls ot all thofe infants who die &:t’ore
- they come to the years in which they have
fome competent exercife of their ratiemal
powers, whicli are not faved, will be anni-
hilated. Alihcugh this is an idea that ncwer
ftruck my mind, and that never can be made
appcar | advanced, I find that their fourth
ebfervation

ETVVRRRY B "
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qbfervation page 27th is founded on this
groundlefs fuppofition. Some have exprefied
aftonithment at the impndence and want of
candour which thefe osservers have dif-
plaved in this particular in their 27th ana
28th pages. But 1 have been, for fome time,
convigced, that from fome unaccountable
principle in human nature, which operates
witls a force analagons to an Ilighland-man’s
fecond fight, there are not a few perfons in
our day, who can make gigantic oofervations
where nothing is to be feen.

~

- As the aflertion ef my charging the whoie

body to which they belong, with Deifin,
blafphemy &c. is, as we have feen, wholly
without foundation, the Preibytery’s incapa-
city to jufllify me, which they ailege, muik
be mere pretence, as fhaliow as it is bubbling
~and noify. - The gaudy fimile therefore,
which they pcmpoutly adduce in the rear,
drawn from the courts cf civil jurifprudence,
in order to illufirate thc abfurdity ot thewr
attempting to juflity me, Iihall pafl: over
as lame, futile and impertinent. :

The Prefbytery proceeds and aflests, ¢ This
kird of defence therefore Prefbytery counld
not admit. When mr. Rankin was checked
in this, or things foreign to his proper de-
fence, or in aitempts to lead the Prefbytery
wroag, he complained he could net get a
hearing in his own defence: to which 1t was
anfwered, that if he would fpeak to the point
in baud he fiould have full privilege to de-
fend himfeif.” '

This defence which the Prefbytery fays
they could not admit, and for which aleue,
S as
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a8 far as I can recelledt, they attempted tq
check me, was on the hogerodox fubject of con-
trovertingthe propricty of udopting the ca-
nrr.ical imitationjs’.\oWa_t;s. Now in the ex-
amination of the ftatement which they ¢xhi.
bit it appears neceflary to enquire

1. Whether my fentiments concerning Pl
mody formed any part of the charges exhi-

bited againft me !

2. Whether there was any dang'er of lead-
ing the Prefbytery wrong ! )

The firft thing, then, which we have to en,

nire, is, whether my fentimenws concerning
Pfalinody formed any part of the charges ex-
hibited again{t me ?

Let any one wha is poflefled of the finali-
eft portion oi candour, take up their publi-
cation or my vindication, and read the char-
sres there ftated, and fay if he can, that my
fentiments refpecting Warts’ Plalmody, did
not licat the very bottom of'the whole procefs.
Is not the fame thing to be difcovered, in the
few of the certain gueffions ¢¢ written by Mr.
Rankin's own hand,”” which the Prefbytery
has feen proper to retail, and which were:
figned by Mr. Samuel Blair, and exhibited
at the bar of the Prefbytery as charges, inthe
name of the wholte #* "

Befides

* The Prefbytery has commirted an egre-
gious blunder here. It is aftonifhing to me,
that in the fcveral meetings, in which their
publication was examined and corrected, til
3t came forth wich that glitening polifh,
which attracls and captivates the eyes of the

admiring
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Befides, the Prebytery thenifelves, in page
13, where they fum up the things for which
tuaey deemed me cenfurable, exprefsly acknow-’
ledge in fo many words, that my {entiments
and expreflions relative to Watts’ imunitati-
on, were notonly a part of the charges ex-
hibitted againft me, but formed the greateft
bulk of the ground upon which they found-
ed their rath and ynwarrantable cenfure,

&« He calls” fay they, ¢ Dr. Watts’ pfalms
the rivals of the word of God, and fays
himfelf he dges not join with fome of the
mewmbers of this Preibytery in communion,
fo long as they countenance Dr. Watts’ er-

rors,

admiring reader, fome fagacious member did

not rife, and inform his brethren, that how-

ever fome vulgar people might call anfwers,

queftions, it might be deemed fhameful for

aPrefbytery to be found convicied of fuch grofs

inaccuracy of phrafe. The plain ftate of the

matter was this: A few difcontented perfons,

who ftyled themfelyes at the bar of the Pref-

>xtery the whole, convened at col.” Patter-

on’s, and confulting what means was moft

ikely to gain their ends, they fent forward

'wo colonels with a copy of fome queftions,
having left fuflicient room between each for

‘he infertion of my anfwers, with the lauda-
ole defign, as afierwards appeared, to intrap

me, and have me condemned {from wunder

my own hand. Althp’ I difcovered the rot-

len, underhand defign, and could eafily have

evaded thein, yei con{cious of the integritv

ot my caufe, immediately upon their prefen-
ting their paper, 1 wrote thofe an{fwers which,_
the Prefbytery with a peculiar proprizty of
fpeech calls QuesTIONS, o
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rors, with other declarations, and things pro-
ved, of the like nature.”

- We fhall produce here, in confirmation
" of the fame point, the teftimony of fome an-
exceptionable habile witnefles, taken by a
committee of Prefbytery appointed by order
of the aflociate—reformed Synod, which fat
in’ the neighbourhood of Bou:ben on the
14th of Qctober 1793.

| James Scott, David Legan, Thomas Meek,

elders; Johu Robinfon, Ephraim January,
Hugh Garret, and John Boyd, bLeing duly
fworn, depofe, that in the Tranfylvania Pref-
bytery April 1792, wmr, Crawford moved,
and the Prefbytery agreed, that all the char-
ges exhibitted _againﬁ mr. Rankin thould be
comprehended in two, of which what he had
faid againft Dr. Watts’ pfalmody was one.

‘After what has been educed on this fub-
jedt, can any candid mind apprchend, that
an expofure, of Dr. Watts’ errors, and an
exhibition of not only the impropriety, but
of the unwarrantablenefs and danger of a-
dopting any humanly devifed form of pfal-
mody, wag foreign to my proper defence!?
¢¢ Credat Judxus Appella—non ego.”

I hope after what abpears above, in their
draft of the pretended grounds of cenfure,
and in the depofitions taken at the Bour-
bon committee of Prefbytery, very little cre-
dit will be paid to what, alas! has too mmany
of the features of falfehood, in the 15th page
of their publication. ¢¢It is not”’ fay th
‘¢ becaufe he thought differenily from his
breshren on this fubject, that he was trim‘ll

' an
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and cenfured. It is hereby declared thathis
particular fentiments merely in the ufe of
Pfz2lmody, wcre never confidered as any,
ground of cenfure, or faflicient caufe of ali.
enation of affedtion : Thofe who {pread con-
trary reports, cannot produce a fingle evi-
dence for 1it, and thofe who believe it, do
it upen the moft unwarrantable foundation.

We were inthe fecond place to enquire whe-
ther there was any danger of leading the
Prefoytery wrong ? o

Indeed, fincethe difcuffion of the queftion
refpecting the propriety or lawfulnefs of a-
dopting an humanly devifed fyftem of pfal-
mody, was fo far from being foreign to a |
proper defence, that it was abfolutely ne-
ceflary to 1t, as it lay at the bottom of the
whele proccfs, no juft or warrantable reafon
could be afligned, why 1 fhould be checked
in this part of my defence, which was the
only one on which they refufed me a hear-
ing. The Prefbytery, it is true, afligns in
this paragraph of their publication whith
I am now examining, a moft ingenious rea-
fon for their ccnduct in this particular. [
was checked on this fuljeét, it feems, left I
fhould lead the Prefbytery wrong. Were the
Prefbytery apprehenfive that their heads were
fo weak, and their hearts fo foft, that they
would not be able to refift the impetueus
torrent of ingenious tho’ fophiftic eloquence
which I might have thrown out on that occa-
fion ! Doubtful of the uprightnefs of the caufe
in which they had fo ftrenuounfly embarked,
were they afrnid that their warm devotion
to their upftart pfalmody might have been
cooled, =::3 that a clofe examination intoihe

character
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character and legitimacy of the child whiéh
they had foltered with fo much parental in.
dulgence, might make them blufh at the dif«
ceful. deed of adopting it, and produte
an eftrangement of aftection? If fuch doubt
exifted, why refufe to hear me on the fub.
jet ! ¢ A wife man will hear,”” fays Solomon
¢¢ and will increafe learning. The heart of
him that hath underftanding feeketh know-
ledge’ but ¢ he that refafeth inftrucétion de-
fpifeth his own foul.” But the truth of the
matter appeared to be this: They were not
fo much afraid of a revolution being pro-
duced in their own minds by a difcuflion of
the fubject, as that thé numerous affemply of
| gcoﬂc, who attended on that otcafion, Might
¢ convinced, in {uch a way as they could
not conveniently prevent, that the Prefbyte-
ry with whom they ftood connedted, ¢ refu-
fing the waters of Shiloah that go foftly,
were rejoicing’’ in the muddy and bubbling
' ftreams of the imitations of Watts, and the
crude effufions of other fcribblin poetafters ;
and. that the congrefg’ations under their in.
fpection might look for nothing elfe, in poifit
of pfalmody, but to be fed with the brain of
human invention, inftead of the infpired
Pfalinody of fcripture,'shat wholfomeé and nu-
fritive manna that was prepared for us in
Heaven, ‘and fent down fromn above to re-
frefh, ftrengthen and fupport us while we
are journeying through the wildernefs of

human life.

It is painful to an ingenious mind. to be.
obliged to combat falacious abfurdity, to ftrip
her meretricious drefs, and expofe her to the
Looting of ridicule, which are (o properly her
due, But the cry of certain cafes may de

f~ Ny . 19
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evolent and humane, to undertake the un«
welcome and difagreeable tafk.

Thus conftrained although relué&ant, I
muft difeufs the reiterated cant. It would
{till afford fome comfort, had I reafon to con-
clude, this will fuifice. '

Butalas! “The horfeleech hnsh two daug hters ery-
ing give, give.” 1 verily thought I had fatisfi-
ed every unprejudiced mind, in my firft de-
fence. Prefbytery was furely comvinced of
this., But becaufe this was not the object:
Mr. Crawford renews the fuit, withraddition-
al charge, depofition, and denunciation.

I had no alternate, but to publifh the pro-
cefs, in which1 evaded cenfure, in the eyes
of a judicious court, where I was gratefully
received as a brother and companion, in tri-
bulation, for the kingdom and patience” of
Jefus Chrift.

But as in a certain cafe, the ferpent caft
out of his mouth warter as a Hood after the
woman, that he might caufe her to be carried
away of the flood: fo, in the interim, a
certain member of Wfefiftery, writes a long
defamatory epjitfe to his Rev. correfpon-
dent in Philadelphia, that he might, if
poffible, prejudicc fome of the members of
the affociate reformed Synod againft recciv-
ing me, and leit this fhould not be adeguate
for his benign purpofe, he records u long
eftimony againft me, filling up the eleventh
nage of their pablication, but 1 wrudt the good
hepherd, wlio has hirherio delivered me,
rom wicked and unveafonabic iz, wiil aid
e to wipe oft'this ftain alfh,

( You
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You will find it anticipated in the §th
page of their publication, ‘ With. refpect to
his pretenfions to Divine Revelation which
was proved againft him :  he acknowledged he
told a certain dream or dvzams, but attempt-
ing to explain them away, as fignifying ne
more, than certain inward exercifes of the
children of God; an¢ expreffed forrow for
divalging them, as u thing highly impre-
per. Bur according to part of Mr. Rice’s tef-
timony fnce taken, wich fays, that Mr. Ran-
kin informed him, ch«t it was made known.to
him in a dream, rhat he muft inform 1r.
- ltice, that he w2 directed by his dreams.
There could be no great iincerity, or confift-
ency in his confeilion; ualefs he meant to
¢onfefs, that h:3 dream had deluded him.
He t-equently :icnied that he made any pre-
téentions to Divine Revelation and faid, fuch
freedom eof e preflion I have not been ac-
quainted witk, that fature things were re-
vealed to me.

Now 1 deuy that a pretenfion to Divine
Revelation was proved againft me.

You will pleafe to examine the depofitions
in the procefs, page 41, the deponent faith
upcn oath, that he did not remember that the
accufed fhould have ufed the word revealed,
no withftandisg the clerk infifted npon fetting
it down, knowing that unlefs he had the
werd, he would fail to prove the charge.

Now examine the 22d page of their publi-
cation, charging me with falfehood, in the
above, z' d compare it with the teftimony
o“a nun. ¢r of unexceptienable habile wir-
nefles, tiien at the atorefaid comu:iitee ot
brefryee David
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David Logan, Thomas hieck, Ephraim Ja-
muary, John Kirkpatrick, john Robinfon, A-
lexander Kirkpatrick and James Atchifon;
being duly fworn depofe ; that the clerk did
fet down the word revealed, after the depo-
nent had repeatedly faid Le could mot re-
colle& that mr. Rankin had ufed it.

Asto the other depefition fworn by Robere
Stcel and Fames Troster, it is plain they muft
have been under amifapprehenfion in fnfpect.
ing I delivered the word from the pulpit by
the counter depofitions. See the g2d page
of the procefs.

When Prebbytery found the charge could
not be fupported, and that, I denied the ufe
of the phrafe revealed upon thefe occafions:
faying {uch freedom of expreflion I have not
been acquainted with, that fature things
- ere revealed to me ke,

Mr.Crewford fpake +with great venom, and
faid he could prove me guilty of an abfolute
falfehood, and that he never couldienjoy com-
munion with me, until I fhould acknowledge
myfelf guilty of lying.

Upon which, (after I had repeated a few
things in my defence, which run parailel
with what | had in confidence communica-
ted to mr. Crawferd :)I moved mr. Crawford
fhould be fworn to tell all he knew of me.
Bat 1 muft prove as we procecd. For the
Prefbytery, after acknowledging a part in
the one, part of their publication, as flatly
deny it in another,

Page
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Page gth, mr. Crawford rofe and {poke to
this eflecc : <“] find myfelf now, in very pe-
culiar circumftances, znd 2m bound in duty
and confcience, as a member of Prefbytery,
and minifter of the goipel, to fay, that wmr.
Rankin is declaring a pofitive falfehood, which
1 know to be fuch, and of which he himfelf
muft be confcious.” &c.

Page 21, they fay again, mr. Crawferd did
not {peak with the appearance of anger or
~malice, did not fay he could prove mr. Fan-
kin guilty of faltehood, and that he would
not enjoy communion with him' until he
would acknowledge himfelf guilty of lying.

That yon may further know, the ability of
thefe ecclefiafiic judges, you will pleafe to
examine the unexceptionable teftimony, . of
fixteen habile witnefles, taken at thc afore-
faid committee of Prefbytery. David Mitchel,
James Scott, David Logan, Thomas Meek,
{ohn M’Kenny, William Steel, William M’-
Clintock elders: John Robinfon, Jofeph
Steel, Ephraim January, Thomas Crawford,
Alexander Kirkpatrick, Hugh Garret, Wil-
Jiam Martin, James Atchifon and John Kirk-
patrick ; being duly fworn, depofe, that in
the Tranfylvania Prefbytery, April 1792, mr.
Crawford rofe and faid, that mr. Rankin was
then {peaking an abfolute falthood ; and that
he never could enjoy communion with him,
until ke would inake acknowledgement: at
which time, and alfo at other times, during
mr. Rankin’s ‘trial, mr. Crawford evidently
difcovered fymptoms of great anger. Bur a-
gain, they deny, that I moved mr. Crawford
fhould be fworn, Page21ft, This is fo far
{from bcing a truc reprefentation, that mr.

Rankin
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Rankin utterly refufed, mr. Crawford fhould
be jworn, and dcbated with Prefbytery upon
it for a confiderable time. Let us examine
the unexccptionable teftimony, of fifteen ha-
bile witnefics, taken in the atorefaid commit-
tee of Preibytery. James Scotr, Thomas
Meek, Wiliam Steel, David Logan, James
Parks, Join M’Kinney, elders, Alexander &
George Kirkpatrick, William Hillis, Jofeph
Steel, Thomas Crawford, Jofeph M’Clintic,
Henry Thompfon, John Galloway and john
Kirkpatrick, being duly fworn depofe, That
mr. Rankin rofe in the Tranfylvania Prefby-
tery, April 1792. and was the firft that moti-
oned, mr. Crowford thould be fivorn, to re-

rt all he knew concerning him. Accor-
dingly mr. Crawford is fworn to prove me
falfe, in denying that I ufed the phrafe re-
vealed; examine his long depofition, and
you donot find the phrafe in the whole, tho’
you find words mearly to that amount, which
I can folemnly declare I never ufed with him,

But if he could begin his depofitior with
rage, with known and acknowledsed falf-
hoods in the face of the Prefbytery and
2 numerous re{pectable afleinbly, judge ye
what liberty he would take, when he hnew-
no perfon on earth could be confrious oi his
duplicity, but the perfon who was the bute
of his indignant fplcen, whomhe was trea-
cher ufly attempting to ruin. For the jufti-
fication of this fuggeftion, which is no fever-
er, than bcars the prominent features of
truth. You will plcafe to examine a few
fentiments and authentic teftimonies.

My procefs page 4sth upon which mr.
Crawford faid he was exceeding forry to divulge
&
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a fecret I had entrufted him with, and he
acknewledged, I had enjoined hiin to fecre-
cy, and likewife faid he had kept it a fecret
from the day I had told him, which was fe-
ven years paft, until the prefent time, but
after fome minates had elapfed, and he had
time to caft hiseyesaround, and obferve that
there was fome prefent there, who could
teftify to the contrary, and were perfectly
acquainted with the duplicity of his condudt;
he fwallowed down his former fentence, and .
faid T kept it from the the time 1 received
it, until 1 heard it was known to others.

Page 22, Prefbytery’s publication ¢ mr,
Craw?ord aflirm; he knew of no perfon who
could charge him with duplicity or falthood,
was coiifcicus of no fuch thing himfelf, nor
ever was told it by any perfon except mr.
Rankin’s publication, and he has produced
no evidence.”” If mr. Crawford thirils for evi-
dence, I fhall produce it; in the aforefaid
committee, mr. Jofias Richards being duly
{worn depofeth : that, being at the Tranfyl-
vania Pretbytery April 1792, and hearing
mr., Crawford {ay upon oath, that, he had"
Kept the matter fecret that mr. Rankin had
entrufted biin with, until that day; Ithen
ftared Lim in the face, he having told me
above three years before, what he was then
informing the Pretbytery of ; and he im-
mediately afterwards recalled his words.
Now when an evidence has fo wickedly, and
profanely, invalidated his own depofition,
In attempting to contradi¢t another, and e-
ven fails to ctfect his defign, for he forgot
to fwvear (his depofition was fo long, or his
mind f{o confounded with indignant dif-
plezfure, or divine providence reftrained his

: wrath)
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wrath) that I had ever ufed the word reveal.
ed with him ; I hope little credit will be giv-
en to any thing he did fay, that had the re.
femblance of that much, vi.. ¢ That in all
matters of confequence he was under extra-
lordinary divine diredtion;’’ whichare words
I never commmunicated to him nor any other.

Now, can any perfon who is not inebriated
with the moft untoward prejudice, believe
Prefbytery -did not wofully exaggerate the
form of judgment, compiled upon the former
teftimony ; page 13, whereas it has been
proved before this Prefbytery that mr. Ron-
kin has faid, and decla:ed, that he 1s the
fubject of extraordinary divine vevelation &=,

I hope vy reader afier taking fo cxtenfive
tho’ painful a view, of’ fo many glaring con-
tradictions, will in charity believe 1 am not
the deranged enthufiaft, the Picibyiery ef-
fayed to paint me,

But we proceed to a following paragraph,
m the above quotation, where you find the
Prefbytery holding a convivium, or dainty
repaft, on my conicfiion, reduced to an =h.
furdity, by the late teftimony. ITad I told
mr. Rice the above, I muft have blafphemoni:y
lied ; but as God is my judge, at whofe tri-
bunal I fhall fhortly be accountable, I can
molt folemnly fwear, by Almighty God the
fearcher of hearts, (when duly called) thue
to the beft of my knowledge I never dream.
ed, and I am perfectly aflured I never thought,
or ever communicated, fich an idea, to mr.
Rice or any other man, that I had received
the leaft itzm in drcams, that I fhould com-
municate them o any creature,

As
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Asto otherthingsin faid teftimony (which 1
hope he never fwore) I fay the truth, I lie
not, my confcience bear me witnels, I never
informed him, 1 prayed to be dizkc¢ted by my
dreams : This would have been & abfurdity,
to limit the holy one, to any partisnlar mede
of communi¢ation ; all I fought wita te know
my duty, determining to executeit if known,
and when ever my mind was led, either fice-
ping or waking to a cléar conception, 1 re-
Joiced in the truth.

We ought to make a warning aswelcome,
fent by the contemncd medium of dreams,
as the prophet Elijah did the biead and fieth,
fent by the unclean ravems. 1 was fo far
from buaiting, of any {uperinrity above my

rethren, I acknowledged it a condefcenfion,
in kind Providence, to the leaft of his fer-
vants, that my mind fhould be led, to a field
of evidences, never thought of in my waking
hours, to convince me of the évil of depar-
ting from the fiandard of eternal truth; al-
though it was by no means the primary bar-
riers | had, but had they led me to novels,
at the expence of divine inftitations, I fhoaid
have evinced to the world, that iy fchemes
were all but a whimfical dream.

One thing I am fare of, I do not believe in
the propriety of obedience to a divine in-
ftitution, becaufe of my dreams; nor do I
believe it the lefs, nor did I ever ofter it as
an argument, to urge others ; but finply ro pal-
liate the edge of my profefled friend’s dif-

leafure ; for diflenting fromn him in this point,
ler him knew how my mind was affected.
If m:. R——s treachery, was not as mcan,
as mudicnans, 1 mipht have in charity faf-
pected
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eited, that atreacliecrous memory might have
' “i'ed hho—

Oh how haft thou with jealoufy infected
ye fweetnefs of afliance. ‘What could move
thus? has it the appearance of noble
birth ! Or the grave and learned mr. — vef«
ed wit)) Sacerdotal office ? Oris it the religion
f Jefus, thus to conceal a moral evil (if fuch
was believed) for many years, and then
blith and record it againft another; when
nany hundred miles from him? Is this a no-
ble mode ‘to eternize thy name, to regifter
his :lhr conduét and publith it to the
world ?

Reméved from angér, paffion and vain firife,
to fome celeftial region all divine, adorned,
and graced, with modeft courtefy, difdaining
fickle fathions, and capricious men, ripe in
purged judgment, bolted faft by truth: thwsé
highly recommended didft thoun appear; or &k
fieuld néver divulged fecrets t6 the

D¢ fir before it is tbo late, enr - on-
do, among the fins you ack ;e in
your penitential hours. And y the
penice of your forrow, an’ - ame of
e, trath, and fidelit  enddhip:
nd marvel not, if you fhov arrive to
he dignity of a cafuift, o fime pieca-
ure of a confident, ah- ay efleem it
ho fmall part of your fr Jou can never
put under a tempta’ Al a fecrer.

With regard to * 'ytery’s remarks,
hich they comm the 27th page, I
ve fhewn, in a ng pact of this pub.
kcation, the cor ntradiétion which ex-

o b
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iftsbetween wkat is contained in the two firft
paiug: aphs, and what they themfelves exhi-
lnc us grounds of cenfure in the 33th page,
as well as the - pointed depofitions takenat a
cer.nittee of Fiefiy evy, which fac in the
newl bourkocd ¢t Louibon.

In thefe reniarks they likewife labc® hard,
aud ar great fength, to induce their readers
tu Lelieve, that { v as guilty of the moft grafs
1ircondiftency in applymng for licence to that
Lody ro whichthey belong, 2ud in continuing
1o lung in theircemmunion. Itisti ue, 1{aid,
and I fiill fay, that 1 have not, to my know-
lruge, mauc a fingle change in any point o
punczple. {an the prefbycery conviét me of
it ? No; this,they Lave never attempted to
dgo. Bat although I am the fame, can they
prove that they are?! Thisinde=d they would
wifh to make us believe; but it will not be.
lieve for us. At the time 1 was licenced,
whatever ufe fome might make, in their clo-
fets, or in their families, of human compefiti-
ons in the praifes of God, they very rarely,
and only in ifome certain )hces, adventure
to ufc them in-public.  And befides the churc
had not then, nor tor mary ycars afterward
cortaminated herfz1t by countenancing, appro
viir and adopting in their judicial capacxty,
fycih compofiricus as the matter of thei
piaife. At the time of my licenfure, was it
Lnown that their church had advanced t
fach a degree of co.n.ptw.x, as to pcrnu.wn
tame d(_('dlcuf‘utc, end vmxout the leaft j
dicial (0“’112¢4”Cf rm"lht"“ nuunw inz to thCl
cumrnmuy, to pub‘u. rem the lul},u asn
prefs, thet fefus Chrife figet the ecerial $or
of Lod, anl thar Chrill wight have fimned

apd confiquentiy lave fuised i accomplifh
1n
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ing our redemption ¢¢ the work which his fa.
ther gave him to do!”’———Doctrines flarly
repugrant to our ftandards, tec which thefe
veiy peifons muft have vowed in tie prefence
of God, Angets and men,inviclably to aahere,
and, with all the pathos of Livine eloquence,
to preach and inculcate on the people com-
mitted to their charge. When the hedge of
difcipline about the church is thus neglected,
and fuftered to fall into ruin, through tle
fuggifh unfaithfullnefs of the keepers, the
vineyard and heritage of God muft be at the
mercy of every wild beaft of the foreft. Was
it known at that time, that Prefbytieries, in
contempt and defiance of their rules and laws
againft fuch practices exprefsly made and
provided, would licence and ordain men to
the office of the holy miniftry, who had no
preparatory literary education. and who,
from any thing that could be difcovered, had
not more knoewledge in divinity, than would
barely qualify them, in fome churches, to
hold the office of an Flder? That which the
Prefbytery cherefore, offers in thefe remarks
to make us beheve, that their church is the
Jame, in point of principle and praciice, that
it was when I was licenfed, is what the keen.
eft appetite of credulity is not able to digeft.
On this fubje®, they are laboring hard in
the fire, and wearying themfelves with very
vanity ; and all their pompous parade of
words, and pointed antethcfis, his ncither
more fenfe nor meaning than the rumbling
noife of an old drum.

Tcontinued a member of their churchitistrue
while thofe defediions were carrying ony;and re-
membering the awtul woe thatawaitsthe cumb
Gogs that will not bark, 1 boldly tefiifed agaixlmft

' e
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the accumulating defeétions of the day.
‘Thofe who have any acquaintance of tha ¢x.
ercife of the confcie.ce relative to the a ai-s
of God’s houfe, know, that it is not a i: i
and trivial matter to break off connexicnr v :7a
the church of which they are membei-. [a
obedience, therefore, to the Divine inju: o5,
‘¢ Plead with thy mother, plead,” auu wi
ftill fome dawning hope of fycecfs, I condn:id
to plead and remontftrate, till a- - aima't
every thing I did, became matrer v1 < fenve.
Difcovering that the curren: of Lich . .ing
was become too ftrong for me to cutertu:: 4.y
hopes of femming it, and ftill mose thorogh-
iy convinced of this unchriftian and mhnauan
tieatment I received fiom the Tran{ lvania
Prefbytery, who wutterly refuled during mny
tryal before them, to conviuce; or encesvour
to convince me what precepts of God’s word, or
rule of the church 1 had tranfgretied, for
which thcy could in confcience cenfure me,
1 found it t4en to be my indefpcnﬁble duty to
withdraw from their communion, to enter mny
proteft and declinature. Thofe who murmur
at my not withdrawing fooner, betray an un.
becoming ignorance of the peculiar tender
delicacy that exifls in the cafe of 2 minifter’s
breaking off his ecclefiaftical cennexions, whe
ought to be convinced in his own mind of the

robable ~ irreclaimability of the church to
which_he belongs. And of this, befides other
documents, 1 had full and compleat evidence,
in the unchriftian, tyrannical and inhuman
conduct of the Prefbytery, during their un.
precedented trial. The Prefbytery, in their
remarks, page 18. cenfure with a {pleexn pe-
culiar to themfelves, the conduct of thofe who
joined with me, on my protefting and decli-

ming any farther connexion with their bod{-
3!
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In the height of their acrimonjous zeal, they
fiigmaiiee them wia a baditg of ecclefiaftia
cai mdependendenss, lavletsly intruding on
bufizefs (o whicii tiicy were by no means com-
peiest.  but Luole v.hio have 1aken the pains
atienilsely 1o per.fe my former publication, o
efpec.aliy the t.. 4 pwres, will difcover, that
the bisckeni:g aiperfions which they fo wan-
tonly lavin on :iwfe who feparated fromn
thew on dhat occafion, indicate only the ac.
cuinulated accrimonious biie which loads and
fichens their own ftomachs, and that thefe
:oundlefs afpei fions can never tarnifh, in the
'ﬁual}elt deg.ee, the characters of thofe who
are the objects of their intemperate fpleen.
fbour an hundred of thofe who joined me,
were fpectators of ghe firey tréal which I under-
weng, were acquainted with the whole pro-
cefs, and upon the fpot, immediately after my
declinature, gave e the right hand of fel-
lowthip. Thefe, with vaft numbers of others,
had for a confiderable time been obferving
with a2 mournful eye, and bleeding heart, the
increafing corruption of the church to which
they belonged, and when they faw that this
corruption was grown to (uch an Lkeight, and
had {o thorougly leavened their judicatures,
that they gave no check to the propagation of
error, but calmly oveilooked it, and encoura.
ﬁed the headftrong introduction of unprece-
ented innovations, and that they tieated
with unrelenting cruelty thoie who faithful-
ly oYsofed thefe errers and innovations, and
would not run into the fame exceffes with them-
felves, they were convinced to their forrow,
that they muft eicher thea withdraw or be-
come chargeable of the awful guilt of parta.
king of other’s fins. But the prefhytery
branded thefc men as independents, for ex.

ercifing
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ercifing the right of private judgment in a cafe as
clear as day, and of which they had fuflicicnt
knowledge. This right of private judgment
however, and of adting agreeably to iis dic-
tates the Prefbytery it would feem virtuvally
at leaft if notexplicitly denies. Hence after
exhorting very properly, the people under
their infpection to live the lives of Chriftians
in the 33th page of their publication, they
authoritatively enjoin it upon them never to
judge of their conduc, let them do as they
will. Now although they profefs a kind of
amenability to Synod, and to permit their
pecple to apply to it for a redrefs of their
grievances, yet if we may judpe of the pro-
ccedings of their judicatures in time to come
from the prominent features which have dif-
tinguifhed them for fome timc paft, it is ea-
{fy to fee what kind of redrefs they would
obtain. Penetrated with the anguith of dif-
appointment, the only balm adminiftered to
comfort them in their diftrefs, would be that
they fhould find, as in a late inftance, that
they were turned over the hedge, and ex-
communicated as groublers of Ifrael.

The cenfure,  which the Prefbytery levcis
with fuch malignant fury againft the people
who joined me upon my proteft and decii-
clinature, ¢ as placing a man at their heud
as their teacher, who had uo right to preach
the gofpel. or adminifter its ordinances,”
1s as fenfelefs and unmeaning, asit is cal-
culated to terify "the injudicious from de-
clining them hereafter.

No unprejudiced perfon wha veads the tri-
al and defence, can in .cufcience fay that
any thing appeared on evidence, of fuf-

ficient
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fcient weight to warrant my {ufpenfion,
Could then theilr {fufpending me after I had
deciined them, denude me of my office ! Ac-
cording to the declaration of mr. Crawford
vihio appeared during the procefs, to be the
great iero of the bufirefs; 1 fhould not have
been fufjrended, if I had not protefted. Now,
can auy perfoa who is not infane, apprehend
that fuch a fufpenfien can be held valid either
11 toro Ecclefiaftico, or foro Divino, i.e. in
the court of the Church, or of God ? Indeed,
the great defign they appear to have had in
view, 1n proceeding to that rath and unway-
rantabie ftcp they took; was to hold up their
nugatory {ufpenfion, as a bug-bear tv affright
the people from joining mie ; and then as the
terrified people had no quarter to which they
'could look for affiftance, they might have it
in their power to lord it over thein with def-
peuc fway, and ©o cram down their reluctanc
tivoats the naufeous pills of innovations. Let
the ranfomed fing his praife in the se4th
tizlmn.,  And let them 1emember, if we be-
iieve not Mofes and the Propheis; we will
~ut believe the words cf Chrift, for they wrote
of him; and if we are not perfuaded by the
cwmely order and holy laws of his houfe ; we
will niot be perfuaded by the hellifk innovati«
on of one arifing from the dead. ¢ He that
‘tiriveth for maftery, is not crowned, except he
:li‘;z-ive lawfully.”

It was truly wife, in the icarned fages of
our Prefbytery, to favor us with a fpeci-
men oftheir fhrewd abilities, in the 20:h page
ot thieir werks,  Should we nor forthe fake of
the prefent and futwre ages eicsurage them
Uy pubrdidh an entire coizirer:t of the Livly scip-
thees?

Guoling
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Queting the 7th page of my vindicaction,
which is relative to the charge of flandering
mr. Shannon. ¢ The committee is ¢enfura-
ble for receiving an accufation at the mouth
of one witnefs, referring to 1. Tim. §, 19.
Prefbytery fays, not to receive an accufation
at the mouth of one witnefs, muft men, not 10
believe it, upon the teftimony of a fingle wit.
nefs : fo as to judge and condemn the elder
while he pleads innocent: this pailage of
Scripture is therefore, by no means applicacleto
the caf¢ of the committee, &e.”’

The text implies, as Mr. Henery in his com.
ments inform us, that the acciifa ion 1s not to
be received 2s any ground of cenfure, unlefs
there are two or mo e evidences to fupportit;
and that it muft be tabled in the prefence of
the accufed.

“Barket lays, Paul advifcs Timothy neverto
admit an accufation azain{t an elder, without
theatteftationof two or thiee witnefics; becaufe
itisthe intereft of ihe chu: ci ot Chyift, that the
reputation of its minitters be fuppo:ted; be.
caufe prejudiced perfons will be veady t6 ace
cufe without reafon. Confc,  cious minifters
fhall never want accufers; if falie accufers
can find judges, that are willing to believe
them.”” But this accufation with ail the reft,
were received by the committee, and record-
ed in the minutes of Prefbytery, and read
publickly, and all in my alfeace.

According to their mode of interpreting, a
Prefbytery may reccive any charge againft
an elder; ifthey do not believeit: They may
publifh it to the world ; if they do not judge
hiih guilty ; and they may call him to their
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ik to be acconnmtable ; when they have ng
evidénce to fupport theé charge.

. Page aothand 21ft: A€ to the truth of the
letter, which inr. Rice denies he received;
tiétitionéd in the goth page of my vindicaton,
I appéal to the Rev: mr. Annan in Philadel.
phia; and mrs: Duncan in water ftreét: If the

lan was not publithed there before I left

hiladelphia in the year 178¢; and to mr.
Barr in Lexington, if he did net bring a let-
terin a few weeks aftér me directed to mr.
Rice, and I am very confident I often heard
it reporged, it was a lettér concérning myfelf.

P. S. My reader will bbferve I never fug-
gefted it was an official letter (for by this
they wifh to equivocate.)

_ Pagé ignd mr: Crawford did come unfent
for, and join me in communion, tho’ with
his ufual palitenefs he fays it is a falfe repre-
fentation ; for previous to any invitation, I
found him in the church on faturday, and -
whether welcome or not; commén decency
and good policy, would oblige me to invite
him to preach; which he did three days in
f fucceflion. You know itis cuftomary for the
.J governor of a feaft, to invite an interloper
'jl to eat, but does this fay he was fent for with
the bidden guefts?

As to mr. Blair’s contradiction in the fame
page, I feel iny character in little danger.
That he was yawning for office, we have the
| following public fymptoms. When he was

eleéted Dedcon, which was as to mj
éxpeétation, as contradictory to my wifh ; He
gave public thanks to the congregation; snd
promifed fideligy to ths utmoft of his p'rwl .

) n
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In a4 little after he humbly inportun
fome members of feflion, and myfelf in parn-
cular, for liberty to diftribute the elements
at the fupper. |

Again, at the very junctare I informed him
we were about to augment our feflion, he pro-
pofed to relinquifh his office, and fo convin.
ced me that he wifhed to be elected an clder,
that I informed the feffion, I alleged he ex-
pectedit; andtoavoid him and one other, we
purpofely poftponed the appointment. They
toak the affront fo high, that every firenuous
effort was exerted, to rend the congregation,
and conftruct a fociety m Lexington, which
they fomewhat effected, and Samuel Blam,
Robert Patrerfon and Robert Steele were ap-
pointed their firft elders.

But Iaftly to immiortallize his dignity, he
is advanced to tke homorable figuatare the
ACCUSER.

It isrecorded in the procefs page 61ft, But
again one of themfelves in a publication
known to the principal part of them, main-
tains that Chrift s not the eternal fon of
God : Andto this the Tranfylvania Prefbytery
accorded nemine contradicente.

Prefbytery affirms, in the 23d page of their
publication, they never made Chrift's fonfbip,
a fubjet of converfation, pvevious to mir,
Rankin’s publication.

That Prefbytery are as capable of diflimx.
lation here as elfewhere, 1 fhall favor my
rexder with the following. teftimony, taken

ad

at the comunittee of pretbytery aforefaid.
’ David
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David Matchel, David Logan, James Scott,
elders, John Robinfon, jofeph Stecle, E-
praim January, and Thomas Crawford, be-
ing duly fworn depofe: That in the Tranfyl-
vania Prefbytery, April 1792, mr. Crawford
fpoke concerning the eternal fonfhip of jefus
Chrift, in which he efpoufed mr. Rice’s caufe,
ui denying his eternal fonfhip: To which tke
Prefbytery offered no objedtions. I expect
mr. Crawford’s defign in this fpeech, was to
vard off the ignomniny, he faw impending,
when he obferved I had two witnelles ftep-
ping forward to fwear, and confirin my afler-
tzon, that mr. Rice denied the eternal fonthip
of jefus Chrift: And if poflible obviate the
pleafure of defending myfelf, in any point;
And he fo far effedted his end, that when T
found he maintained, that fonfhip and equali-
ty, were incompatible, and that Prefbytery
was filent, I thought it was in vain to have
my evidence fworn.

L J » v W ™™ 9 ¢

A4

When Prefbytery fpeaks wpon this fubject
page 2gth, they introduce a nidiculous whintag
lubterfuge, equivocally intruding a point fo-
reign to the fubject of debate ; ?aying ¢ Mr.
Rankin has charged Dr. Waits, and thofe who
wle his Pialmedy,* with denyingthe eternal
forifhip of Jefus Chrift. We believe the duc-
trine of the Trinity, as it relates to the man-
‘@ ner of the divine fubfifence, to be a profound
myftery, abfolutely incomprehenfible by axy
finite mind ; and therefore a {ubjedt of which
common modefty, would teach bothmr. Ran-
kin and us, never to attempt au explanation.’”
Was it the manner of this divine fubfiftence
which was the fubject of debate? No, it was

whether

* did fay all that ufe his P falmod}f?‘
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whether the Scriptures authorized to beliewe
there was an eternal Father, and an eternal
Son. Or whether the relationfhip of Father
and Son, had only a reference to Chrift’s in.
carnation, which excludesthe idea of jtsbeing
gternal. |

But why did Prefhytery introduce this equi:
vocation ! The reafon is plain, they durft not
acknowledge his eternal Sopfhip; for they
were confcious that they, and many .Qt.he‘}
of thejr denomination, had abfolutely deni.-
ed it. They knew if they did deny it open,
ly, it would' juftify my charge agmnft them
(which they acknow]edge wasan heavy one)
and expofe them to the cenfure of the Godly,
which they alledged, would avai] them as lit-
tle, as the cxcrcif% of church difcipline,* page
85, ‘““itis not an interefting object to us, we
gain nothing by it.”’f So like the Rabbies
p another cafe they faid we cannot fay.

As to the good deed done, to the impo«
tent man, I fhall fay but little. Page 23 they
fay they did not licence mr. Camper tq
preach, but only permijtted him. 1 fay licence
and permitare {ynoniinous terms. They fay I
faw him examiped on divinity, this was fome
years before he ftudied jt{ or made any meo-
tion to-Prefbytery for ilicence to preach.
But fimply an acquiefcence with mr. Rice’s
:re.gueﬁ, that we fhould examine him on his
abilities to catechife the youth in his congre-
gation. At

* This is fhrewd fagacity indeed, Church
difcipline is eflential to the exiftence of =
Church, and the exiftence of a Church is ef.
{fential to a Clergymap’s living by the Altar,

I page 12, o
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At which time mr. Rice motioned, and
Prefbytery agreed, we fhould n8t examine
him as a candidate for the miniftry, or as
one who had made divinity his fludy; I re-
member 1 afked him but one queition, viz.
How was original fin communicated from our
anceftors unto their pofterity : He made me
the infulting reply, he did not think it worth
Wenguiry: Saying if a man’s houfe is a fire,
it is more his bufinefs to extinguifh; than to
10 enguir: how it was kindled.

Mr. Camper was taken upon trial, after I
went to philadelphia in the fpring 178p, and
was licenced in the firft week in Odtober fol-
lowing, when the votes were patled ; I afked
Prefbytery if mr. Camper was examined on

ivinity !’ they faid yes. I afked them if they
had it upon their minntes ! for I fcrupledit,
they faid (when they found they were detec-
ted) he had been examined when he offered
as a candidate for a Catechift,

‘Now I fay, T faw him licenced to preach
without examination on divinity, as a candi.
gate for the miniftry. Q, E. D.

In the 24th and 245th pages, Prefbytery at-
tempts to difplay their penetration in Theo-
logy, drawing a comparifon between Dr.
Watt’s opinion between the old and new Tef-
taments, and that of the Apoflle Paul, in
particular upon the fubje¢t of Pflalmody.
They fay the Apoftle to the Col. 2. 14. bold
the fame contrariety between the old and.
new Teftament as is intended by the Docror.

¥ know what the Apoftle fays, but, what the

Dpftor intended is fomewliat more ambigu-
ous
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wus to me, if he did not mean what he faid.

But let us compare their fentiments,

Paul fays, blotting out the hand-writing of
ordinances that was againft us, which was
contrary to us, aud took it out of the way,
nailing it to his crofs.

The word cheirographen renderzd hand-writ-
ing, fignifies a fort of ancie under a man’s
hand, whereby he obliges himfcif to the pay-
ment of any dcbt. 1ihe patriarchal Jews,
bound thenifelves, to God, by this {cal of their
profeffion, viz. circumcifion, not to worfhip a-
ny other deity, nor neglet uny divine infti-
tution. But this hand-writing which bouand
them to their feveral ordinances was againft
them, and contrary to them. And fo it would
certainly appear to any of us: no doubt but
the Shechemites felt it fenfibly, Gen. 34. 25.
And this opinion Zipporah had, Fxo. 4. 25, 26.
But that this was the f{pirit of the text, fee
Afts 15.10. - Now, theretore, why tempt ye
God, to put a yoke upon the neck of the
difciples, which neither our fathers nor we
were able to bear!?

‘But, you will obferve, that altho this operati-
on was againft nature, and contrary to our feel-
ings, it did not, nor had it any tendency, to
fap the fpirit of vital piety. No it rather
yicldeshh the peaceabie fruis of righteoufne(s, unto
them who are exercifed thereby. Now compare
thefe fentiments, with Dr. Watt’s as I under-
ftand him, in the joth page and downwards,
in my vindication. Anﬁo you imagine, that
the very matier, and words, of David’s
plalms, are as paiaful to the danghters of x;}u-

1< ;
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§i.; as the circumcifors knife, to the fleth of
ﬁthc forefkin ?

Does the very action, of finging the fweet
Pfalms of David, awaken our regret, and
touch all the fprings of uneafinefs within us ;
as much as Jothua’s tharp knife, did the lfra-
elites, on the bank of Jordon at Gilgal?

But, I maintain it is blafphemous, to affert
that either oné or the other, was defigned,
r had a natural tendency to flatten our de-
votion, or effe& a dull inditferent or thought-
lefs, negligent air, in our acts of worfhip,
o as to prevent our afcent to Heaven, by a-
ny precepts contradictory to each other.

Page 25. Prefbytery, propofes to find a con~
kradiction in my publication, to be pretext for
Dr. Watts maintaining, a contraft between
the mnral precepts.

A verfe in thé 119th Pfaim, Watts’ imitati-
n, which they fay is moft evidently in the
Eipirit of the New Teftament, 1 have aflerted
ands oppofed to the whole pfalm. If fo,

hen, fay they, the New Teftament ftands op-
pofed to the old.

This is a logical fyllogifin with a witnefs,
one of the premifes i, that faid verfe is moft
evidently in the fpirit of the New Tefta-
nent; 1 fay it is moft evidently neither in
he fpirit of the New nor Old, to pray for
udas, whofe life and perdition, with thofe
vho joined in his final apoftacy, is fo copi-
wly predicted in this pfalm, andconfirmed
o be him, in thé A&s of the Apoftles i. 15,
1, §8, 19, 20. ) '
Prefbytery
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Prefbytery proceeds to make a long hif:
rangue of ill-founded affertions, as if we were
bound to believe, becaufe it is the joint tefti.
mony of a body of Divines, or as if they
expected, no perfon of fenfé or common ob-
fervation, would read half way to the pre.
fent paragraph: Boafting forth lofty pane.
gyrics, upon the extolled Dr. Watts: parti.
cularly that he had efféctnally confuted all
the cavils of his opponents: But they {ay a
the fame time, ¢¢ he omitted certain parts of
David’s pfalms, not becaufe he thought then
of no ufe; but becaufe he could net fo well
accomodate them to the prefent difpenfatior
of divine grace.”” And thus by a compound
of falacious abfurdities they have fcreened
the Doctor.

But, what have they doneé with Mr. Bar:
low, of whom the Synod has afterted, put
in the pfalms left out by Dr. Watts, in near
the fame fpirit and ftyle! how did he get
them accommadated ! has he converted them
all into Jews, and conformed to the abro-
gated ceremonies?! O pitiful ! O difgraceful!
O the profanity of this wicked and adulterow
generation ! were not all the pfalns accom
modated to the covenant of grace, and the
very pfalms he omitted were no more cere-
monious than thofe he mangled and abufed.

See 28, 43, 52, 54, 59, &c.

Prefbytery fays, page 26, “Itis true Mr
Rankin hasfaid, page 13, David wrote a fyfte
of divinity, having aH the articles containe
in the word of God, from Genefis' to Reve:
lations. And again he avers thére is noton
Article of Faith, contained in the whole wo
of God, but is peripicuoufly in David's’ épi

toun
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téme of the Bible ftrong and bold expreflicns,
but what proot has he produced ! the proof
isl aver. And this is all we expect he will
ever produce. Here an intemperate zeal tor
one part of {acred wriz, feems to lead to at~

t;rmations not ver, honorsable to the remain-
er.*

Reply. The reafons I advanced no more
proos, ihan you find in the context ot the a-
luded patlage, was fimply becaufe I thoughc
it feltevident, to all the unprejudiced who
f¢rioully fearched the Scriptures.

But, feeing it isdenied, and the faith of it
deemed intemperate zeal, dithonorable to the
remainder of Sacred writ, which cannet be
{ubstanrtiated,
* The voncife mention of a docirine in
the Pfalins does dot fuperfede the neceflity ot
that tull explication of it, and of thofe vari-
us lichts in which it is placed in the other
ncrcé’ books. It is potlible to have the idea
f a poem onthe late war fo complete, as that
ot one of the fcenes or operations which are
efcribed in the hiftories of Dr. Gordon aad
r. Ramfey would be omited, but would be
welt on more or l&fs, as the purpofes of po-
try might require ; vet it would be very ridi-
ulous to fay, that fuch a puvem would
ender the intormation of thefe valuable hus-
ories ufelefs or unneceilary. On the couwa-
, as {uch a poem well wrirten would re-
mend the ftudy of thofe hiftories ; fo the
ore ¢oncife reprefentation of a dectrine ot
uty in the pfalms, is a mean of exciting usto
eek the further infiru@ion concerning it
found in the other parts of fcriptue.
' VYindiciz Cantus Lieminici, p. 125.
F
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fubftantiated, becaufe to me it is precions,
and much to our purpofe in the prefent de.
bate. 1 fhail ftavor my realder with argu.
naents from tne Ancient ard Modern,* whofe
reftin ony, certainly merit our eandid peruial,
the firft | fhall educe is the joint teftimony of
the Dutch Synod of Dort, in their aunoiati-
ons of ihe Cld and New Teftament; and pub.
hihed by their authority in 1637.

The argument of the Book of Pfalms.

“The Church of Ged doth worthily make
éftcem of this Book ameng the rell ot the €Ca-
vonical Scriptures of the old Teflament,
of a fingular Jewel, the value and ufefullne}a
whereot can never fufficiently be comprehend-
ed, much lefs uttered by the the tongue, o
defcribed by the pen. Some do call it a gar-*
den of pleatures, a fhop furnithed with Reme-
diés for all difeafes, the ftorehoufe and tread
fury of a chriftian ; others, ah anatomy oy dif}
fection, and ripping up of the believing foui}
a mirrour and looking-glafs of the manifold
And unfeaichable mercy and geoodnefs of God )
dpain, the complete fuinmary or conipendic
éus reheai fal 6f the whole Bible, Law and Gof]
pel; or of all the true knowledge and weorthip
ot God. Fer it containeth rarty, very foh
and wholeforme doétrinals and inflrudtions
conce1ning the nature and being of God, an
the facred trinity ; concerning the divine ar
tributes, the eternal counfel amd decree, t

" hol

ey =2 . .
* Nete, tho’ the Pretbytery might have cu
the *atrer fhort, had they educed fome poz?

of theology which could not be dedueed fr
the Bock of Pfalms. But this I expeét the
will never be able to do.
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holy word and works of God ; efpecially the
mercies and benefits beftowed on his chureh
| on the one fide, and his juftice and judgmenis
upon all the ungodly on the other; moreover,
touching the perfon and faving oflice of thé
Meflis, our LORD and Saviour Jefus C.rift: a-
bout this eternal Godhead, incarnaaoen, fufter-
ing, dying, rifing again from the dead, af-
cending into heaven, fitting at the right hand
- of his Father; yea, about the eMdarging and
{preading ot his kingdom among the Gentiles
by the preaching of the Holy Gofpel ; about
the finful eftate and condition ot man, ihe
' quality and property of regeneration, ot true
repentance, of the love and fear of God ; a-
gain, of the nature of true faith, of relying
and glorying in God, of the aflurance of
falvation, ot the combat between the fpirit
and the fleth. Further, concerning the Catho-
Kck or Univerfal church of Jewsand Gentiles,
the church her government and difcipline, the
comarunion of Saints, fergiving of fins, the
refarrection of the fieth, and life everlafling.
Partiy alfo, and on the other fide (for mmztters
of morality) you have here in this book fet
down all manner of body and fpiritual duties
and practices of godlinefs, as fundry forms
'and patteins of blefing and praifing Gol,
of giving thanks for meicies received, of
vows of thankfulnefs, with a number of de-
vout and fervent prayers unto God, for
whatfoever may tend and conduce to his glo-
1y, and the wejfare both general and paiucu-
lar of all and every true believer, efpeciaily
in all kinds of afliction, temprarion, troulle -
and diftemper. Befides the holy weditations,
the exceeding fiveet comnforts and confolations
and ftrengthenings in {faith, in patience, and

in.-{l godlinefs. Ipfomuch, that tiwre can be
' ' Co- 10
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ro condition of any chriftian found or thought
of, but he may be ferved and fupplied out of
this book according to his hearts defire,as well
tor the calmnefs or his confcience, as for the
turthering ot his fulvation. For which caufe
alfo, it behoveth every chriftian, whether he
be of high or low degree, to read, perufe and
ftudy this book, with extraordinary care and
fingular attention ; thereby to inure and ac-
cultom himfelf tc the peculiar ftyle and man.
ner of fpeaking of the holy ghoft, therein ex-
prefled ; thiere being no deubt at all, but if £
be one get once a right tafte of the gunuiiis
fap, or juice, and fome expericiice of the vir-
tue and efficacy thereof, it will reft upon his
foul, like 2 moft fweet and whotefeme dew
of Heaven, and one fhall never be weary to
carry the {ame continually about him, ia his
heart, and tongue, and hands ; which alfo is
the ground and end, for which it is fo tre-
quently prefied and recommended unto us by
the holy Ghoit, in the old Teftament, and in
the new. by Jefas Chriit himfelf and his Apof-
tles. And it hath been delivered unto the
Church of od, by his wifdom and goodnefs
in mafical or finging metre, to make it relith
the better, and the fitter for memory and dai-
ly pradtice.”

In the 2d. place I thall educe the fublime
fentiinents of the Rev. George Horne, Lord
Lithop of Norwich., They are parteof his pre-
face to his eininent commentary on the Book
of Pfalms.

“ Thie Pfalms are an epitome of the Bible,
adapted to the purpofes of devotion. They
treat occafionally osthe creation and forma.
tien of the world: the difpenfations of provi-

- dence
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dence, and the economy of grace ; the tranfe
actions of the patriarcins; the exodus of the
childcen of Ifrael ; their journey through the
wildernefs, and fettlenient in Canaan: their
law, priefthood, and .iiual; the exploits of
their greatmen, wrougiit ch.ough faith ; their
fins and captivitics : wncir repentances and re-
florations ; the fufferings and victories of Da-
vid ; the peacetul and happy reign of Solo.
mon ; the advent of Mefliah, with its effeéts
and confequences ; his incarnarion, birth, life,
paflion, death, refurrection, afcenfion, kinp-
dom and priefthood ; the effufion of the Spi.
rit ; the converfion of che nations; the rejec-
tion of the Jews ; the eftablifiment, increafe
and perpetuity. of the Chriftian Church; the
end of the world ; the general judgment: the
condemnation of the wicked, and the final
triumph of the righteous with their Lord and
King . Thefe are the fubjects here prefeni-
ed to our ineditations. We are inftructed
how to conceive ot them aright, and to exprefs
the different affecilions, which, whem fo con-
ceived of, they muft excite in our minds.
They, are, for this purpofe, adoined with
the figures, and fet off with all the graces of
poetry: and poetry itfelf is defigned yet far.
ther to be recommended by the charms of
mufic, thus confecrated to the fervice of God ;
that fo delight may prepare the way for im.
provement, and pleafure become the hand-
maid of wifdom, while every turbulent paffi-
on is calmed by facred melody, and the evil
fpirit is {till difpoffefled by the Harp of the
Son of [efle. This little volume, like the pa..
radife of Eden, affords us in perfeciion, tho’
in miniature, every thing that groweth elfe.
where, ¢ Every tree that is plcafant to the
fight, and good for food:”’ and alove all,

wihat
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wl.at was there loft, but is here reftored, rnr
TREE OF LIKE IN THE MIDST OY THE GARDEN:
That which we read, as mazer of {pecnlati-
on, in the other Scrip.uces, is reduced to
piradtice, when we rectre it 1n the Pfalms ; in
thofe, repentance and faith are defcribed, but
in thefe they are acted ; by a perufal of the
former, we learn how others ferved God, but,
by ufing the la‘ter, we ferve him ourfelves.
¢ What is there neceflary for man to know,”
fays the pious and jadieious Hooker, ¢¢ Which
.the pfalms are not able to ceach?”’ They are
to beginners an eafy and familiar introduc-
tion, a miuty augmentation of all virtue
and knowledge in %uch as are entered before,
a ftrong conﬁrmation to the moit perfect a-
mong others. Heroical magnanimity, exquis
fite juftice, grave moderation, exaét wifdom,
repentance unfeigned, unwearied patience,
the myiteries of God, the fuiferings of Chrift,
the terrors of wrath, the comforts of grace,
the works of providence over this world, and
the promifed joys of that world which is fo
come, all good necetfarily ro be either known
or done, or had, this oue celeftial fountain
yicldeth. Let there be any grief or difeafe
incident unto the foul of man, any wound or
ficknefs named, for which there is not, in
this . treafure houfe, a2 prefent comfortable
remedy at all times ready to be found.””#* n
the lanuage of this divine book, therefore,
the prayers and praifes of the church have
been offered up to the throne of grace, from
:;%e toage. And it appears to have been the
anual of the Son of God, in the days ofﬁhis

- flefh
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flefli ; wlio, at the conclufion of his laft fup-
per, is generally fuppofed, and that upon
good grounds, to have fung an hymn taken
trem 1t;* who pronounced, on the crofs, the
beginning ot the xxii. Pfalm: ¢ My God, my
God, why haft thou toifaken me?”’ And ex.
pired, with a part of the xxxi. Ptalm in hig
mouth : ¢Into thy hands lcommend my (pi-
rit.” Thus he, who had not the fpirit by mea-
fute, in who:in we:e hidden all the treafureg
of wifdom and knowledge, and who fpake as
never man {pake, yet. chofc to conclude his
lite, to folace lxim&:lf in his greateft agony,
and at laft to breath out his foul, in thé Pfal-
mift form of words, rathér than his ovn. No
tongue of man or angel, as Dr. Hammond
juitly obfeives, can convey an higher idea of
any book, and of their felicity who ufe bt a-
right.”’

In the laft place I thall éduce the conclufive
arguments ot the Rev. John Anderfon, whofe
eminence as a minifter of Chrift ind faithful
fteward of the myfteries of God, who by
holding faft his name and not denying his
faith, has been a blefling in his day, and im-.
mortalized his characdier. Vindiciz Cantus
Domfinici, page ;6 ,, The objectort infinuates,
that the doctrines he enumerates aré¢ notcon:
tained in the Pfalmns, and it not in the plalm4
then not in the Old Teéftament, fince we néed

not

% St. Matthew informs us, Chap 2xvi. 3q.
that he and his apoftles ¢<fung an hythn ;™
and the hymn ufually fung by che jews. n
that occafion, was, what they calléu the
“ great Hallel,”’ coufifting of the Pfalms froth

e cxiiith to the cxviiich ihclufive.

1 Mr. Black. :
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not expecto find any point of evangelical doe«
¢trine in any other pa:; of the old tellament,
whichis not at all in the pfalms. Herein the ob-
jector contradicts a Froteftant principle which
ufed to be held by orthodox divines againft Pa.
pifts and Socimaus, namely, the perfection of ¢ne
old teftament afjeried by irfelf. Pal. xdx. 7 Trelaw of
the Livdispe-fe@ Purtesintegralesfays aveiye.
ftimuble writer,in dodrina legis et evangelis—rion
Wmodo in unives fis tefamenti ueriufgue lioris, jed etian
in folo Penteteucho M:fis; item s libris propheia-
rum, abjque novi teflamenti auBario deprehenduntur,
utpote quo verbum (eggraphon) clariuc, non per.
feBius, et redditum ; 1 hat is, ‘< the integral or
conflituent parts, confifting of the dodirine of
the law and of the gofpel, are found net only
in all the books of each of the teftamenss,
but even in the Pentateuch or five books of
Mofes alone; likewife in the bocks of the
proptets without the addition of the new tef-
tament; which addition is to be confidered as
rendering the {c:ipture mere clear, but not
more perfet; that is, it adds no new article
to the fubftance either of the law or of the

gofpel.

The objection feems to be contrary to
another Proteftant principle, namely, thar noe
only the sruths which are founda tn tne exyrefs woras
of any part of Scriptuse, bus thoje aljo wrica are de-
ducible therefrom by nece[[ary confequsnce, are jullly
reckined to be taught in that parc of jcr:pture. So
our Lord aflures us that the dodtrine of the
refurrection of the dead was taugln by the
words which were {poken to ! ofes out'of the
bufh, Luke xx. 37. Thuswany truths,beﬁdes‘
what are formaily exprei’ed in the word of
a pialm, are deducible from them by necefiary.
confequence. 1he death of Chrift is a plain

confequence
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onfeqience from thefe words; - Thou wilt nop
wfer chine Holy Cne to jee corruprion. That

Wift is the true God, follows from thefe

‘ords in the fecond plalm,Kzf.r the Son. Ad.

irting that whatever is thus deducible from

he exprefs words ot a pfaln, is taught in i,

e muit, furely, have a confuinmate knowlcdge

t the ioucc and conmexion of every word 1
he book of pfalms, who can'warranzably fay,

kat fuch an article of evangelical truth is
ot taught inal” .hat bock. FHence itis evi-
ent, that they who complain of any penary
f e 'muchcal matter in the pfalins, or who

nppofe ‘there is more of 1t in human ccmpo-
ures, only betray their nattention to the
criptuies and their obftinate attacament to.
a2 perverred rafie.

Thorgh the eld reffament church in, gene-
-2} had not fuch outward means and advan-
ages as we have; yet we are, by no means,

hence to conclude, that the fputtual attain-
ients of thofe particular eminent faints whofe
vxercifen are recorded in the pfalms were
inyericv to ours.  The lively exercifes of faith
reprefer .ed in the xxiii, and many other
pfalms, tue evangelical exercife of godly for-
row for {in as exempiified in the li. the xxxii.
and cxxx. pfalms, the difinterefted zeal for
tiie welfare of the church of Chrift expretied
m exxxii. and cxxxvii. pfalms, and the rich
experience o’ [piritual proiit by the word fet
forth in the exix. pfalm, will make the Left
chriftians zmong us athanmed to talk ot the
languape of the pfalux baing madequate to
their attamuents’ furcly there can te no
matter fitter to be fung by the church in her
folemn worthip than the iafallible exumples

recorded in the pfulms, of {ulid piety and of
the lively cnercife et the mrue grace of Cod ™

pa 5(:
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Page 27. ¢« A principal part of Mr Rankins’
reafoning, and cenfures is founded upon
this fuppofition: that the Pfalms of Da.
vid &¢. and they only, were defigned by
the facred author, to be ufed in the public
praifes of God, in all generations. Thiswhich
1s the main point of debate, he has all along
taken for granted and never we think pre-
tcnded to prove.’’

Had Prefbytery candidly examined my pub-
Yication, I think they would have found de-
monftrations, that Wartts’ propefed plan, is
blafphemous and Deiftical, as it degrades the
Divine inftitution, and violates the harmony
of the facred Revelation; and if this is the
natural confequence, of the innevated fyftem,
I think it fhould teach us the exclufive ufe of
the Divine appeintment.

But in addition te the former 1 wifh to pre-
fent my reader, with a brief view of fome
pointed arguments.

ift, What God has orduined and never a.
brogated fuftains the fanction of Divine au-
«thority. *

God has ordained the words of David and
Afaph galled the Book of the Pfalms,+ to be fung
in the church || of Jefus Chrift, and never a-
brogated the divine inftitution. §

Therefore to fing the praifes nf God, in
the book of Pfalms, continues an inftitut
on in the church of Jefus Chrift, under the
fanction of divine authority. 2nd

Py

*Pfal. 105. 8, 9, 10. 33. 11. Mal. 4. 4.
+ Aéts 1. 20. || 2 Chron. 29. 30. § PL. 79 13-
89, 1. 100, §. 102, 18.




[ 58]

end. God has forbid us to worthip in any
other way, than that which he has appointed
in his word.*

God has never appointed us to worthip him
by finging pfalms of human compofure.t

Therefore God has prohibited us, the ufe
of human pfalmody, in the public worfhip of
God.

3d. To undervalue the precepts of God,
muit be to blafpheme them.}

To adopt the precepts of men, inftead of the
precepts of God, mult be to undervalue them. |

Therefore, to adopt the preceptsofmen in-
Read of the precepts of God muit be to blaf-
pheme them.

h sth. To deny the worthip of God, perform- °
ed according to divine revelation, muft be

Deiftical.§

To adopt an innovation never appointed
by God, muft be to deny the worfhip of God,
performed according to divine revelation,¥,

Therefore to adopt an innovation, never ap-
pointed by God, muft be Deiftical.

sth. To attribute that province to men,
which is the peculiar province of God: muit
be blafphemous idolatry. e

To

- -

! A SIS qap—

* Deut. xii, 32. 1 Jer. xii, . and xxxiij, 53,
Rom. i1, 24. 1 Tim. vi, 1. [it. ii, s.

[l Mark vii, 9, 13. § 2 Pet. ii, 1, 2.

8 Ilfa. xxix, 13, 16.

% 3 Chrow. x.33, 14. 2.Chron. xvi. i2.
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To dictate to men, what they are bound 1
~utter in praife to God, mufl be a provinc
peculiar to God.*

Therefore, to attribute that province t
men, muft be blafphemous idolaury.

6:h. What God has never commmanded 1
fecial worfhip ; is furely forbidden.+

God has never commanded the ufe of hu.
man plalmody in focial worﬂnp 1 Therefor
it is fur ely forblc' Ty

-th. What God forbids, is at no time to be
doue |

God has forbid the ufe of human pfalmody
in focial worthip; and therefore never ro be
pracrifed.

gth. A precept for perpetual devotion,
jhould bear with, ani aflilt the 1ind, in con.
1inwaal afcention, lu(e Jucob’s ladder reaching
to heaven. ~

A human precept, islimitted by thc nar.
10w conceptions of human fagacity.

Therefore inadequate to condudt the mind
o the end of faith, or the heaven of heavens,
Jike the tower of Label.

oth He that diubteth is damned,§ he that
woifbips by human precepts muft doubt the
legality

* Mar., xxiii. 8, 9, 10. Larger Cate. 99 Queft.
+ Mat. xv. 6. { Jer.xix. s.

|| Larger Catcchlfm g9th Quettion.

$ Rom. xiv..23.
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jegality of his condude, and tiie matter of
his praife; as haian preccpis ace uul the
objects of faith.*

Therefore, he who worfhips hy human pre-
cepts muit be fo far under coadeinnacion al-

ready.

Finally, if a pecple have vowed unto God,
and protefles 1o be under the obligation of
daul vow, or folemn oa:h of fidelity, that they
wiil woifhip God in ro ~ther way,>than wnat
he has preferibed in his  ord,t that they will
nJt appiove any religious worfhip, notr infli-
tuted by God hunfelf, that they will not cor-
rupt by adding to it, or tuking from it, whe-
ther invented, or taken up of ourfel\es or
reccived by tradition from others, “hexhcr
under the title of anciquity, cuftom, dcvotiou,
good intent, or any other prerence whatfoe-
ver ;1 buwi 1hat they will obferve, keep puic,
and entire all fuch religious worfhip and ou-
dinances, as God hath appointed in his word ;
God has an additional claim upon them by
their own vcluntary oath of fidelity. ||

To the punctual obfervance of all thefe par-
ticulars, the Prefbyterian (hurch has bound
herfelt, by the moit folemn facramen:, or oath
of fidelity, to God, the fearcher ot hearts, in
the prefcn"e of (sod angels and men.

Therefore, we are nnderan oath ofﬁdehty

to worliip God only, in a way which is in-
compaiible

* Jer. x+ii. 5, 6, Xiii, 1 6.

+ Conf. Art.

3 Langer (.1 c. Qnef 1c9 & 1c8.
fiiadml, s, wall. §i. 0. Gal. iii. 15, 17«
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compatible with human inventions fuch as
Dr. Watt’s imitatiens.

Prefbytery proceeds and obferves, ¢¢ Should
we ufe a form of prayer drawn up by a pious
ian, we do not eppofe that form to the Lord’s
prayer, nor fet up its author in oppofition to
Chrift. We @0 more oppofe Watts to David,
when we fing his Pfalms, or Hymus, than we
oppofe Pool, or Henry, to the holy fpirit, or
their writings to the word of God, when we
read their expofitions.”

As to the fpirit of this trite analogy, it be-
Wwrays as %reat ignorance of philofophy as di-
vinity, and levels contempt at the counfel of
Heaven.

If by ufing a form of prayer drawn up by
a pious man Prefbytery alleges that every
pious man is infallible, and all his words ob.
jects of divine faith, and we may know him
by the fight of our eycs, wherever we fee him
(for rhis is an eflential matter in the propo-
fitionor it may be the prayer ot a Devil inftead
of aSaint) and thatthe practice of rzpeating
his form, amounts to all that 15 contained in
the nature of true devotion; I fhall begleave
to differ with them as widely about their pray-
érs, as tieir praife. But if the analogy is
drawn from the received mode of extempora-
neous prayers (for I can hardly believe they
with to read forms of human device) it is e-
qually abfurd, who is bound to believe all he
hears m focial prayer, or every word he reads
when he perufes Pool or Henry to inform his
judgment; as what he reads, when he fearch-
es the holy fcriptures, or what he fings when

he attempts to utter diftincétly to God matter
. Of P;‘ !‘l&. He
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He who teaches we are bound to believe the
former, equal with the latter, bewrays his
grofs and thameful ignorance: while, he ef-
fays, to {ap the foundation of faving faith, ri-
valing the fucred precepts, by the {fpurious in.
ventions of facraligious impuftures; the tan.
tum amount with oppoling Watts to David.

The difference between focial praife, and
prayer, is fo great, that form is eflential to
the exiftence of the tormer ; while it is almoft
inconfiftent with the latter, efpecially on ma-
ny oceafions.

In the former we are dependant on the
{pirit, to guide into matter contained in the
orm : in the latter we are dependant on him
whko knows the mind of the fpirit (for we
know not what we fhould pray for as we
ought) to make interceflion for us according
to the will of God, for both matter and form,
to fuit our prefent wmomentary exigences
and ftill lelving the mind equally dependant
in all future events. Therefore it is that God
in his wifdom, favored his Church with acom-
pleat fyftem or form of Pfahnody, fuitable to
all perfons, on all occafious, in all generati-
oqs, till the end of time: But in great con def-
cenfion, left his children at liberty, to lifp or
chatter, like a Crane or Swallow, their feve.
ral wants in prayer, according to their feve-
ral abilities, in language of their own compo-
fure. If he is a leaderin devotion, his affoci-
ates are at perfcit liberty, to believe, or dif-.
believe, ta be affected, neutral, or difaffeed :
jult in proportien to-the proprieties, or impro-
prietics.

Now who art thou O great mountajn, be-
fore
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forc Zerubbabel thou fhalt beecome a plain,

who art thou upftart Pfalmift who ftands at’
his 1ight hand to refift-him ; who art thou that

replieft agairft God; fhall the thing formed

fay of him that formed it he had no under-

ftanding ; will a man rob God; wilft thou O

potfherd of the earth difannul his judgmenr,

and condemn him, that thoun mayeit be righres

ous; wo unto him that ftriveth wich his ma-

ker. Be athamed, and hide thy tace in def-
parity, O pititul blank ! and rememnber yon are

not a little indebted to the friend who in the

name of authority rebukes thee fharply,

Page 28, Prefbptery obferves with ufual fa—
gacity, ¢ If weread Watt’s 'falins and Hymns,
we will find the way to Heaven pointed out
in clear fcriptural and beautitul language.”

As to either matter, or ftyle, [ am obliged
to be of a different opinion: He appears to
me to dwell upon a few common plain fub-
jects interpolated with many egregious blun-
ders in  divinity, and perpetual repetitions
as thick laid with infated, or bombaft e-
pithets, as vermilion on a harlots cheek.
Bat that this is not the e'Fect of a dilttemper-
ed mind, I fhall favour my reader with a tew"
of thefe excellent lines.*

Pfaliniv. ) ¢Tis fweet converfing on my bed,
veefe 2d. § With my own heart and thee.
‘Fhe

——— A o p—

vy st S et e

*Tho’ my worthy friend Mr. Anderfon, has
wrote a number fuch obfervarions. I cannot
have accefs to them ar the prefent tiine, but
as far as my memory ferves me, I have made
no repetitions.

|
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The text which thefe linies are propofed teo
minitate, as appeats from the concext, 1s a call
o the enemies of Chiiit, .ls well as thole of
ravid, torepentance, and thie procefs of con-
or iwn is defcribed.

Rut here it is fet forth in the. language of
oflentation: And of the pertons converfed
vich, his owi heart has the pre-eminence.

>falm viii, ) From mounths of feeble babes,
crie 7. And fuckhings eheu canft draw,
Snrprifing honours to thy name,

Tlue is fet fmth as more c]eax,and beauti-
ul, than giou haj} ordained lvengeh, or ds the
apellle cites, thou hajt perfeded praife,

And it is more confonant to a novel doctrine
1¢ labours hard to eftablith; that children
did not f{uttain fpiritual death in the fall of
Adam.I And therefore this fpiritual power
was innate with the children. And God only
drew it out as choice liquor from the calk.
He fanctions this in a tollowing veife,

And bakes with uninttructed tongue,
Declare the wonders of thy praife,

Hc has a note on this pfal'n..t The traqf—
pofing thie #nd verfe ot this pfalm toward the
end, will not appewr ofteidive, fince the con.-
nexion of it, with the other parts of the plalm,
appears {o wuch wore viiible., “This brings to
remembrance the faving oi a certain Hell-Re.
demptionier, who wir. e had delivered his

11 femiments

St St @ cocmpus e - & o Py

+ See Bitnop tiornou the Pfalms.
thee Wa'tx Ruin aud Loecovery
j Large Editos,




[ 581

fentiments on univerfal Reftoration, made th
obfervation : If he was wrong he hoped for

ivenefs, for he had only made the divine be
ing better than he was.

Pf. xxii. J God heard him in that dreadful day,
2.part 2 And chiac’d away his feors.

Servile or flavith fear, which muft
the fear alluded to, is the confequence o
guilt, and this could net be imputed guilt

or neither the punifhment nor the fear of it
{if there was any) was chafed away ; but en.
dured to the end. ' .

Pfalm xxii. verfe od part ift. <¢In pafture
where falvation grows.,” This is the firft and
Jaft place I have heard, or read of a growing
falvation. David fays * Yet he hath made
with me an everlafting covenant, ordered in
all things and {ure, for this is all my falvati.
on, and all my defire, alchough he make s net
to grow.

Te that hath hands from mifchief clean,

Whofe heart is right with God.

This is the man may rife and TAKE

The bleflings of his grace 1+

How vaftly inferior to the words of the
Plalmift.

He from the eternal fhall‘'receive

The blefling him upon,
And righteoufnefs ev’n from the God
Of his falvation,

Pfalm xxxii. in a foot note he fays, in this
verfion | have enlarged the ferfe,

If I communicate the fenfe of a text I do
well ;
- ®gSam. xxiit. §. 1 Watts’ pf, xxiv, 2. part sft.
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wtll; but if T add to the fenfe of a text, 1
certainly add that to it, which was not con.
tained in it, and make it fpeak fenfe it never
had ; is not this adding to the word of God ¥

Thus faith the Lord your work is vain
Give your burnt offerings o’er,

In dying goats and bullocks flain,
My foul delights no more.}

Can the moft credulous imagine the Doctor
does any juftice to this text? Inftead of the
Jl fon addrefling the father; he has the father

addrefling the church. |

And inftead of faying (as we find the citati~
on paraphrafed in the new teftament, for
which he pretends peculiar veneration, and
the language of which is his principal obje&t
to imitate.) Thou wosddef not, meither hadft
pleafure thevein ; 1 he [avs my foul delights no more.
As if the foul of God was delighted in that,
of which it is faid thox #adf no pleafure sherein,

Behold I come the faviour cries

With love and duty in his eyes.§

Are the natural eyes the feat of love and
duty ?

Should’ft thon condemn my foul to hell,
And cruth my fieth to dutft,

Heaven would approve thy vengeance well,
And earth muft own it juit.®

- If earth would approve the condemnation

of a juflified and pardoned David, interefted

in an everlafting covenant, fure and well or-

dered (as they ftand prejudiced acoording to
an

+ Watts pfal. xl. 1. part 2d. 1 Heb, x. 8.

{ ldem. ¥ pfal. li. 2, parc fisft,
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an old predition.*)1 am {ure heaven woyld
higt approve the vengeance wcll.

Note on pfalm 69, + I have omitted the
& eadtul i Impiecations on his enenucs, e;cept
w.m; s iz fcrted 1‘1 t}us latt itanza.

}ow horndly they weeft the [criptures unts

1" wir owndeflrulliont who allegc that David,
ipeaking by the Holy Gholt, was urged bv
maucrnant fpleen, to pray for cur ies upon b1
cnal enemies. But let that be as js woul

who durlt mahe e\ccs)cwns to che word of

Fod -

Note on 73 pfalm. | This plile: 3 = ok
poble compofure ; the defign anq w0 7 i;,‘
is divinely beautiful, 'and an admizuine -
rern for a poet to copy. Luc it Loy v
fingle fcheme of. thoughr, I was obiicoa w0
contract it, that it might be fullg at ance
tho’ the dignity and beauty of the ode fuiiz1s

much by th 13 mcans.

Ilow this note may appear in the eyes of.
a doting adniirer 1 cannot account, but to me

it is truly agbravatlng

Firft, the encomium upon it, as if the di.
vine bemg had difplaved his poetncal talents
much better than ufual; where, he had very
much to tranfpofe the’ scrfes, to bring theu;
into fowe debtee of connexion.§

The dcﬂgn and model of it is divinely bean.

tlful
*5. Sam. xii. 14. 4+ Large Edition.
1 2 Peter iii. 16, I| Large Edition.

g See his prcface to the 119 fmall l:.dx.xon.
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tiful : 3nd not like the diead(] imprecationg
he was forced to omit * Buc what 1enders it
more nfeful ls, that it is an udimirable pat-
tern for poets to copy. lut exceilent as it
was; it was not compleat tor the defign for
which the fpirit intended it: It muft fuffer

a reform, by the great Lodtor, tho’ it thould
be much deformed, that his fkill may be ce-
lebrated. -

]

Pfalm.xc. 2 Tillawife care of picty
Vc. fe 8. l' it usto die and dw cll with thee,

1 thovght 1t was the imputed righteoufuefs
of’ Jefus Chrift, could alone fit us to die and
awell with God ) |

P.xevii, ) Thus fhall he come tojudge the earth
4.par.iv. }And Angels guard his throne.

A guald always fignifies 3 ftate of caution,
or anticipation of objeclign. '1knew not that
the Judge of all the ‘earth durft not come. to
jud gment, without a guard

ie fays, 1 havc colleted, and dnfpofed
the moft ufeful verfes of this pfalm under
eighteen different heads, and foumed a pi-
VINE sONG upon each of them; But the ver-
fes are much tranfpofed to attain fome degree
of connexxon +

Prefbytery fays, the Doctor dad omit fom
t/alms not becanfe he thought them of no uic
ut he inforins us implicitly, there were fome

of little or'no ufe; colleétingthe moft ufeful,
implies that nong of them were perfeét buc
fome better than Others, of which with fome

care

t See Pffface to 119 pfalm finall Edi.  f Jden’
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care and attention, a man of his abilities
might make out fomething profitable. Of
thefe felets he formed eighteen difterent
heads, and a divine fong upon each of them ;
but the verfes are much tranfpofed to attain
fomc degree of connexion. Much thanks is
certainly due to fo eminent, and powerful
efficacy, for forming divine fongs, out of fo
indigeft a chaos. . ,
But, I think I may fay of his divine fongs,
what he very properly fays of profane wri.
tings. |
P{. cxix.”| Let all the heathen writers join,
part 7. LTO form one perfect book, [thiné
verfe 1. { Great God if once compared with
J How mean their writings look !

7 Burning arrows finite thee through,
Pf. cxx. | Stri¢t juftice would approve,
verfe 6. | ButI had rather {fpare my foe,
And melt his heart with love.

Compare thofe lines with profe or verfe,
and you will find no refemblance in either
matter or ftyle, or an evidence for their or-
thodoxy in Scripture fenfe or reafon.

Pf. cxxiii. ) As fervants watch their mafter’s
Ver. 2. And fear the angry fircke. [hand,

The fervants of God, when injured look for
protection from their Mafter: under the law
of Mofes a mafter was to demand fatisfaction
for hurt done to his fervaat; and will not the
beft mafter, fpeedily avenge his fervants of
theswr adverfaries?

But, here the Doctor prefents the faithful
uRder the gharadier of an cye-fervant, fcari&%
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the angry firoke : fo enrols the rigteous wha
have their confidence fixed on a gracious God
in Chrift, among the fearful and unbelieving,
who have their part in the lake which burns
with fire and brimftone.

Again he obferves page 149, * This pfalm
feems to be written to encourage the Jews
in their wars againft the heathen princes of
Canaan; who were divinely fentenced to de-
ftruction: but the four lait verfes of it have
been too much abufed in latter ages to pro.
mote fedition, and difturbance in the State;
fo that I chofe to refer this honour, that is
here given to all the faints to the day of
jndgment,

Here the prudent legiflator, fees caufe to
repeal hislaws of felf defence, left men fhould
abufe their liberty: A pleafing flattery to
the Quakers,

Pfalm 150. The greateft part of this pfalm
fuits not my chief defign, I have therefore
only imitated the two firft verfes, and the laft,
andy thus the upflart pfaimit unfolds the rid-
dle that his defign was incompatible with the
efign of the holy fpirit.

ymn vii. ) Ho ye that pantfor living ftreams,
And pine away and die.

There is not any, who can thirft or pant
r living ftreams; but thofe who are inte-
efted in the covenant of grace, and by virtue
hereof .-avetaited the river of life, and they
1all never pine away and die.t

Hymn

Large Edidon.  + Mat. v. 6. John vi. g4,
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Hymn viii. ) Lift up the everlafting ééigé;
Veife 3. The dodrs wide open fing.

Thefe are the enticing words of man’s wif-
dom. To fling fignifies to caft with violence;
but- from this chaige he who opens wiicic no
man thuts is exempt. Becaw'e he nad dvie 8
vioience,

Verfe ) You that have known YTehoval'sname
6. §And ventur’d on his giace

ey

»

" 1t has been thought, and with fome proba.
bility, thar Jah, being radically thie fame with
Jehovah; tlis 1ait nain2 is only a duplicati.
on of the other, viz. Jah-ve-jah and, drop.
ping the latter jo.d, by contraction. Admit.
ting this, theré will be a threefold repetition
and confequently a very particular emphafis
in lfa. xxvi. 4. for the words will be equipol
lent with in Jah, Jah and }zh, i everlafting
ftrength. Now as thc word Jah fignifies {elt-
exiitent, it muft comprehend all the perfecii-
ons of divine nature; for nothing can exift
of itfelf; bat wiiat inuwit be neceflary, and
if neceflary, it muft be eternal, omniprefent,
omnifcient, and omnipotent: confequently
infinite in holinefs. Unly apply the word
ah to each perfon of the Trinity; aad, you
liave a juft view of the three adorable perfons
in the Godhead. But to know the intrinfi:
excellence of this name, is peculiar to the
fpecial favonriies of his kingdom * and it is
no venture, hazzaid or danger, for fuch t
wruft has grace,
Iymn xl 5. The Lamb that £l the middi

vy,

¥ Cant, 1. 3
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A middle throne, is not only a fictitious e-
sithet, but ceminunicates au erroneous idea,
t a plurality of governi:ciits, he that overcome
it down with "!.rfazher upon nis tlmme. He shat
ath the father hath the fon.

b - ws

Iymn xlv. ) May 1 with thefe forever dwell,
‘erfe 6. Who here were my delight.

How fhall we fing thefe lines ! they are not
he words of mf'pnatmn we cannot {ing them
is the langua;rc of tiie Pfalmidt. buppolc we
ire rightcous we cannot fing them in faith,
ir fatety, for we Xnciw not but our delight
vas with the hvpocrite, we cannot fing thcm.
is finners, for then we were fure our delight

vas with the wicked.

-y

ly.lv. I When we are raifed from deep diftrefs
ver 1. § Our God deferves a fong.

If thete words are not erroneous, fure they
ire contempribly flat,

)
H.Ixxiv. 7 Cur Lord into his garden comes,
Verfe 6. }“ ell pleas’d to finell his poor per-
~ fumes.
If by perfumes, the Doctlor means our righ-
teoufinef . he cannot be pleafed with ic.* If
the righteoufnefs of Chrift it cannot be poor.t

IHymn xcii.  Beforethe firft of all his works,
Verfe 2. ¢ Creation was begun,

My reader will have to excufe me if I ean-
not uderfland the meaning of thefe lines.

Verfe ) Upon the empty air,
6. $The Lurth was balanc'd well.
Thefe Iines are not the received objeéts of
faith, divine or human.
Hymn
#}eb. x:, 6. + Cori. ifi, . Eph.iii, &,
|
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Hym, cxv. 6. My GodI cry with ev’ry Brest
~This appears ext.<vagant raat,

RBook ii. Hynm xiii, 1. l.et halfthe nat
found his praife. ‘
And whar qauft the other half do ?

Hy. xuii,

Ver. 5. with licht,

Cloathed ma boﬁy like ourow

Itappears.the Doctor forgot the great diftine
tion delineated between the natural and fpirit
ual bodies,betweenthe earthly,and heavenly
apd thac fleth and bloed cannot inherit thekirg
dom of Cod.* And thar it doth not yet ap:
pear what we fhall be. And that when h
shall appear we fhall be like him.+ And
that I ihall be tatisied when I awake w ith thy
likenefs + All which manifeft there is a ma.
terial difference between the likenefs of his
body, and ours at the prefent time,

gThcre fits our faviour crowne

Hy. xlv. ) Still might he fill'his ftarry throne,
Ver. 1. } And E}':alfe his ears with Gabriel’:
fougs.

Here the poet, allays, in lofty ftyle, t
paint the fovereign independence of Almigh-
to God. Andhus e eftablithed his indepen:
dence ! Not quiwe. It was poffible for himt
have beea happy without any commerce wit
the creature mian, thit is to make him fon
‘when hie* deferves theur. Bat not without
Gabriel's fong:, to pleafe his ears as if it w
neceflary to difpo‘lefs a. melancholy gloom b
the Angel’s harp.

There on a green and tlow’ry mount
- Qur weury fouls fhall fit,
$Cor.xv. 45—55 TiJobn, iii, 2.  Pf xvik s
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And vith tranfporting joys recount
Tne labours of our feet.*

If fo fmall a confideration, as the birth of a
man-child, will caufe 2 woman to forget her
ang\xilh; how much more, will an exceedine:
and eternal weight of glory, caufe us to defiit
from enumerating the labours of our feet? [
expect they will drink new wine, in the fa-
ther’s kingdom, and forgettheir j.overty, and
remeiber their mifery no more.

Whate’er my duty bids me give,
My cheerful hands refign, -

Yet if I might make fome referve,
And duty did not call,

Ilove my Uod with zeal fo great,.
That I {fhould give him all.}

" Sirange ftandards for devotion, to be receiv-
ed in the room of divine revelation!

Till we arrive at heaven our home, |
. Faith is our guide, and faith our light.{

Chrift has accorded himfelf the light of the
world, and promifed the comforter his holy
fpirit, to be our guide.

About the young redeecmer’s head.||

Chrift was never a young redeemer, for as

* man he was not a redeemer, and as God he

was never young. Burin his Lyricks 1e hasg

more of the {ame quality. My young Almigh.
ty my creator babe.§ | -

Eye

*Hy. liii. V. 10. 1+Hy. cxvi. THv. exxix,
I Hy. exxxvi, §See ool 1i. poem ii,
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Hy. xxi. 7. Infinite pangs for you I bore.

Chrift did not fuffer in his divine nature,
his finite nature could not fuffer pain infinute
in degree, and we are fure it is not infinite
in duration.

Hy.xxx. 1. And new creating breath.
Hy. xxxviii.§ WL fe new creating power,

If God has reccived new power to create,
fie was not omr.ipocent fre'n eterniry.

I fhall copriude thofe remarks, with a quo.
tation tak.y ivom an author, ¢. nenias a
fcholar, a philofopher, a critic and divine,
who, in his criticifm: on Milton as a poae:, has
the following words :—¢¢ Milton, has uilplay-
ed the raeft jndgment, in diftinguifiing be-
tween tiinfe {ubjedts that were capablz ot be-
ing heightened by language; and fuch as
> ere nar. And, in this, he has fhewn an ex-
ample to all writers ot fucred poetry, by
which, however, fcarcely auy one of them .. p-
pears to have profited. The works and words
of the Deiiy. have a peculiar fublimity in
then:feives, which cannot bec heightened by
Jangvage, or human ornaments.

«T ut far want of attending tothis ufeful leflon,
mofil tranflators of the pfalins, and compofers of
hyws, for worfhip, have becn guilty of ufing
tLe iiflated or bombaf} ftyle inftead of the fub-
limme, in treating facred {ubjects. They knew,
an pencral that there was fomcething grand and
ful dine about them ; but not confidering that
this was in the thoaght, or the things them.
{=1ves, and not in the expreflions, they have

made
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made themfelves ridiculous, by endeavoring
to complitsent their maker . panegyrical tan.
guage, and to lend to the holy fpurit the aid
of their eloquence and genius. Dr. Watrs,
though a learned maun, and fomething of a
poet, is by no mceans exempt from this ¢.n-
fure, thoughin his error he has had many

imitators.”’

Preibytery, very pungently vy repeated im-
portunities attenipt to urge theiwr pcople to a
chriftian temper.* But from all we can col-
lect it 1s to confift in a pafiive-obedicnce or
non-refitance, of their impofitions, which
their pride will not {uifer them to revoke,
though they are convinced to their forrow it
has reduced thein to contempt and negleci,
and if they cannot filence the confcientious
they will try their pathes upon the licentious,
‘¢ In vain you contend what pfalms you fhell
fing, while you are void of a true fpirit of
devotion.”’+ And here they are asfereign trom
the point, as ufual. Isit a matter cr muon-
fhine what means are occupied by the unre-
generate, in order to bring them to a yiving
acquaintance with the way of falvation?

I with them Reformazion, and till then I bid
themn Addieu Adieu.

*Page 31, 1Page 41.

Uron
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UroN THE ULTIMATE END OF CREATION.
L ——Or——
SHALL I-feek glor?f then, as vain men feek,
Oftnot deferved ! 1 feek notmine, but his
Who fent me’, & thercby witnefs whence I am,
'To whom the Tempicr murm ving thusreply’d
Think not {o flight of glory; therein leaft
Refembling thy great Father : he feeks glory,
And for his glory all things inade, all things
Orders and governs ; nor content in heav’n
By all his angels glorify’d, requires
Glory from men, trom all men good or bad,
Wife or unwife, no difference, no exemption ;
Above all facrifice, or hallow’d gift |
Glory’ he requires, and glory he receives
Promif{cuous trom all nations, Jew, or Greek, -
Or barbarous, nor exception hath declared ; -
From us his foes pronounc’d glory’ he exacts.
‘To whom our Saviour fervently reply’d.
And reafon : fince his word all things pro-
- duc’d, :
‘Though chiefly not for glory as prime end,
But to {hew forth his goodnefs, and impart
His good commanicable to every foul
Freely; of whom what could he lefs expedt
Than glory and benediction, thatis thanks,
The flightcft, eaficft, rcadie:t recompenfe
oHrom them who could return him nothing elfe,
- '¥Ahd hot returning that would likelieit render
Lontempt inftead, difhonor, obloquy !
. &ard recompenfe, unf:itable return,
For fo much good, fo much beneficence.
| Paradife reg:ined, Book iii. 10§—~133.
Uron ScriprURE Psarnmony.
ot e However, smany books,
Wife men have faid are wearifome ; who reads
Incefantly, and his to 12ading brings not
A fpirit and judgmnent equal or fuperior,
(And
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(And wha’t he brings what needs he elfewhere
feck !
Uncertain )and unfettled ftill remains,
Dceg vers’d in books and ihallow in himfelf,
Crude or intoxicate, collecting toys,
And trifles for choice matters, worth a fpunge ;
As children gathering pebbles on the {hore.
Or if 1 would delight my private hours
With mufic or with poem, where fo foon
As in our native language can lfind
‘That fclace ! All our law and ftory ftrow’d
With hymns, owr pfalms with artful terms in.
{ferib’d
Our Hebrew fongs and harps in Babylon,
‘That pleas’d fo well our victor’s ear declare
That rather Greece from us thefearts deriv’d;
11l imitated while they loudeft fing
"The vices of their deities, and their own
In fable, hymn, or fong, fo perfonating .
Their gods ridiculous, and themfelves paft
thame.
Remove their fwelling epithets thick laid
As varnifh on a harlot’s cheek, the reit
Thin fewn with ought of profit or delight,
Will far be found unworthy to compare
With Sion’s fongs, to all true taftes excelling,
Where God is prais’d aright, and godlike men,
The holieft of holics, and his faints ;
Such are from God infpir’d, not fuch from thee.
Paradife regained, Book iv. 32:1—350.

FINIS.
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Title pa. Ii. 7 from the botrom,for 27.re. 28.
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=~ 62 — 17 r. Should burging arrows &c,
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