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Candid READER, \
1’ HAVE. synd, bedily Tnd:fpofition srd many Avecations,

been prevenizd svriting the following Remarks fo ‘

Jfeom as I interdcd.

17 is with Jome Degree :F Reluflance, that I enter the )
and more efpecially with

thorny Maze of Cmtrwer])

81y Bretbren.
I would much rathcr we bad been coniending in a united

Way, who of Us fbouid do meft im promuting vital Godli-

. _mefs.amongfl us.

AND 1 can’t but think, That, if peaceful Meafurcs
bad been conceried, the laff Synod,. and fuitably purfucd,
the Ferment of Oppofition would have, in fome Cowrfe of
d and sxpired.

. I can fincerely.declare; that it was with a View to
promote Peace and Union, that I went to the laff Syned ;
and 1 know that others of my Brethren, who are now re-
Jected; were of the fame Difpsfition.

BUT Affairs being brought to a fudden Crifis, a melan-~
s2uly Nacc/fity urges our jzft Vindicatign.

‘that 1 deﬁre of the Reader, 15 an impa

rtzal Con-

,ﬁlerctmn of wkat is propofed in s e follouing Sheets, after

-bumble Supplication 10 GOD for Light and Direétion.

AAY the All-powerful &meragn of the Univerfe, and

King of the Church, over-rule thefe uncomfortable Debates,
te bz: own Glory, and bis Kingdom’s Good. 1 add ne more ;

bt tm
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e Thy Servant in CxrisT,

i G. TENNENT.
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t::an the INTRODUGTION
o the Pi‘!:ﬁt:l’(atlin‘Z

e

ﬁ@? U R Brethren obferve iuftly! ? ¢ Thal
- ,6# >~ ¢ there was fome Dnﬂ'ansfaéhon in

gigy @ the Minds of fome of the Synod,
%‘ 1@ ((t::e Occafion tbher;of ng:s two Alls Oll;

AR nons made by the ority, whic
%ﬁﬁﬁ are afterwards lﬁentnonec]l) tythe Re-
© moval of which, it’s fzid, was in-
¢ duftrioufly try’d by the greater Part of that Body.”
It is true Propofals were made, and that by Perfons on
both Sides of the Queftiorn ; which ought in Juftice to

have been obferv’d. ¢ The Rev, Mr.

¢ /o did offer fuch an Overture, (as our Protefting
¢ Brethren mention) 2:z. Of getting the State of the
¢ Cafe debated drawn up, by the Confent of both Parties,
¢ and fent to the GGeneral AHfembly of - the Church of
¢ Scotland, or to their Commlﬂion, or to the General
¢ Synod in Ireland, &c.> We pave in before the Synod
in Writing; the Reafons why we declined a Comphance
with this Propofal ;; whith oar Protefting Brethren

thought proper to omit éntirely : We were of Opinion,
that a Reprefentation of the State of Debate, tonfented
A2 to
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 of Heaven upon our Pialtice, according to it.

(4)

to by both Parties, would be exceeding difficult, if
pra&icable. Again, we thought, that this would keep
the Matter in a long and uncomfortable Sufpenfe ; not
to fay, that after repcated and deliberate Enquiries, we

were fully fixed in our Judgment, and found the Smiles
And

~ therefore, to confent to make Application to diftant

Judicatories, where Matters might be mifreprefented,

- when we were Confcience-bound in the controverted

Affair, was, we thought, but a Tempting of GOD ;

" and would, as we conceived, infinuate what was not

when the Cafe was otherwife_.__'

© e - T —— v SN . .

true, namely, 'That we were not fixed in our Judgment,

But aitho’ we couldn’t conidient with the Diltates
of our Confciences, comply: with the Meafures which
.the aforefaid £entlomad pm%ﬁd ; yet in the general,
we cannot but approve of his taking Pains to preferve
a Union in this Infant-Church. And I am of Opinion,
that, if our Protefting Brethren were of the fame Ca-
tholick Principles with him and the reft of the Brethren
of that Prefbytery, they would not have forced fuch a
fudden Rupture as they have done.

QOur Protefting Brethren proceed to obferve, ¢ That
¢ {hi] the Synod ufed their Endeavours to accommodate
¢ this Difference, --- that they protefted and aflured us,
¢ ghat they had no other Defign in their late A& or
¢ -Agreement, but to fecure a learned Miniftry, &c.’---
Well; and didn’t we on the other Hand, whoin they
have reje&ed, aflert the fame Thing, viz. That we
defired and defigned a well-qualified Miniftry as much
as our Brethren? Only we thought that the Method,
which the controverted A& prepofed, infringed upon
the Rights of Prefbyteries, which we could by no Means
oive into, either-by a Compliance with the Ac, or
any Equivalent: We judged the aforefaid Defign fuffi-
ciently fecur’d, withdéut overturning the Plan of our
(;overnment,

As ,

?
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As to what is faid concerning ¢ the Overture brough
¢ in by the Rev. Mr. Gillefpy -- and my declaring (as is _
¢ faid) upon that Occafion, that the protefting Brethren
¢ would be only accountable to the Synod for their
¢ Condu& in Licenfing and Ordaining Candidates ---
¢ and that [ infifted, that they fhould be obliged to re-
¢ ccive all whom we fhould licenfe or ordain.” = &

So far as I remember, the Cafe was thus; I was then
as I am now, willing to come into all regular Subordi-
nation of Judicatories to one another; but what I
principally intended to oppofe, was this, nemely, A
fuperior Judicatory’s affiiming to itfelf a Power, upon
groundlefs Jealoufies and Surmifes, arbitrarily to exa-
mine over again, Candidstes who had been in an order-
ly Manner licenfed or egdaimed : I apprehended, that.
if this was given into, a8 ¥ would. engourage Unchari-

- tablenefs, fo it would effeGually baflle all our Endea-

vours to maintain the refpe@®ive Rights of different
Judicatorles. |

I confefs I was in fome Sufpenfe of Mind, not having
ftudied the Point, what Power the fuperior Judicatory
had to invalidate the A&s of the inferior in the parti-
cular Cafe referr’dto. I de not well remember what
I faid upon that Head ; but what I faid, was not by
Concert with my Brethren ; and if there was a Miftake
in it, it was not theirs but mine. o

It is like that I might urge the Reafonablenefs mid
Neceffity of the Synod’s receiving as Members of their
Body, fuch ag we did licenfe and ordain ; without cal-
ling them to any farther Account: And. this, in
ordinary Cafes, is no more than what is rational, and
what has been pra&ifed by, the Synod of Philadelphia,
ever fince it had a Being.  And therefore to fay ‘thas
this Pratice would ruin our Conftitution --- as our
Brethren fuggeft, is in Effe® to ~y, that to a& ac-
cording to the Franre of our Conflitution, tends to

- deftroy it ; and that our Synod have been ruining their

A3 own
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own Conflitution, ever before the controverted A&
was fram’d. It’s true when Matters of Complaint are
offered againft any particular Candidate, no doubt they
ought to be judged of, according to their Weight and
Evidence; but to fet up a Court of Inquifition, is,
I think, of dangerous Tendency.

" +But tho’ our Brethren feverely cenfured One whom
we had ordained, contrary to their Canon, without
hearing him in his own Defence, and would not admit
him as a Member of their Body ; yet we never pre-
tendea te feparate from them upon this Occafion, And

here it may be obferved, That,:in order to remove the-

fepined to entertain re-
£arning in Candidates,
gipofal of this T'endency
ing they fhould appcint

Jealoufies fome of our Bretlis
fpeQing our Care as to higan
'one of our Number offer’ ds
to the Synod, That we were'W,

*I"wo of their Number to be prefent at our Examination -

of Candidates for the Miniftry ; who, if they found us

ilty of male Condu&, might accufe us before the
g;:aod. But fome were not fatisfied with that Propofal,
urging that a Majority fhould fit with us in our Judica-
tory ; which we could by no Means confent to, becaufe
it would take away the Power of four Judicatory, by
fetting a:Negative over it.

Our Brethren farther obferve, € That while they
¢ were making fruitlefs Propofals to accommodate the
€ Bifference, they found their protefting Brethren in-
¢ duftrioufly laying the Foundation of a Separation, and
“ going farther from them by their Pralices than ever ,
€ for they claimed (fay they) as their particular Right,

.S by Virtue of the Rev. &r. Whitefield's Orders, to
€ preach at Society- Hill, and would not allow any but
¢ themfelves and Adherents this Privilege; tho’ it was
¢ defired in Favour of Mr. Dickenfon; and thus, in
¢ fome Meafare, they refufed minifterial Communion

¢ with the Synod, when requefted.’

A.

T T AR Y
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A. Here it is infinuated, that what was done in the
aforefaid Affair, was done by the joynt Confent of all
the Brethren, whom they oppofe ; which was not Fa&t :
If there be any Fault in the aforefaid Bufinefs, it is my
own intirely ; however I will relate the Reafons of my
Conduét, and leave them to the Reader’s Judgment,

When Application was made to me, as aforefaid, I
was in fome Confufion of Thoughts for a Time, and
knew not well what to do. But being informed, that
the People of the Town generally defired to hear thofe
who did preach on the Hiil, more than others; Itho’t
it would be an Impofition upan them, to do otherwife
than I did. The Stage.being rais’d for the Rev. Mr.
Whitefield by his Friendgy did, as I conceived, properly
belong to them, and thexefore was to be difpofed of by
their DireCtion. Mr. Whitcfizld having publickly ad-
vifed his Friends, to hear fome particular Minifters,
whom he expreffed a peculiar Value for ; If I Lad en-
courag’d others, without his Confent, to come into his
Pulpit, I knew not but that it might be offenfive to
him. And I confefs I had an earneft Defire to preach

myfelf at the Time requefted ; it being the Seafon,
- when in all Probability the greateft Number would

convene.

*. I think it firange, that the Protefters fhould call this

2 Breach of Communion with the Synod : Pray, is one
Member the whole Synod, or was any Requeft made

in the Name of the Synod? I would have been far -

from denying the aforefaid Gentleman, or any other of
the Brethren, the Liberty of my own Pulpit; byt the
Stage was what I had not a Right to difpofe of. I may
farther add, That I had no Thoughts of what our pro-
tefting Brethren fuggeft, viz. Of opening a Breach
with the Synod, by the aforefaid Tranfa®ion.

If any of our Number have refufed to keep Chriftian,
and minifterial Communion with any of the protefting

Brethren, fince the Time aforefaid; I doubt mot bue

e e ———— e . e
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’ (8)
they will be able, at a proper Seafon, to vindicate their
Condu& in fo doing. But this by the by I may obferve,
‘T'hat the greater Part of thofe who are now rejeQed,
(fo far as I know) have not refufed Communion with
their Brethren. |

As to what is farther alledged, in refpect of our en-

.couraging the Flocks of our Protefting Brethren to
forfake their Miniftry, I know nothing of this. I have
pot done it myfelf, neither do I know of any of our
Number that has. .

Whether our Pretefting Brethren be found Divines,
znd of a Gofpel-Converfation, will probably farther
appear, in the Courfe of this Debate.

¢ And thus, they fay, we have induftrioufly rent
¢ their Congregations, by unfctiptural Methods, with-
¢ out taking Notice of Chrift’s Rules, Maith. 16.

A. That there have been fome Divifions confequent
upon our Preaching in fome Places, we acknowledge ;
but that we induftrioufly or defignedly rent their Con-
gregations, by unfcriptural Methods, we deny.

As to the Papers of Complaint, which our Brethren
now call Libels, they eontained Grievances diitrefling
to us, which we thought it our Duty to make publick
Mention of 3 and the Synod, I remember, did not think
proper to cenfure us for fo doing. We did then offer
to prove the Matters of Charge againft particular Mem-
bers, if the Synod required it 3 but this was wav’d,

As to what is farther alledged of Mr, Blair, my
Brother Charles, and Myfelf, that we were earneftly
prefled by the Prefbytery of Newcajtle, to table our
Complaints againft them, if we could conviét any of

them of any Thing unbecoming a Minifter of the Gof-

pel; but all to no Purpofe. As to my Brethrens de-

clining to offer Complaints at that Time, they are of
Age, and able to fpeak for themfelves. As to my own

Condu&, this; I think, may be a fufficient Apology,
samely, That the Propofal was Matter of Surprize to
- me ;

(9)
me ; I had no Thought about any. fuch Thing, before

it was mentioned in the Face of the Judicatory ; my
meeting with the Prefbytery at that Time and Place,
was meerly accidental ; and my entering into a judicial
Frocefs ag:inft any of them, was utterly inconfiftent
with my Defign, and previous Appointments, of
Itincrary Preaching,

From the Particulars aforefaid, our protefttng Breth-
ren conclude, ¢ That the Separation has been made by
¢ us, for a confiderable Time paft, tho' we were united

in Name :> But how juftly, I leave to the impartial
Reader to determine, | |
The Truth is, tho’ we differed in Sentiment from
our Brethrea in refpet of fome A&s or Canons they
had made; yet we defigned no Separation- from them
upon that'Account; we thought that mutual Forbear-
ance would be the beft Expedient in the Cafe aforefaid.
As we defired Liberty of a&ting according to our Con-
fciences, in the controverted Affair; fo we were far
from a Defire of impofing our Judgment upon our
Brethren, or imagining that there was a Neceflity of
Separation upon the Account of the aforefaid Diverfity
of Sentimen:,

QOur Prot:fting Brethren, in their Narrative, have
quite omitted any Mention of the late extraordinary
A& or Canon fram’d by the Prefbytery of Donnegal,
which ipfs fasts excommunicates, or deprives of Church-
Privileges, all of their People that go to hear any of the
Itinerary Preachers. |

Whether :his thew’d a Difpofition to Peace and U-
nion, I leave others to determine.

Our Protefting Brethren add, ¢ That at their meet-
ing this ‘Year, when they called to Mind, how
unfuccefsful they had been in ufing all healing
Meafures, that this damped their Hopes, and cut off
all probable Grounds to think that we would liften to
* any new Propofals of this Kind ; and thercfore thev
: ' ¢ chole

¢
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( 10)

¢ chofe to lay open fome of their crying Grievances,
¢ and to complain of our infringing and violating the
¢ known Rights of Prefbytery, &c. --- That if we
¢ had any Intention to an Accommodation, or were
¢ refolved to adhere to the Prefbyterial Conflitution,
¢ this would open a Door for us to make Propofals for
¢ Peace, and to teftify our Dillike to Confufions and §
¢ Diforders in Chrift’s Church: But after much T'ime
¢ fpent (fay they) without being allowed to enter into
¢ the Merits of the Caufe --- by a meer Circumftance ;
€ «--This put them out of all Hopes of obtaining Peace
¢ with their protefting Brethren upon Scriptural Terms.’

A. The Cafe, {o far as I remember, was thus; When
the Roll was call’d, the Protefting Brethren having Ex-
ceptions againft Mr, Crasghead, and having fufpended
him, thought it proper for the Synod to enquire inta
that Matter firft, before they proceeded to other Bufinefs;
which Motion was comply’d with., Hereupon the Pref-
bytery who had paffed the Cenfure, related divers
Reafons for their fo doing, (in their Minutes) and among
others this, of his preaching in Mr. 4/lifon’s Congrega-
tion without Leave. -=- Mr. Allifon feveral Times de-
fired, that this Article might be confidered, immediately
and feparately by itfelf; this we oppofed, as judging it
reafonable that it thould be confidered im the Place and
Order it was brought in before us, namely together with
the other Reafons of the Prefbytery’s Procefs againft Mr,
Craighead 5 tho’ in the mean time, we often declared
our Willingnefs to reafon upon, and confider that Mat-

(11)

Opinicn from the reft) bein concerned i
mittee, Th.is inclined me togthinic, that :)?xrtgie(t:l?: .
were determined for a Rupture, and difcoyras’d mn
propofing an Overture for Peace and 1‘\ccomm‘<§iationy
whxgh.l was waiting for an Opportunity to communicate.
This Incident alfo ftrengthened my Perfwafion (as
afpr:'ﬁz:d) namely, that when according to the Order of
jJ:u‘?: Y ca;’s Minutes, they fliould have appointed a Com-
ort]]l]tct;(ir icr>nre‘thz=: Fund, as ufual, they wav'd it to an-
- Their whole Management look’d in m inion, [
a prcwoncer'ted Scheme ; and if oyr protzﬂ?np':né?:t’hl;f:
wousd candidly tell the Truth, I'm perfw:ded they
Z;L}xfi at?l.m:}vledgeg T}I]mt before they came to sz'la?-r
shia this Year. they ~ R up: nd
fo gcpared i\datt:.;frs fo)r ita.('i refolved on a Ruture, and
owever I couldn’t perfwade mvfel :
would be brought to fuchpa fudden Ciriﬁsf’ atsh:l:el;d\:rtet:&
by Mr. Rokert Crofs’s bringing in of a Proteft, a1-d de.
firing it might be read.  After the reading Of,this our
Brethren figned ll: Wiéh great Precipitation ; and altho’
: €ard, again and again. u a-
fons of the l?roteﬁ, our I%rethren Wgerc (,lel;go:::) t(})]:rlﬁf-
portunity, till they had finifhed the tragick Scene |
And yet they declare 2 lelingnef:?s to receive us
with all.Tendernefs, upon our hearty Return to the
f)ofcvatlop of the Rules of the Prefbyterian Conttitution ;
twhat, with all the Errors they charge us of being"

.. . 1 P : .
ter diftinltly, in its proper Time and Place. But after %: 11;))7 n(f)ifﬁ.exft) ‘3; ?&gi ]: 2: agﬁfxgeg‘;ﬂﬁtﬁ: Dfectlarz;éion
: 166, aCl others

we had entered upon the Confideration of Mr. Crag-l; 1
head’s Affair, not being able to come to any final De- Jage.
termination about it, for want of Evidence ; while fome
of the Members were difcourfing about referring thel
Affaii to a Committee, I was furprized to fee Mr. Fobn
Themfz1 rifinz up, and hear him protefting againft fome
Brethren in elic Synod (who he faid were of a different

Opinion R E«




¢ Infant-Church, to fuch a Degree, that fhe is in no
¢ fmall Danger of expiring outright, as to the Form,
¢ and Order, and Conftitution of an organiz’d Church -
¢ —-.-unlefs he who is the King in Zion do interpofe !

Well, no doubt, Divifions are to be lamented, in
I1. refpet of their Authors and Tendency ; becaufe of
the Guilt hereby contradted, and the Prejudice hereby

R E h/l A R K S frequently occafioned, to inconfiderate and unregenerate
. v 1 Sinncrs,

Yet we are far from imagining, with our protefting
. Y . .
UPON A Brethren, that this Church is in fuch Duanger as they

P RO TEST ATION apprehend upon the aforefiid Account ; becaufe we are

aflured by the facred Oracles, that the fpreading Power

Prefented to the SYNOD, of Religion is ufually attended with the aforefaid Confe-
Fune 1. 1741 quences, in a greater or leffer Degree.  Our Lord him-

felf informs us, that he came not to jend Peace upen
J

»3N what precceds the Articles of Proteft, thefe Earih, but a Sword, Five and Divifion 5 and o fet at
DAL Things following may be obferved. Varmm‘e: one Rclatwrz‘ againf? anot/)er.'.. Not that the
% I §3 & ¢ That] Gofpel is therproper Caule of fuch Divifions; no, but
QS 1. The Protefters acknowledge, ¢ 1ha he i | o .

LA notwithftanding of the comely Order and] the Innocent Occafion only. . )
fweet Harmony, which they fay have fubfifted in this] ?he Pl: otcﬁu;{g grf‘i’hm“ procsed to “_“3!"“ us, ¢ that
organized Church, for above thefe Thirty Years paft,  2!tcr theCmO(' ‘;‘ }?r?te snd. u;npre}u lf‘i‘?d Enquiry
in a very great Degree ; that there was a great Decay}  7t€ th¢ Lawies of thele Coniuhions, they evidently
of prattical Godlinefs in the Life and Power it, and] fec, that their protefting Brethren, and their Ad-
many abounding Immoralitics.’ If fo, then wel, herents, are the diret and proper Caufe thereof,
query, Why was not this tragical Outcry raifed before,| by t}zle'xr. }mfcr iptural, anti-prefbyterial, uncharitable
of tﬁe,Expiring of this Infant-Church ? --- Is there not] and divilive Pradtices ; which they have been purfu-
more Reafon of Complaint, when there is a Decay of} mgr(tﬁiy t}‘e); ) Wll::: all lghi? I"d;‘ﬁrﬁ they have been
vital Religion, than when Church-Order is broken ‘if‘lp"f Cof’ ora hve thele twelve . loEr:lt?us paft, &e. )
upon the Suppofition the Charge be true. Is it not i é"ef’ alter, W; bope,l an lmPa(’lfg} xamination of
unreafonable to take more Care about the Tything of f}e ale, é” € muit beg leave to dilter mﬂSentlments
Mint. Anife and Cumin, than the weightier Matters| Tom (.);‘r rethren, and to afcribe the prefent Debates
o ) Taw ? ‘ to a disterent and more carly Source. 3 :

2. The protefting Brethren inform us, ¢ That they COE:"“’W?‘C}’, in :ur Opu,non, S’*“g E{‘]‘c to th;grefgnt
¢ are wounded and gricved at their very Hearts, at thet ;ﬁ; ctly among us, was our br Vti wen's rraming
¢ dreadful Divilions, Diftradions and Convulfions, wo Ats or Canons fome Years paft ; the ene refpeéting

: . 1ieelathe Admiflion of Candidates to the Miniitre, and the o-
¢ whi at ,, f a fudden feized this little mihon : es to e ! vy o
which, they fay, have all of a { ¢ Tnfanedther againt itinerary Preaching, We

n & A& A A
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[ 14 ]

We conceiving the aforcfaid Laws to be {in our O.
pinion) unfcriptural and arbitrary; as well as o{ fatal
Tendency to mar the Progrefs of the Work of God in
this Land ; did judge ourfclves obliged, in Confcience,
to oppofe them, both by Speech and Pratice.  Qur
Brethren, on the Contrary, thought it proper to mairi-
tain them ’til laft Year. That againtt itinerary Preach-
ing has drop’d ; but the other was tiiil ’prcfervcd. .

‘Our Brethren exprefs their Proteft with extraordinary
Solemnitv, but we hope that this Mcthod, without fuf-
ficient Evidence and Foundation, will not influence
the Impaitial and Judicious. o

We agree to the firft Article of their Proteft, namely,

 That it is the Duty of this Synod to maintain and

¢ fland by the Principles of Duoétrine, Worthip and
Goternment, as the {ame are funmed up in the Con-
fefion of Faith, Catechifms and D'rctlory, compcfed
by the W eftmiafler Aflemoly, which this Synod have
adopted.’ ’ . ,

We alfo judge, that Part of the Sccond is fea{p; : ble,
namely, ¢ That the Contiflion of Fuaith, Catechifms,

N A A

the Svnod : But, that no Perfon fhould be allowed to
fit and vote in the Synod who alts or per{ifts in any
Pra&ice contrary to an; Rules contained in the Di-
rectory, or Orders made vy the S;‘.'no’d,. until he pro-
fefibs of his Sorrow for fuch finful Dlorder, to the
Satisfaétion of the Synod, or fuch inierior Judicatory,
as the Svnud fhall appoint for that Purpofe 5> 1s, we
think unreafonably fevere. o

According to this Plun, not only all the Rules in the
Dire&ory, are Terms of Communion, but alfo every
Canon, form’d by the Majority, Isa new [erm

R & & & & A& & & N

Volume.

And if one did adopt the Directory, in the ftrilkeft
Senfe, it is no fufficient Sccurity againit Exclufion, un-

lefs

and DireQory, fhould be adopted by the Members of

added
thereto, which may be multiplied yearly to an immenfé

L ien e o — b w—— -

[15]
lefs he can fwallow all the after-Canons, which fhall
be contrived by the Majority.

Such a Scheme allows no Mercy for fcrupulous Con-
fciences, and readers fynodical Communion as preca-
rious as the variable Humours and Fancies of Men,

In Adopting of the Diretory, the Synod declared,
that they were refolved to conform to it in Prattice as
far as was fuitable to the Circumftances of the Church
in this Country. This Refolution we adhere to.

But altho’ sve highly approve of the Plan of Govern-
ment, aflerted in the Dire&ory; yet we think it hard and
unreafonavle to make every Rule in it a T'erm of fyno-
dical Communion : For at this Rate our protefting

.

Brethren would be excluded from the Synod alfo.

~ And we can’t but think it ftrange, that our protefting
Brethren fhould with fuch Solemnity declare to the
World (in Effe@) that they themfelves have no Right
to fit and vote in the Synod ; for they act and perfift in
Pra&lices contrary to the Doétrines and Rules of the
DireQory, as will appear by the following Inftances.

The DireCtory faith, that the Scripture doth hold
out Deacons as diftin&t Officers in the Church. But
have our protefting Brethren any fuch ?

The Direltory faith,’ it is convenient that ordinarily
one Chapter of each Teftament be read at every Meet-
ing; and that the Cancnical Books be read over in
Order. Do our Brethren obfcrve this ?

The Direftory faith, concerning Marriage, that
the Minifter is publickly to folemnize it, in the Place
appointed by Authority for publick Worfhip. Do
our Brethren obferve this ?

The DireCory faith, that he that is to be ordained,
muft bring with him a Teftimonial of his taking the
Covenant of the three Kingdoms, and that he be 24
Years old, &c. Do our Brethren obferve this, or think
it fhowld be gbferv’d upon Pain of Exclufion ?

The
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The Diretory fau_ith, that the Power of ordering the
whole Work of Ordination,. is in the whole Prefbytery.

May our protefting Brethren be reafonably fuppofed to

like this well, when they have caft us off for Con-
formity to it ?

How little Mercy foever our Brethren were difpofed
to fhew to us, yet we think they thould have had fome
upon themfelves ! /

The three following Articles, being grounded on the
former, fall with it. But,

I muft proceed to confider the Reafons of the Proteft.

The fir/? alledg’d is the Charge of ¢ heterodox and
¢ anarchical Principles, in denying (as is faid) that
© Prefbyteries have Authority to bind their diflenting
¢ Members,” &e, For the Confirmation of which they
refer to the 28th and 29th Pages of our Apclogy. Our
protefting Brethren thin% ¢ that the Tendency of the
¢ aforcfaid Pages, is to o veft the Officers and Judicato-
¢ ries of Chrift of all Authority, and that they contra-
¢ dict the 31t Article of the /2¢ffminfler Confeflion of
¢ Faith, which we have adopted.’ |
- A. We cannot difcover the Jufinefs of the Confe-
quence our Brethren fpeak of. We think that all that
Authority, which is confiftent with the Rigits of Con-
{cience, and private Judgment, and the Peace of the
Church, is aflerted in the Pages referred to.

No doubt it is the Duty of Synods to have a Confef-
fion of Fdith, in which they ought to ‘exprefs their
Sentimeunts, concerning the Effentials of Doérine,
Worfhip, and Difcipline; which ought to be adopted
by thofe they admit as Members of their Body.

But o juppofe that a- Majority of that Body, who

have comply’d with the aforefaid T'erms of Commu-
nion, are vefted with a Power authoritatively to make

- new Laws or Adls, from time to time, binding the

fmaller Number to obey them, who. confciencioufly

fcruple and oppofe them, and that from the very T.im't}
- 0
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of their Formation, fo that they thall be excluded fromt
fynodica! Communion, upon their confcientious Diffent.
and Non-conformity, is, we think, to fignify, that
the Confeiiron of Faith and Diretory already agreed to
is infufficiciat to unfwer its Defign, “without additional
Articles, and Terins of Communion; as well as to
open-a Door for continual Oppreflions, Schifms, and
Convulfions in the Chriftian Church. L

If a Majority of the Brethren, after ;'éfioptin'g the
Confeflion of Faith, &'c. as aforefaid, fhall judge fome
new Rules or Aéls neeeflary for the Good of the Church,,
no doubt they may agree to obferve them, and may
rezfon with their.fcrupulous Brethren concerning theif
fuppofed Lawfulnefs or Expediency ; but if confcien-
tious Scruples notwithftanding remain, we think it

* unfcriptural and fevere, to exclude them froin fynodical

Comununion for fuch a Diffent in Judgment; in fuch
Cafes we judge that mutual Forbearance will better ap-
fwer the Deiign of Gowprnment, viz. The Edification
of the Body of Chrift, than any rigorous Meafures
whatfoever, in impofing new Terms of Communion; .
. As to Appeals or Refcrencés, we think our Brethren,
don’t give a full and fair Reprefentation of the Cafe,, as
1t is in the Apology, to which we refer the Reader for
Satis;ztion, - | . g N

We would hope, that our Brethren will not laboui
to defenid any fuppofed Authority in Synods, to infringé
upon the Rights of Confcjence and private Judgmient,
which we think ought to be preferved as facred and in-
violable, We kiiow of ho Authority on Earth, that
can bind us without the Word of God, and it is our
owii ahd not afiother’s Judgment of that Word, which
we are to follow. . i} ,.

We cannot fée any Inconfiftency, between our Sent;-
ments exprefled in the Apology, and the 31ft Article
of out Confeffioii. The Article fays, that it belongs to
Synods and Councils, rm'izg@erial(v (not magifterially) to

determine
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determine Controverfies of Faith, --- and altho® the
Article fpeaks of an Autherity, to determine concern-
Ing Complaints about male Adminiftratinn ; yet it after-
~wards informs us, th:t thefe Decrees and Determina-
tions, if confonant to the Word of God, are to be received
with Submiffion. --- This plainly implies, that if we
don’t apprehend the Liecrees aforefaid to be agreeable to
the Word of God, we fhould not fubmit to them ;
and therefore it’s added, in the next Paragraph, That
¢ Synods or Councils are not'to be made the Rule of
¢ Faith or Praltice; feeing that all of them fince the
¢ Apoftolick Times, may err, and many have” OQur
Confeflion urges no other Subjeétion, but in the Lord,
and aflerts © his alone Sovereignty over Confcience, and
¢ that he hath left it free from the Do&trines or Com-
¢ mandments of Men, which are in any Thing con-
£ trary to his Word, or befide it, in Matters of Faith
‘ or Worthip; fo that to believe fuch Doétrines, of
4 obey fuch Commands, out of Confcience, is to betray
¢ true Liberty of Confcience : And the requiring of an
¢ implicit Faith, and zn abfolute blind Obedience, is to
¢ deftroy Liberty of Confcience, and Reafon alfo.’
8ee Confefl. chap. 20. paragr. 2. -
- We acknowledge all that Authority, which confifts
with the Rights of Confcience, and private Judgment 3
but in the mean Time we cannot but abhor an impli-
cite Faith, and blind Obedience, whatfoever plaufible
Epithets of Order and Government they may be gar-
nifhed with, or whatfoever Churchmen they may be
urged by notwithftanding, |
A fecond Reafon of the Proteft, is ¢ our protefting a-
¢ gainft the Synod’s A& in relation to the Examination
¢ of Candidates, together with our Proceeding to licenfe
¢ and ordain Men to the Miniftry of the Gofpel, in
¢ Oppofition to, and Contempt of faid A& of Synod.”

In order to underftand the Nature of this A&, as well

as the Reafons of our Pooteft againtt it, I muft refer the
” Reader

(9]

Reader to the Apology hereto annexed : And fhall only
at prefent addy That our protefting Brethren mifrepres
fent the Cafe, when they fay we ordained Men ; it was
but One we ordained, contrary to the Synod’s A¢ét.

- If our Brethren by thefe Expreflions, viz. And Gon-
tempt of Jaid A% of Synod,. defign to infinuate, that im
our Prattice aforefaid, we contemned the fcriptural
Authority of the Synod, or the Judgment of the Majo-
rity of our Brethren, they wrong us; we gave all that
Deference to our Brethren’s Authority and Judgment,
which was coniiftent with our irrefragable Right of
Thinking for ourfelves ; we endeavour’d to examine,
with all the Impartiality and Care we were capable of,’
the Reafons of our Brethren’s Judgment, after fupplica-
ting Jehovah for Light and Direction ; and not finding
the Arguments upon which they went, in éur Opinion,
relevant or fufficient, we were conftrained by our Con.
fciences to act as we have done, I |

. But tho’ we did ‘proteft againft what we apprehended
(after deliberate Enquiries) to be wrong in our Breth-
ren’s Condu&, a'Pra&ice not unufual in Judicatories of
our Denomination ; yet we were far from carrying:
Matters to.the prefent Crifis, which our Brethren havé
done by their Proteft, namely,to exclude our Biffenting
Brethren from Commuaion upon that Accéunt. £
- The third Reafon of the Proteft, is ¢ our making ir-
¢ regular Irruptions (as they fay) upon the Congrega-

" ¢ tians of others, without QOrder. or Allowance, -

.

‘. fowing the Seeds of Divifion among People, and doing
¢ what we could to alienate their Mindps with unju&’
¢ Prejudices, againft their lawfully called Paftors,’
~ Here thefe Things following may be obferved, viz,
That what is proper in ordinary Cafes may be prejudi-
cial in Extraordinaries ; when the Church is planted
with a found, faithful and lively Miniftry, no douibt,
thofe Rules refpeiting Minifters keeping within the
Bounds of their particglar glharges, until they arelinvi-
N 2 ted
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ted in an orderly Manner to go elfewhéte, may be of
Service : But upon the Suppofition that 2 Number of

of the Miniftry are either unfound in Do&rine, or un- -

faithtul, and contentedly unfuccefsful in their Work s
Then is it not lawful to fufpend the aforefaid Rules for
a Seafon ? efpecially in fuch a Situation of Affairs as
this; namely, when there is an earneft Thirfting, in a
Niimber ot the People, after the clofe and atfectionate
Pieaching of the Word ; and Minifters being alfo im-
Poriuncd by fome of the People of the Places whither
they travel’d, find themfelves {pirited to uncommon
Labours, and perceive thofe attended with uncommon

Succefles.
. But what our Synod did the laft Year, at their Seffion,
in my Apprehenfion, weakens the Force of the preceed -
ing Reafons: Did they not cathier and vacate an A&
formerly made againft itinerary Preaching, "and openly
in the Face of the World, acknowledge tha: there was
2 Work of God carrying on in the Land, and exprefs
their Gratitude to God for it? Did not Mr. Robert
Crofs, who introduced this Proteft, at that time, in
a particular Manner, fpeak honourably of the
Work of God aforefaid, and of itinerary Preaching,
and excite his Brethren to invite fuch into their Pulpits,
IMentioning what he and his Collegue had done to this
Purpofe in Philadelphia ? What is the Occafion of this
fudden Change, that what was then allowed of by our
Synod, fhould now, by fome of the fame Perfons, be
loaded with bad Names of unfcriptural, anti-prefbyterial,
uncharitable, divifive Praices,and barefac’d Arrogance;
and that a Number of Minifters (equal to thofe that
caft them off) fhould be rejected, becaufe that they were
faid to follow what was approved of laft Year, and that
before they were heard in their own Defence ? .
- What is the Reafon that our protefting Brethren were
fo full in Favour of the Work of God laft Year,in their
publick Speeches and Acknowledgments ; and that th;y
maxKe
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make no honourable mention of it in their Proteft this

Year ? Has a little Space of Time alter’d the Nature of

Things ? | '

But fuppofing that Miniftels were both found and
faithful, would it not be of Service to the Church. of
God far fuch as are fincere. of their own Communion
efpecially, to preach in tlicir Places ¢ And if fo, is it not
their Duty to invite them ? Which if they negle& or
refufe, when a proper Occafion offers, are they not
guilty of an uncharitable and divifive Pradtice ? This,
as [ am informed, has been done by more than one of
our protefting Brethren. ]

As to what isalledged, of our ¢ fowing the Seeds of
¢ Divifion among other Congregations, and doing what
¢ we can to alienate and fill their Minds with unjuft
¢ Prejudices againft their lawfully called Paftors; is, I
¢ believe, without fufficient Foundation;’ the Seed' fown
by myfelf and Brethren, fo far as I know, is t!we
Word of God. 1 hope our protefting Brethren will
not call that the Seed of Divifion. And our Inten-
tion in itinerary Preaching was not as our Brethren un-
kindly fuggeft, to alienate and fill the ‘Minds of the
People with unjuft Prejudices againft their Paftors ; but
to glorify Ged, and bring Sinners to him. But the Truth
1s, that fome of thofe who were awakened, without any
Speech of ours in their Piejudice, have entertain’d, of
their own accord, meaner Thoughts of the Miniftry of
fome of our protefting Brethren than formerly, THIS,
THIS, feems to have alarmed their Jealoufies and Re~
fentments about and againft the Work of God, and
fuch Inftruments as he has been pleafed gracioufly to
ufe in promoting of it. B |

Again, . the aforefaid Reafon of Proteft, feems to
infinuate, that all of us, whom they bave excluded from
their Judicatorics, have preached in the Congregations
of other Minifters without their Confent: A Charge
which cannot be fairly proved. But to proceed: The

, - o Fourth
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Pourth Reafon of Proteft, is (as they fay) € our Prin-
¢ ciples and Prad&ice, of which, Judging and Condem-
¢ ning 3ll who do not fall in with our Meafures, both
¢ Minifters and People, as carnal, gracelefs and Enemies
¢ tothe Work of God.  For the Proof of this, they re-
¢ fer to my Sermon againft unconverted Minifters, and
¢ to two Papers of Complaint offer'd to the Synod laft
® Year,by Mr. Blair, and myfelf. Anfwer ; We know
of nothing in the aforefuid Sermon and Papers that
gave Ground to the aforefaid Charge. We own that
rafh Judging is a Sin againft God ; but we know of no-
thing in our Principles that leads to it. We are far
from fuch Narrownels and Bigetry as to imagine that

all God’s Minifters and People are coop’d up within the |

Verge of any one particular Denomination ; or that
they are all of our Sentiments, and willing to comply
with our Meafures in leffer Things.

" Our Brethren alledge, ¢ that rafh Judging has been
¢ our conftant Pra&ice for above Twelve-Months paft,
¢ as well as of (as they call them) our diforderly Pro-
¢ bationers.’ This Charge, our Opponents, we think,
‘will not be able to prove, Indeed, we have been very
jealous about our protefting Brethren’s States towards
God, becaufe of their inconfiftent Condu& in refpe&
of the Work of God, fometimes Approving and fome-
times Difapproving of it ; and reprefenting of it in a
gloomy Drefs, becaufe of fome uncommon Incidents
and Circumftances, which might admit of a favourable
Interpretation. Has not M. Foim Thompfon ¢ term’d
¢ the late Revival of God’s Work 2 new-fangled Stir
“ abour Religion; as alfo a fpiritual Frenzy? And
have 0ot che Authors of .the. Pamphlet, entituled, 7%
de?z’(ki’ffg‘Spirit,j exprefled great Bitternefs againft it ?
We have Reafon to fufpeét fome of our protefting Bre-
thron to he guilty of F orming that malignant Satyr:
And arevicre not fome fhrewd Strokes of this kind in

the Sixth- Reafon of the Proteft, which we are now
wonfuse iy ? We
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- We are forry that our protefting Brethren havey by
their Speéches and Conduét, given us fuch Reafon to be.

Jieve them to be Oppofers of God’s Work,

As to what is faid in the Conclufion of the prefent

Argument, namely, © that fince their Congregations
¢ have been fhatter'd and divided, few or none of them
< can fay that they have that Comfort or Succefs among

¢ their People which they enjoyed before. As to Com- .
fort, we believe them; but refpecting Succefs,we .thc.mght ~
it had been the fame as fermerly ; for, truly, this is the
firft time that ever we have heard of the Succefs of mof
of them. The .

Fifih Reafon of the Proteft, is, that ¢ we (as they
¢ fay) induftrioufly perfuade People to believe, that the

¢ Call of God whereby he calls Men to the Miniftry

¢ does not confift in their being regulariy ordained, éo'c,
¢ but in fome invifible Motions and W«or!:mgs of the
¢ Spirit: And that the Gofpel preached in Truth by
* unconverted Minifters, can be of na faving Benefit
¢ to Souls. In anfwer to the aforefaid Charge., we de-
clare our Opinion as follows, namely, we believe hat
there is a Neceflity of previous Tryals and Ordination
in crder to the Miniftry 5 and that fuch who are reﬁu'-
larly fet apart, being found in Do&rine, and blamelefs
in Life. however their inward State may be, are true
Minifters in the Sight of the Church, and that their
Miniftrations are valid. But in the mean time, we
think that none fhould undertake the minifterial Work
but thofe that are truly gracious; thofe that intend
therein chiefly the Glory of God and Good of Man-
kind ; thofe that are inclined of God thereto : F9x we
know not how a gracelefs Man can be faithful in the
Miniftry. Now, whether thofe inward, pious Difpo-
fitions aforefaid be termed the inward C:a’ll of God ta
the Gofpel-Miniftry, or only Qualifications neceflary
or pre-requifite in the Perfons whom God calls, it feems
to be the fame in Subftance., A Dcbate aboyt Words
we judge ncedlefs. | As
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~As to what is farther alledged in this Paragraph,
wamely, © that the Gofpel preached by unconverted
* Minifters in Truth can be of no faving Bencfit to
¢ Souls, according to our Opinion. This Charge we
deny as flanderous. God, as an abfolute. Sovereign,
may ufe what Means he pleafes to accomplith his Work
by. We only affert this, that Succefs by uncunverted
Minifters Preaching is very improbable, and very fel-
dom happens, fo far as we can gather. Alas, for them
poor Souls | partly thro* Ignorance of the Nature of vi-
&a] Religion, and partly thro’ a rative Enmity againft
it, and partly thro’ Fear of lofing their Credit, &9
by its Spread ‘near their Borders; they are under great
Temptations (inflead of Befriending of it) to nic uf
apainft it, and try to pull it down by all their Art ang

Eloquence. =~ The ° P
Sixth Reafon of the Proteft, is, ¢ our Preaching {as
¢ they fay) the Terrors of the Law in fuch a Maoner
and Dialect as hath no Preccdent in the Word of God,

and feditioufly Working on the Paffions of weak
Minds as to caufe. them to cry out in a difmal Manner,
and fall down in Convulfior. like-Fits, to the Marring
of the Profiting both of themfelves and others, who
are fo taken up in Hearing and Seeing their odd Symp-
toms, that they cannot attend to, or hear what the
Preacher fays; after all Boafting of thefe Things as the
Work of God ; which we are perfuaded do proceed
from an inferior or worfe Caufe.” -

- A. Fhis Reafon, when applied to all whom they re.
e, as it doubtlefs is by our Opponents, which their in-
definite Manner of Expreffion fignifies, is groundlefs
and flanderous, We challenge our Opponents to prove

N . N e

their invidious Charge againft the greater Part of thofe -

whom they have rejected :  If any one of our Numbet
hzs been guilty of Indifcretion at any time in his Man~

ner of Addrefs to the People, we will not pretend to -

- Juftify

but rather appears to be borrow’d from a worfe Dialec¥ ;
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jutify it’; but to charge the Whole with this Faul¢, is
unjuft. , -
JW'e know not that we ufe any Dialect in inculcating

' the Terrors of the Law, but what accords with Scrip»

ture and Reafon ; or that ‘'we endeavour to excite the
lower Paffions, but after the Information of the Un-
derftanding, and that by ftriptural Incentives :_ Which
is fo far from being feditious, that it is the Duty of
every Gofpel Minifter., We are bid to cry aloud and
not to fpare ; to {hew to Fudah her Trapfgrcﬁions, and
to the Houfe of Facob her Sins. Knoz_umg‘ the Terrors
of theLovd, we muit perfuade Men. If we ipe_z‘ak. fmooth
Things, or pleafe Men, we are not the Minifters of -
Jefus Chrift. ’ - .

If any one among us has boafted of People’s falling
into Convulfion-like-Fits as the Work of (God, as ouy
Opponents fuggeft, I think-it is a culpable Weaknefs in
the Perfon guilty of it. - It is, doubtlefs, the Duty of
People to labour to keep their Paflions within qug
Bounds, efpecially in publick Affemblies, left they in-
terupt their own and others Edifrcation. '

I know of none among the rejeted Brethren wbq
look upon the-aforefaid Convulfion-like-Fits to be 2

| fufficient Evidence of the Work of God.

We only judge fuch Appearances to be probable In.
dications of Concern of Mind, which when it iffues in
a Clofure with Chrift by Faith, 2 Communjon with him,
by Love, and Conformity to him in humble Holinefs ;
we believe it 0 be a fpecial Work of God’s Grace:
But even before it has thofe Effeéts, while Sinners are
only bewailing Sin, chiefly thro’ Fear of divine, Wrath, -
we think we have Reafon to hope that it isa common
Work of that Holy 8pirit, whom ‘Chrift has promifed,
to convince. of Sin, in order to Converfion and Con-
folation. - .

* And a'tho’ fome under Conviétion of Sin, {hould. be
evercome by an Excefs of Sorrow or Fear, we think

that
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that 2 milder Conftruétion might be put upon this, than
to afcribe it to the Devil.

In the mean time it may be obferved, that there are
but a few that are overcome as aforefaid, in Comparifon

of the Multitudes that z=e convinced. ,

. It may be provd, by many Witneffes, that feveral
Times when the Truths of God have been preach’d in
the mildeft Gofpel-Strains, that many Perfons have been
~ overcome with Love, Joy or Sorrow.

W hat worfe Reprefentation of the Work of God,
novy Spreading in the World, could be expected from 2
profefled Enemy of all Religion, than we have from
our Brethren? Is it not doleful to fee Religion thus
waunded in the Houfe of its profefled Friends ? .
Do they not manifeftly make ufe of an uncommon
Circumftance to blacken the whole Work ? ?

But while our protefting Brethren were expreffing
warm Refentments againft the Work of God, under
the plaufible Umbrage of a feemingly exceptionable In-
cident; methinks they fhould have taken fome Care to
avoid horrid Refletifig againft the facred Scriptures,
and even againft God himfelf.

- When they fay we preach the Terrors of the Law id
fuch a Dialect as hath no Precedent in the Word of
God, but rather appears to be borrow’d from a worfe
Diale& : Does not this, comparative worfe, neceflariy

fuppofe the pofitive bad ? So that the Meaning of the |

Sentence is this; The Scripture contains a bad Diale&;
but they have chofen worfe. And when they fpeak of
our Boafting of People’s Out-cries, &¢. as the Work
of God ; which (fay they) we are perfuaded do proceed
from an inferior or worfe Caufe ; Does not this fuppofe
God himfelf to be a bad Caufe, in their Apprehenfion?
But hoping that this was only a Slip of their Pen, I
therefore pafs it by without any farther Obfervation. .
. Muft they not be ftone-blind that do not fee, thit
there be all the Evidences of 2 Work of GOD now

among
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smong'us, that can reafonably be defired  Are not the
Ignorant enlightned, the Secure made folicitous about
their Salvation, thie Profane reformed, many Formaligts
fhaken off their falfe Foundations, and brought to ex-
gr}mental Chriftianity ? Have we not all needful
| ngl‘ence‘ from their Speech and Practice, that the pre-
vailing Temper of many Men’s Minds is turn’d intoa
'hol‘v?ghumble and heavenly Chanpel ? |

'Dwess Oppofers of God’s Work in feveral Places of
this Land, have been lately ftruck to the Heart, and
‘made to acknowledge their Wickednefs in the moft
publick Manner. - '

Some aged Perfons, fome middle-aged, Multitudes of
Joung People in the Bloom of Life, as well as many
Mtele Children, have been brought to experience deep
ﬁorrow for Sin, and thc Sweets of a Saviour’s Love.
gf y(;ung People tugn’d(‘)f;om’ Y%En in its Strength, we

ay lay, asin another Cafe, Thox Seca, where d-
defi thou? and thou Jordan, why waft tboqu’riv{fzrz'aff?
;Sha!! any dare to ' reproach the Work of GOD, while
out of the Mouths of Babes be i erdaining Strength ?

. Yea, divers Negroes, and Indians, have been of late

o all Appearance, effeGually wrought upon. Several
?Iaces in this Continent, are at this Time joining Hand
in Hand, 'in feeking of the LORD ; they are fetting
their Faces Zion-ward, and weeping as they go,

_‘ .Add"'ha’vé not Perfons of aimeft all Denominations
been wrought upon by the Word as aforefaid? Do
theg not unite to give Teftimony to God’s Work, and
ceicbrate his Praife ? Herein ¥udab and Epbraim have
?harmon,x'z,ed,. - What can be defired more to prove it to
be the Work of the Eterna] GOD ? -
. If it be obje@ed, that many of thofe who are faid to
be under. good Impreffions, are guilty of rath Judging,
A. I can’t think it yath Judging to believe thofe to be
8racelefs, who, in the midft of Means of Conviltion,
do

D
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_do habitually oppofs the Work of God, under the Co-
“vert of fome fuppofed or real Indifcretions. K
A feventh Reafon of the Proteft, is ¢ our preaching

¢ and maintaining (as they fay) that 3ll true Convergs
¢ are a$ certain of their gracious State, as a Perfon is of

¢ what he knows by his outward Senfes; and are able |

'* to give a Narrative of the Time and Manner of their
¢ Converfion, or cife we conclude them to be in 3
¢ gracelefs State ; and that a gracious Perfon can judge
¢ of others gracious State otherwife than by his Profef-
¢~fion and Life, --- that People are under no facred
¢ Fye to Paftors, &7c.

A. Our Judgment as to the aforefaid Particulars, is
this, namely, That gracious Perfons may attain a full
Aflurance of their good State, and fome of them do
attain it ; but we do not believe that all arrive thereto
in this Life ; and thofe that do, may, no doubt, lofe it
again, and get under Clouds and Darknefs.

But in the mean time we think, that all who are
converted, ordinarily have a lefler or greater Degree of

comfortable Perfwa’ion of their gracious State, either do
immediately upon their Clofure with Chrift, or foms | p.

Time afterwards, when Faith is in Exercife, either for
a fhorter or longer Duration. Surely, thofe that are
richtly humbled by the Spirit of God, will not be fatis-
fied ‘til they obtain :his, |
And altho’ thofe that are converted in adult Age,

. can generally remeraber the Time and Means of their
Conviction, and give a fatisfalory Account of their.
Experiences to thole who are proper Judges of fuck
Things ; yet the Cafe, we fuppofe, is fomewhat diffe-
rent with thofe who are coaverted ip Infancy and
Childhood ; yet it muft be confefled, that even fome
hildren pafs under confiderable Conviions, 1 know
of none of our rejected Brethren, that do or ever did
believe it to be jult or proper, to judge any to bein3
L - - f , néturzl
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wataral or gracelefs State, meerly becaufe they conld not
tell the Time of their Converfion; if they
dences of the Thing, it 1s enough.

. We know of no Way of Judging refpeCing the

nences, and Pratice.

k - No doubt there is a Relation between a Paftor and
 his People; but the Defign of this being to promote
. their Good, we think it unreafonable that it {hould

procure. Howecver, in ordinary Cafes, we think it to
be the People’s Duty, to make regular Application to
their Paftors, for Liberty to go where they get the
greateft Benefit. |

- But when Minifters confpire to oppofe the Work and
faithful Servants of God, in the moft bpen and flagrant
Manner, we fee no Harin in this Cafe, in ufing an ex-
traordinary Method,

FOR thefe, and many other Reafons, our Brethren
in a moft folemn Manner
ght to fit with them in Judicatories :

The Reafons

have Evi-"

proteft, that we'have no

gracious State of others, but by their Do&rines, Expes-

fubfift to the Prejudice of that, which it’s defigned to"

they have mentioned we have confidered, and leave it

to the Reader to determine, whether they are fufficient
to procure our Exclufion ; but as to the reft, we know
them not ; however thro’ Mercy we are not afraid of
feeing the Bottom of their Budget. We hope, and
pray, that they would bring forth all their Strength, in
their Reply to this; for we defign no more but another
Anfwer. We have got fomething elfe to do, which is
more defireable than Controverfy. We only want the
State of the Cafe to be fairly open’d ; and then, I hope,
we fhall be eafy about the Judgment of the World, re-
fpeQing our Condu&. = But ta return,

. From the aforefaid Particulars aur protefting Breth-
tn reafon for the Neceflity of a Rupture. B

. ' - ut
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-But ‘having before confidered the Grounds upon
which our Brethren’s Reafonings are built, I think it
needlefs to fpeak to them feparately ; for they can be,
but fuch as their Foundation is, and muft needs ftand
or fall with it.

After thefe Reafonings, our Brethren profefs them-
felves to be refolvedly againft the Principles and Prattice
of Anarchy and Schifm.

A. Whatever they profefs, I think they are guilty:
of both, in their Proteft, namely, 1. In laying down
this as a Pringiple, that there muft be a complete Uni-
formity to all the Synod’s Rules, or Canons, upon Pain
of Exclufion, See the 2d Reafon of Protef. And 2.
their cafting us out of Communion for our confcientious
Non-conformity to their unfcriptural Canon. Does not
the firft of thefe Particulars, becaufe of the varying
Opinions of Men, according to the ordinary Courfe of
Things, open a dreadful Neceflity af continual Confu-;
fions in the Church of God, or elfe cf implicit Faith
and blind Obedience to prevent the fame ?  And pray,
1s not the Remedy wcrfe than the Difeafe ? |

We are forry that our protefting Brethren have given.
us Reafon to fufpe&t them, of being guilty of verging
towards the Doctrine of implicit Faith and blind Obe-
dience ; this appears from their finding Fault with us.
(in their Proveft) sor not obeying the Rules, in the
making of which we are in the Negative.

Here we mutt beg to be excufed from Concurring
in Sentiment with our Brethren:. We are refolved, by
the Grace of Ged, that nc gingle or cant of Order and
Government fhal} gull us out of our Reafon and Con-.
fcience, or rob us of our Priviledges, as Men, as Chrifs.
tians, as Proteftants, and as Prefbyterians: We declare
our utter Abborrence of all fuch Pretence to Powert in
Churches, as is built upon the Ruins of human Nature,

We cannot but join with our protefting Brethren, hows!
ever, in their Prayer, that God may arife, and that his

may

5
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Enemies may be fcattered, and that thofe who hate hine
may fly before him. But, I think, their Application of
it to us, fhews them to be guilty of that rath Judging
which they would charge upon usy, Turpe ¢ff Doét.--~
quod tebi fiers nom vis, &c.

Our protefting Brethren farther obferve, ¢ That to

¢ give Way to the pulling down of the Hedge of
¢ Difcipline, is far from being the Method of caufing
¢ his tender Plants to grow.” - '
4. If fo, then why are they guilty of it, by their
unfcriptural Inipofitions upon, and rafh Separation from
their Brethren, in fuch a Manner as is, for what I know,
without all Precedent ?

Particular Rules of Churches, are only fo far to be
valued and obeyed, as they ferve to anfwer u.eir fuppofed
Defign, namely, the Edification of the Bod,” of Cluiit.
To fay that we fhould regard and obey then: when the
Cafe is otherwife, is to fay, that we ought to efteem and.
promote the Injury of Chrift’s Kingdom ; which is
abfurd.

QOur protefting Brethren fay, that they doubt not but
that when God fees us humbled for our Sins, he will
return again in Mercy. No doubt we have at all
Times Reafon to humble ourfelves before God : But if.
they be not blinded with Prejudice, or otherwife, they
may fee Reafon now to rejoice, that God has returned

o his Church in Mercy.

. Once more: QOur protefting Brethren think that
their Proteft, which they call their Teftimony, may be-
of ufe to their Children yet unborn. It may fo, for
what we know, in fhewing them their Fathers Oppo-
fition to the Work cf God, and fchifmatical Separation -
from their Brethren. '
| But tho’ we are called to fpeak phinly, yet we with
our protefting Brethren all needful Mercies from the
Bettom of our Hearts. .

RE.




APPENDIX

Y HE Narrative our Brethren give of what happened
after the Proteft was figned, is a ftrange Mifre-
tation of the Affair.

pri@zf&r the Proteft was entered and fubfcribed (fay
< our Opponents) the Brunfwick-Party iniifted that a.
¢ great Number of us, who are now the Synod, fhould
¢ be caft out of Memberthip ; for (tay they) there were
¢ feveral Brethren, who did not fign this Proteft, who
¢ were not of the Number we protefted againft, and
¢ they concluded that all thefe Members would join
¢ with them, and they were exact in Counting of the

¢ Roll, and found that when they had eounted all fuch |

¢ with themfelves, they could not make the Majority:
<. But fome of the Members, who did not fign this Pro-
teft, foon convinced them, that they would not.be of

€
¢ their Party 5 And upon this, they thought it expedient.
€

to withdraw.” |
As to the Brunfwick-Party’s (as they
call us) infifting that they thould be caft out of the Synod,

it is what I know nothing of ; fuch a Thought did not
But'

enter into my Heart,

are plealed to-

[33]”

But how can our Brethren affert, what it was not
peflible for them at that Time to know, without our
Declaration, which they had not ! namely, That we
concluded that ail thefe Members,, who had nct figned
their Proteft, would join with us ? ‘What we concluded
upon, was this, That thofe who had not figned the
Proteft, had not rejeéted us ; and therefore were fo far
upon our Side of the Queftion, that they could join
wich us 1n Judicatories.

" Qur Brethren call themfelves a great Number ; the
Truth is, there was but a fmall Difference between
them and us as to Number, which will appear thus;
The Perfons they protefted againft, were thefe, viz.

“Minifters.
William Tennent, fenior,
Richard Treat,
Samuel Blair,
Charles Tennent,
Fames Alexander,
Alexander Craighead,
William Tennent, e
Eleazar Wales,
Fonn Rowland,
Gilbert Tennent.

All the reft of the Minifters in Synod (befides thefe
now mentioned, and the Protefters) were only Four
in Number, namely,

Mcflirs. George Gillefpy,
Alexander Huichifon,

Fedidiah Andrews,
~--- M Henery.
) C The
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The Two firt of thofe laft mentioned, fce}r)ned in-
clinable to join with us; which put usona ‘ ar as to
Number inth our Opponents:  And Mr, M Henery
was alfo diffatisfy’d with the Proteft.  But the Number
of the Elders, on each Sice of 'the QL{IC&IO!T, I cannot
tell ; not having the Syned’s Minuzes by me,

[t is evident from what has been faid, that there was
a Majority of Non-protefting Minifters.

Our protefting Brethren affert, that they are the
Synod ; but I think it is eaﬁcr.for them to aﬁerct, than
pl.rove it, Does not their‘oﬁcrmg a Proteft before the
Synod, fignify, that the Synod were a Nurpber. dx?mc’t‘
from them, in their own Judgment ?  For it feems
unreafonable for a Number of Men, to ofter a Proteit
to themfelves.

It is alledg’d by our protefting Brethren, ¢ That
¢ when fome who did not fign the Proteft, convinced
¢ us, that they would not be of our Party ; thz’lt upon
¢ this, we thought it expedient to withdraw.” This
is a grofs Miftake ; for fome of the Nonfp.roteﬂmg
Members convineed us of no fuch Thing. Neither was
any Thing like this, the Occafion of our Withdrawing;
we ftay’d ’till the Moderator commanded Silence.

Our protefting Brethren fay, ° T‘hat our \yat}ﬁlrajnf.;
¢ ing put the Houfe into 2 little (,onfuﬁn‘n. ‘ f:r;, s
another ftrange Mifreprefentation s for the Confulion
che Houfe wa. in, was neither after, nor occafioned bzri
our Withdrawing ; it was before we came away, ab
was occafionzd by the Reading and Signing of the Pro-

teft ; we did not come away 'ul our protefting Brethren
| and that was after the Seflion was con-

Thcl

came with us;
ciudzd, with Prayer, as ufual.
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The Roll indeed was counted, but not with the
Vicw mention’d by our Opponents, but t, fee whether
in refpeét of Number, our protefting Brethren- could
caft us out, according to the Tenor of their Proteft.

The Truth is, the Reading and hafty Signing of the
Proteft, put the Affembly into Diforder ; we were
 furprized with the extraordinary Method of Proceeding,

and knew not well what to do; we were loath to be
caft out fo lLaitily, without fpeaking any Thing in our
own Defence ; but our Attempts to fpeak were repulfed,
the Houfe being onfus’d, one fpoke one Thing, and
another another, and fometimes two or more at once ;
fo that it’s hard to tell what was faid. Mr, Blair, I re-
member, offer’d more than once, to read a Paper ; but
the Motion was rejected, and Silence enjoin’d by the Mo-
derator ; and thus the Aflembly, after Prayer, broke up.

P No doubt Societies have a Right to judge of the Qua-

lifications of their own Members, and to reject fuch as
render themfelves unworthy of their Communion., But
according to the Laws of Nature, of Nations, and of

‘ God, they fhould be firft heard in their own Defence,

before they are condemned and rejected.

Our Brethren have their Liberty to prove all they
.can againft us; and we have little Reafon to doubt their
Inclinations that Way. But if they will keep to the
Rules of Truth and Juftice, we fear not their Alle-

gations,

Their faying, that it was only want of an Opportu-
nity, and not of a willing Mind, that prevented us
from turning of them out, is uncharitable and fevere;
if we had had fuch a Defire to feparate, as our Brethren
fuggeft, we might have eafily done it long agone,

C2 But
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But forafmuch as a Hiftorical Narrative of the whole
Affair of Debate, will in a little Time be expofed to
publick Light, I will add no more at prefent.

T HE

APOLOGY

OF THE

‘May the gracious GOD grant that thefe Contentions
may iflue in Zion’s Profperity. Amen.

New-Brunfwick,
Fuly 3. 1741
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T H E
APOLOGY
OF THE

Prefbytery of New-Brunfwick, &c.

Madera:ar, and Reverend Fathers, and Brethren,
h,g E hope we may, without Boafting or Offence,

= cbferve, that, To far as we know our own
%ﬂ@% Hearts, we do not only, in fome Meafure, de-

fire the Profperity, but Peace of Zion; and
that we are heartily willing to purfue all fcriptural and
rational Meafures to compafs and preferve both: And
tnercfore the late cloudy Appearances of Uneafinefs and
Debate amona ourfelves in this infant Church have becn
peculiarly afli&ive to us; not fo much, we truft, for
the Fears of any perfonal Prejudice that our Debates
with you may pofliblv occafion to us, as of the Reproach
and Difadv antwe that may probably iflue therefrom if
increafed and bmught to a fatal Period upon the Ho-
nours and Interefts of Religion in general.

However, vee cannot think, that for the Sake of
Peace we fhould facrifice the Inteveft of what we ap-
prehend to be Truth and Juftice, and crofs the Ditates
of our own Confciences: No, we rather concur in

Sentiments upen this Head with Luther, who jultly
ob-
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obfetved, That an bonourable and neceffary War was pre-
ferable to a mean and ignoble Peace.  Potius calum &
tevra ruerent, &c.

We charitably hope, that a Number, at leaft, of the
late Synod defigned the Advancement or Chrift’s King-
dom by their Conclufion : But we are forry that there
is fo gzeat a Difference among us in the C' e of Ex-
pedients to anfwer the aforefaid truly valu.oie Defign,

We crave leave to inform and aflure vou, disderater,
and Reverend Brethren, that it was not from any Dii-
regard to your Perfuns, or wﬁ Authorit:, thut we fo
warmly oppofed the late religious Acts or Lavs you
have been pleafed to form; but fiom a Principle of
Confcience, influenced by Scripture and Arguments ;
which we now beg leexty of propoiing to your far-
ther Confideration, in the follewing Order:

The Tenor of the firft Adt we diftented from, s,
that approv’d Minifters and Members of ihis Synod are
thereby debarred from Preachinginany Vacancy which
is in the Bounds of another Preibytery, when uny Mi-
nifter of that Prefbytery informs them that he thinks
their Preaching will caufe Divifions and Diforders ; un-
til that Matter be try’d by the Pretbytery where the

Vacancy is; or untxl hc obtains L:berty from the

Synod.

Againft tie aforefaid Law, we offer the following
Objections, wiz. That we cannot find any Foundation
for it in the Ho]y Scriptures. It was judged, by a Ma-
jority of the Synod, that it was a fuitable Expedient to
preferve Feace and Order in Congregaticns ; and this
1s the only Reafon propofed why it is ena&ted, without
ever once pretending any particular Order or Dirc&ion
from God about it ; and yet it is enaéted with as great
Appearance of Authority, and made as univerfally Bind-
ing upon all the Members of this Synod, altho’ a Num-
ber thereof did oppofe it in its Embryo, as if it had a
Thus faith the Lord exprefly for its Foundation, If it

Can

[ 41 ]
can be made appear from the Holy Scriptures that the
the King of Zisn hath appointed this Act, or the Mat-
ter thcrcm contained, in his Word ; we hore that there
is none in this Synod that would be more « areful to ob-
ferve it than ourfelves; and that from a Regard to the
Authority of GOD, and not of Men.

But on the Contrary, we humbly conceive, that the
afurefaid Act oppofes the exprefs Command of God,
which obliges Minifters to be conflant in Seafon, and out
of Seafon, 2 Tim. iv. It bereaves both Minifters and
Pcople of the Privileges Chrift has given them ; and re-
ftrains them from the Performance of commanded Du-
tv for the time being. The Exercife of the Minifter’s
Office, when he is regularly called to .preach by the
united Voice of Providence and of the Chriftian People,
is fufpended for a Time by one Man ; and that not for
any real Fault already committed,or fo much as alledged ;
but upon Sufpicion that fome bad Confequences wxll
foliow upon 'his Preacl iung in fuch a Place. And, in
confequence hereof, the PcOp‘e are debarréd from do-
inz a pofitive Duty of high Importance and Con-
cern in Chriftianity, w7z, Hearing an approved Mini-
fter of Chrift when they have convenient Opportunity.
Here is fomething that is very extraordinary indeed ;
every Minifter in the Bounds of the Synod, that is in-
clined to be uncharitable to his Brethren, is by the
A& aforefuid vefted with a Power (in this Inftance
fomething more than preiatical) to lord it over his
Brethren, and infli& upon them one of the moft grie-
vious Church-Cenfures ; and that without any Pretence
of Fault committed. We cannct think that Unchari-
teblenefs gives any juft Claims to fuperior Powers or
Pretence; and therefore to encourage fuch a Difpofition
which is fo evil inits Nature and fatal in'itsEffeéls, in an
Age in which it fo much abounds, to the great Reproach
of Lhnfhamty, is, in our humble Op: mon, as unrea-
funuble and prejudicial as it is unequal. If it be con-

trary
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trary to the Laws of Nature, of Nations, and of God
to condemn Men (althc” threwdly fufpected to be guilty
of Crimes that deferve it) before they be heard in their
own efence ; how much more fo muft it be to punifh
a&ually and griev ou’]; without the leaft Pretence of
Fault committed ? That an approved Minifter’s ftated
Preaching in one Prefbytery faouvld be fafe, and his oc-
cafional in another, fhould be dangerous, isa Riddle to
us which we protefs we cannot fee through. If a Mi- |
nifier preaches fonnd Dotrine, why fhould it be deem’d
(’anvemm in or unfuitable to any Place ? If not, why
i« he 2 :rproved or fufferad to preach in any? Are not
Souls equally precious in all Places? and therefore ought
not the Synod’s Care be cqually extended to all within
their Bounds?  Will not the fame Gofpcl ferve the
whole Synod ?  And if any preach another, why are
they received by that _]udncatnry, and fuﬂ:crcd to preach
in any of her Territories? If not, why are they hin-
dered from Preaching occafionally and tranfiently
which are invited regularly ?

What is offer’d, as the Reafon of the aforcfaid Suf-
penfion, rather ferves to condemn than juftify the
Synod’s new Law, in our humble Opinion, namely, the
Sufpicion that one Minifter hath, that his Brother’s
Preaching in fuch a Vacancy will caufe Divifions and
Diforders.: For hercby the Synod fo far approves of the
uncharitable Sufpicions of her Members of one ancther’s
Performances, which is a great Sin in itfelf, as to
make it a fufficient Foundation or Warrant for their
committing another, sz, their cenfuring their Breth-
ren, and bereaving thcm of the Privileges which the
King of the Church has cx prefsly and detxgncdly given
them, and that before they hear them. And therctore,
inafinuch as this Canon gives Licenfe to do Evil that
Good may come; we think it plainly contradi&ls the
exprefs Word of God, Rom. iii. 8:

We beg Leave far ther to obferve, that we camnﬂltl

we

R
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well reconcile thefe two Things in the Synod’s Condu&
in relation to the aforefuid Law, o1z, that the Synod
approves of all her Members, and yet in the mean time
encourages them to fufpect each other, and punifh upon
qu‘pxcnon New, feeing Juftice and Charity are the
Springs and Pnncnp]es of Peace and Order; what is
contrary thereto, muft have a dire€ Tendency to deftroy
both. Of this Kind we take the aforefaid Law to be,

for the Reafons before and after-mentioned ; and there-
fore this Canon contradiéls the profefied Defign thereof ;

inftead of preventing Divifions and leorders, it pro-
cures them 3 and o oppofes all thofe Scriptures that

¢l'ohlith the contrary.,

"T'he aforefaid Law gives L:berty to cenfure a Brother
upena meer Cenjecture, For,what other Knowledge can
any of us have of future contingent Events, unlefs any
Members of the Svnod have the Spirit of Prophefy,
which we do not think they will pretend to ? But fup-
pofling they had the aforefaid Branch of the Apoftolick
Character, we fec not how they could pumih their
Brethren for an Event, before it came to pafs, an Event
which might come to pafe without their being any ways
culpably acceﬁoxy thereto.

This therefore leads us to obferve, that the Reafon
annexed to the aforefaid Law, is exoreﬁ'ed in ambignous
Terms, Divifions, Diforders, &c. which, as they follow
upon Preaching, may be taken in a good or bad Senfe :
If thefe Words be taken in a bad Senfe, for finful Divi-
fions properly caufed by Preaching ; then certainly it is
finful Preaching, that procures them. Sinful Divifions
can never be the proper Fruits of Gofpel-Truths; to
fay otherwife, is to pour Contempt upon the glerious
Gofpel. If fo, then it is unreafonable to hinder the
Preachmg of Truth in any of our Borders, in order to
prevent Divifions. And Truth, we are by the Law
of Charity obliged to hope, will be preach’d by our
approved Brethrcn, until we have good Reafon to the
contrary., Cen
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Can any Membe: of one Pretbytery, know certainly
before-hand, that a Mcember of another will preach falfe
Doétrine in any of their Vacancies,- more than one of
their own Prefbytery ? If not, then he may with equal
Reafon hinder the Brethren of his own Prefbytery from
preaching in fuch Vacancies; and fo they fhall never
be fupplied ; for, another may hinder him by the fame
Rule: If yea, then we alk how this can be without a
Claim to Irfallibility or immediate Revelation ? |
If a Fear of our Brother’s preaching falfe Do&rine,
meerly becaufe he is fallible, will juftify his being fuf-
pended from preaching for a Time, before he has
preach’d it ; then we query, if this, followed in its juft
and natural Confequences, will not filence this Synod
and all the World with them i This Method of pre-
venting the Preaching of falfe Doltrine, is, we confefs,

effetual to anfwer the End defigned : But then it con-

cludes or infers rather n.ore than we fuppofz the Synod
will allow of; for it deftroys ali Preaching entirely,
except by in{pired Perfons.

But if there are other fufficient Foundations for the
aforefaid Fear ; then why are not the {criptural Methods
of private Reproof, and publick Charge, before his pro-
per Judicatory purfued ¢ If there are not fufficient
Reafons; then why is the aforefaid Fear followed, and
made the Foundation of Ceniure; feeing it is un-
reafonable ?

But if the aforefaid Terms are taken in a good Senfe
for thefe Difturbances which the powerful Preaching of
the Gofpel on' occafions, in which refpeét our Saviour
obferves, That he came not to fend Peace on Earth, but
a Sword, to fet a Man at Variance with his Father, &c.
{Sce Matth, 10. 34--36.) and that while the firong Man
arnicd fkeeps the Houfzy all the Goods are in Peace ; ---
"Uhen is the aforefaid Taw very extraordinary and un-
acconntible mndeeds: i'or, wherever the Gofpel becomes
the Witdom and Po .o of (God, to the Converfion of

Sowls,

~Light ; and that they were.inadvertently

P 3
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Souls, there it is generally oppos’d by the Devil and his
Emiffaries: Thefe that are converted, do ordinarily

‘endeavour to convince others of their fecure Neighbours
of their Danger and Mifery

(which is but their Duty ;)

this is apt to provoke the Children of Belia’ to reproach

the People of God ; and in the Choice of a Minifter,

thefe Perfons who have a better Knowledge and Savour

of true Religion, may be alfo very cautious; . which is

alfo their Duty : Hence Divifions and Diforders may

enfue. Now, if this Oppofition of Satan and his Seed

againft the Power of the Gofpel, be the Divifions in-

tended, and Minifters muft be debarr’d from preaching

in particular Places, left the Dzvil’s Kingdom fhould

be difturbed, and Sazun himf:=lf vexed or drove out of
Places where GOD has fealed their Labours for the!
fame Reafon ; Then the Law we plead againft, is°
moft iniquous, But we charitably hope, that it did

not appear to our Rev. Brethren, who paffed it in this

led into a

Confent to the aforefaid A&, by the heavy Complaints

and frightful undiftinguifhed Terms of Divifions and

Diforders: And we are perfwaded, that now they

will join with us in oppofing this unequal A&, when

the Divifions 2nd Diforders pointed at in it, come to

be particularly diftinguifhed and fpecified by their pro-

per Caufes and remote Occafions.

- But whatever favourable Sentiments Charity obliges
us to entertain of the Intentiens of the Formers of the
aforefaid Act; yet we muft in the mean time obferve,
that the Ambiguity of its Terms, gives Room for the
aforefaid terrible Effeéts,

Suffer us, Reverend Gentlemen, again to obferve, that
we think it hard and highly injurious, that a Minifter
approved of by the Synod, when he is warned, .
muft forbear the Exercife of his Office in any Vacancy
of another Prefbytery, where he is providentially cal’d; -
and if he would clear up his cloudcd\Chara&er,{ or
aniwer
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anfwer the juft Requeft of the People, he muft wait in
his T'ravels far from Home, till a Prefbytery meets, not

that which ke properly belongs to; and he hears their:

Decifions about his Brethren’s Sufpicions, or elfe their
prophetical Determinations about what is not yet come
to pafs, vzz. Whether his preaching in fuch a Place, will
be artended with Diviftons ; yea or not.  We hope you
will not be offended, Gentlemen, when we affure you,
that our fecble Powers are perfectly puzzled and non-
plus’d, when vse would labour to found the myfterious
Depths of this Aét in all its Parts; but thus far we
think we may fafely fay, That according to the Notions
we have of it, its general Scope and Tendency feems to
be to difcourage utterly all occafional Preaching out of
the Bounds of the Prefbytery we live in, and to {ubje&t
the Exercife of the minifterial Office to the cupricious
Humours of uncharitable, ill-natur’d Brethren.

We thought indced, that when Minifters were or-

dained, they had a Right to preach Chrift where they
were providentially called, whether it was within their
Precfbytery-Line, or beyond it: But now we are learned
the Contrary ; for by this new Law they muft have
new Commiffions from a Prefbytery or Synod, if they
happen in their Travels to crofs their Prefbytery-Line,
or meet with a crofs Brother. Befides tirere is fome-
thing in this new Law imply’d, that is, in cur humble
Opinion, very injurious to ruling Elders and the Chrif-
tian People, viz. That, according to it, they have no
Power to invite a regular Member of another Preibytery
to preach among them one Sabbath in his T'ravels: If
any Member of their own gives Warning to the Con-
trary, thus one diforderly Brother is impower’d by the
aforefaid Alt, to trample upon the Rights of Minitters,
Elders, and People: We call the fuppofed Perfon dif-
orderly, becaufe by unreafonable Jealoufies he breaks

the Law of Love, which obliges to hope all Things

that are good of our Brethren, as far as it is reafonable,
and

cher before an improper Judicatory,
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and to fuffer long, and be kind: If his [raloufies be
without fufficient Ground, he is diforderly 5 1t 1t ‘bas
fufficient Grounds, he is allo diforderly, i taking fuch
an unfcriptural, yea, antifcriptural Method w;th his
Brother, as this Law direfts to. We cannot fee any
Confiflency between our Saviour’s Law, mentioned
Matth. 18. 15--18. and this of the late Synod ; nor any
Kindnefs, but rather great Cruelty, In accufing a Bro-
and that when
unprepared to make his Defence.

Once more : T'he aforefaid Act {eems to us, to con-
tradict the generous and nobie Temper of the Apoitle
Paul, who refclutely rejoiced that Chrift was preachqd,
tho’ by fome it was done thro’ Envy, Infincerity, Strife

-

and Contention, fuppoling to add Affliction to his
Bonds. Phil. 1. 16, 17.

Neither are we able to difcern the Confiftency of
the aforefaid A& with the Care that Prelbyteries
fhould have that their Vacancies be fupplied ; cfpecially
confidering the Situation of Affairs in this Country 15
fuch that fome Prefbyteries are not able, without wrong-
ing their own Congregations, to fupply the Vacancies
in their Bounds; therefore, one would t.hmk, they
thould be glad of Help en paffant from their a?proved
Brethren in their occafional Travels.  But the Contrary
of this appears by the Law under our prefent Confide-
ration, which cafts unfcriptural Hinderances in the
Way of Help, and makes it extreamly precarious, and
even almoft impraiticable. But to proceed :

The Second Religious Law made by the laft Synod,
which we diffented from, is to the following Purpofe,
.} viz. That no Prefbytery has (according to it) Liberty

to examine any Candidaces who .offer themfelves to
to them, in order to licenfe or ordain them, betore they
be examined and approved refpecting theis Literature
by a Committee of the Synod. T hat
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' That our Reafons againft the aforefaid Law inay be.
fet in a juft Light, we beg lzave to premife the three}

following Pofitions, wviz.
I. That thereisa Parity o1 Cquality of Power among
Gofpei-wlinifters, is a Truth univerfally own’d by

Peefbyterians 3 a Truth very cvident from the Come

miflion Chrift gave to his Apofties.

II. That a Prefbytery, or the {fmalleft Affociation of ‘

Minifters, have a Power from. Chriit to ordain, is alfo a
Truth which the Scriptures fully vouch, 1 Tim. iv, 14,
2 Tim. ii. 2. A Truth which the Pr r/éym:am have
univerfally maintained in their Defences, and con-
formed to in their Pradtice: A 'T'ruth which gave rife
to the Prefbvterian Name. FHe who denies the afore-
faid Pofitions overfets, confequently, in his Opinion,
all Prefbyterianifm both in Nameand Thing, and un-
churches all the reformed Churches (ftri¢tly fo called)

He who owns them, will, in our humble Opinion, be |

obliged, in Reafon, to own a

III. Pofition neceffarily refulting from them ; which |

is this, that Prefbyteries have Authonty from Chrift
to exami:ne all Candidates (who regularly offer them-
felves) refpecting all Qualifications that are neceflary
for the Miniftry ; for this the Power of Ordination,
in the Nature of the Thing, necefiarily fuppofes. If
they may fet them apart to the minifterial Work, they
muft judge of their Qualifications for it, or a&t b 7 im-
plicit Faith in their cwn proper Bulinefs, whxch is
abfurd .

Having offer’d the aforefaid Conclufions, we would
reafon againft the aforefaid religious Law, which re-

ftrains the Exercife of that Powex which Chrift has gi-

ven toPrefbyteries, as to the Examination of Candidates,
for a time, as to fome whom they may approve of, and
perpetually as to others whom, perhaps, thLy may not
approve of ; in the following \/Lmnu 5 Ui

T We |
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1. We think that the aforefaid A& is ah unfcriptural
aw: We cannot find any Directions in the Scriptures
that Candidates for the Miniftry muft be examined. and

approved by a Committee of any Synod, before}a Iref-
bytery
. cenfe or ordain them.

takes them under Examination in order to h-

- II. We look upon it to be an unchantabxe A&: R
feems neceflarily to fuppofe a Sufpicion cf the Infuffici-
ency or Unfaithfulnefs of their own Menibe:z. or or in
the Performance of the Tafk Chrift hus afligned then.
as its Foundation, Now, unlefs this Sufpicion be plea-
ded, how can any tolerable Pretence of Necedity for the
aforefaid Law be urged? And if it be, how can the
Conduct of the Members of thisSynod in 1ending iuch
into the Miniftry, approving them in it, and allowing

‘them the Privileges of an aflociated Body or Prefbytery,

be juftified !
I1I. We think the aforéfaid Law is anti-feriptural :
If the Scripture allows and injoins Prefby..ries to exa-
mine all Students who are of good Report (that regu-
_Iarl offer themfelves) as has been before proved, then
it is againft the Scripture to impair or hinder the Exer-
cife of faid Power, unlefs the Poffeflors thereof confent
thereto, or be judicially convinced of fuch Faults as
deferve fuch Treatment,
.. If agodly Candidate, who is fufficiently qualified for
the minifterial Work according to the divine Prefcrip-
tion, fhould fcryple the Lawfulnefs of this fynodical
Law, and yet oﬂer himfelf to a Prefbytery, &, they
are obliged by the Law of Chrift to receive him,
2 Tim. i1, 2. Rom. xiv, 1. 4. Rom. xv. 7. But by this
Law of the Synod they are obliged to reject him,
_ IV, It’s unjuft (in our Opinion) to impair a Power
given by Chrift to any, or to reftrain the Exercife of it
gowed by him, againft the Confent of the Wills and
iQates of the Confciences of the Pofleflors, unleia

they be proved Gullty of Dfuch Crimes as deferve fuch
}\
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Penalties. ‘T'o condemn and punifh before any Accufa-
tion is offered, is an odd Way of Judging. |

Farther, we cannot fee how it can be reconciled to
the Maxims of Juftice, to oblige all Candidates to fpend
Time and Money (which fome can ill fpare in attend-
ing upon fynodical Committces) when the Matter can
be otherways well managed, according to the divine
Diretion.

V. The aforefaid Law is (in our Opinion) unnecef-
fary : Why may not or cannot Prefbyteries try young
Men now, as they have done this Twenty or Thirty
Years by paft, even ever fince this Synod was formed ?
If this Committee be fo neceffary, what a poor State
muft this Church have been in, ’til the laft Year! and
how defe@ive muft the Laws of Chrift be, which
have not a Word of this Committee in them, fo far as
we can gather ? |

VI. 1tis (in our Efteem) anti-prefbyterian: This
Law, by taking from Prefbyteries their proper Bufinefs,
and reftraining them in the Exercife of their original
Powers unfcripturally, tends\ to render them ufelefs,
and fo to deftroy them entirely, and with them that
Subordination of Judicatories dependent on them, with-
out which the Prefbvterian Government in its prefent
Model cannot fubfiit. ’

According to the Prefbyterian Conftitution we con-
ceive, that all the Minifters of the Gofpel are equal
one with another in all the Parts of the Paftoral Office ;
fo that none have any peculiar Powers or Privileges be-
yond others: And yet particular Prefbyteries, confifting
of fuch 2 Number of Minifters, -more or lefs,- with the
Elders of their feveral Congregations, as can conve-
niently meet together fo often as Occafion may require,
have full and complete Power for ordering all the Affairs
of the Church within their Bounds. Ina Word, they
have Power to execute all the Parts of Government

which Chrift has appeinted i his Church, (which, l]:y
the

fst]
the Way, is not inconfiftent with their Liablenefs to be
brought to Account by Jyneds, or larger Affemblies
confifting of fevera! Prefbyteries, either for Errors in
Doétrine or wrong Condu& in Praétice) and confe-
quently they have the whole Management of the Ad-
miffion of Perfons to the Preaching of the Gofpel, who
may and ought to apply to them for that End. Now,
certainly, this A& we oppofe, is an Abridgment of the
aforefaid Right and Privilege ; for, according to it, no
Prefbytery muft try or licenfe any Candidate, until they
obtain the Liberty and Approbation of thofe who are
conftituted their Superiors in the Bufinefs; and fuch as
thefe Examinants think fit to reje€t; they muft by no
Means admit: Whereas we can’t be aflured but that
fome may have a Sufficiency of Learning and Know-
ledge, of whom thefz Gentlemen may think otherwife.
Poffibly fonie of th.m might think very meanly of a
Candidate, who has, perhaps, as much ufeful Know-
ledze and as improving Abilities as themfelves, i¥ he is
not {o well acquainted with fome Metaphyfical Niceties
and fublime critical Difquifitions of the Schoolmen ; tho®
he might probably do as much to the Defence of Gofpel=
Truth, and the fav’ng Inftru@ion of immortal Sculs, as
themfelves, notwi ' ‘tanding of their other Speculations :
Whence it is the moie neceffary for Prefbyteries to pre=
ferve their juft Rights and Liberties in this as well as

.‘ all other Cafes.

And to make it farther appear, that this A& is an
Encroachment upon them, let it be chferved, that by
the fame Method of Proceeding, all the Power of Pref-
Dyteries may e taken away; and fo our Conftitution
of Government, in the prefent Plan thereof, entirely
unhing’d : For, if the Synod can take away, at its
Pleafiire, one Privilege arid proper Bufinefs of Prefby-
teries, what hicders but that by the fame Power they
may take away another, and another; ’til they takeé
away the Whole, by the fame Rule that this A& iy

D 2 made P
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made ? And we think, for as weighty Reafons, they
might take the Licenfingand Ordaining of Candidates
intirely into their own Hands (it would prevent Trou-
ble) and alio go through Stitch with all the other Bran-
ches of the Prefbytery’s Work, which they have an
equal Right to with the former ; and then we fhould
have an End of Prefbyteries altogether :  And indeed
if the Thing be taken away, why fhould not the Name
go with it? We profels, Gentlemen, that we cannot
brook meer Shams and empty Names of Things with-
out the Subftance.

Befides, we age at a Lofs to conceive how it can
accord withPrefbyterian Parity, to fet a fmaller Number
over a greater, with the Power of a Negative (againft
their Wills) in the Bufinefs of their proper Proviace,
and that before they have any Opportunity to attempt
the Performance of it. It feems to us to be a great
Step to Prelacy: For what are the Members of the
Committee, efpecially as to thofe who gave no Confent
to their Claims, but a Combination or Convocation
of Superintendants and Deputy-Prelates, to whofe lord-
ly Authority the inferior Clergy, the poor Curates, I
mean the Prefbyteries, are obliged to fubmit,

But to prevent being tedious,'we muft not add that the
aforefaid A& is inconfiftent with itfelf, and cannot well
hang together. The fpecious Reafon offer’d in the firft
Part, viz. to fupply the Want of Colleges, clathes with
the latter Part, which obliges even fuch as have had a
College Education, to repair to the Synod’s Committee.

Thus we have in as brief a Manner as we could, of-

fered fome of our Reafons againft the Matter of the two -

late A&s of this Synod. We now proceed to offer our
Sentiments about the Power from which they fprung;,
with the principal Reafons thereof, feeing it is to little
Purpofe to takeaway bad Branches while the bitter Root
remains untouch’d ; for fo long as it continues, it will
be apt, upon all Occaficns, to produce as bad or worfe

" again,
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agam. We will therefore, by divine Afiiftance, ven-
ture a Blow at the Root. "
We humbly conceive that the aforefaid A&s in their |
prefent Form are founded upon a falfe Hypotbefis or
Quppofition, namely, that a Majority of Synods or other .
Church-Judicatories have a Power committed to them
from Chrift to make new Rules, A&: or Canons about
Religious Matters, on this Ground or. Foundation, viz.
That they judge them either to be not againft or agree-
able to the general Diretions of the Word, of Ged,
and ferviceable to Religion; which fhall be Binding up-
on thofe that confcientioufly diffent therefrom, under
certain Penalties which are to be infli&ted even upon.
thofe who judge the A&s they inforce to be contrary ta
the Mind of Chrift, and prejudicial to the Intereffs of
his Kingdom. This is in brief a legiflative or law-ma-.
king Power in religious Matters, and this we do utterly
difclaim and renounce for the Reafons which we fhail
anon mention, and are pleafed that we have our Synod’s
Concurrence therein in a printed Declaration, which .
was fenr to Ireland fome Years agone : That Declara- .
tion, which we apprchead worthy of a proteflant
Body, we pwpofe to - :intain inviolably in our:
Practice as well as Profefyo.:, WNow, we conceive that
a religious Law may be faid < "« new in two Refpedls,
vz, 1n refpedt of the Matter .ii'z:ied in it, or the Pe-.
nalty annexed to it, 7. ¢, when any Tling is required
or forbidden by it which is not required or forbidden.
by God in his Word, the Law is new. Again, a
Law may be faid to e new (as we conceive) when,
tho’ the Subftance thereof be according to or contained,
gl e;.hi t‘é’,ordf of golg, a Penalty is inflied for the
reach thereot, which . is npt prefcribed by ing:
of the Church,, - o E 4 by the King
) I:To:r the p;‘rin,lci'paﬁ;1 Reafons that incline us to believe
1at there 1s na legiflative Authority in the 3
Chrift, are thefe f%ﬂhwing,, / (husch. of

D3 A1
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L If Church Judicatories have 2 Right to fuch a
Power as this, then they have received it from Jefus
Chrift, This, we hope, will admit of no Difpute ;
for he is the great Head of his Church, the Govern-
ment is laid upon his Shoulders. Again, if Chrift has
given them fuch a Power, he has fomewhere fignified
she Grant of it in his Word. But the Place or Places
of Scripture we cannot find wherein the Lord Jefus
Chrift authorizes the greater Number of a Church- Juy
dicature to lord it over their fewer Brethren, and the
Heritage of (God under their Infpetion, by makins
Laws of their own Devifing over their Heads, inforce
with penal San&ions, and particularly that of Non-
communion among the reft. :

Neither can we find in theWord of God, any Paffage
wherein our blefled Redeemer Jefus Chrift has enjoinéd
his Minifters, and other Members of hisChurch, to fub-
mit or yield a blind Obedience to the Laws and Ordi-
nances of a greater Number in a2 Church Judicatory,
altho’ they judge them to be finful and contrary to the
Good of nis Kingdom. When either of the aforefaid
Particulars is made evident from the Scriptures of
Truth, then we will readily fubje& our Confciences to
the Guidance of other Men, and yield undifputed
g)bediencc to all their Decrees: Bur, we hope, never

efore, | - '

- II. The making of new religious Laws, feems to us

to be an Invafion upon the kingly Office of our Lord
Jefus Chi'iy, to whofe Royalty it peculiarly belongs to.
give Laws io his'Church, Hence the Apoftle Fames
miterms us that there is me Low-giver (i. e. one only
whe i caclufive of all others) who is able to fave and
deflrgy : Bubicining, 2Who art thou then that judgeft anather,
Fam. iv. 1z, (ol 18, Chrift is the Head »f the Body,
the Gharck, Lo is covitituted the King of Zigz, Now,
it the Chucc of Chrift has but one Head, one King,
coo Lo iver, how can any Men oh ‘Earth make

T awe
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ELaws in Addition to Chrift’s for the Government of
his Subje@s in religious Matters, without making the -
Church a2 monftrous Body, with many Heads, with«
out commencing Kingsin his Kingdom, or rather fet-
ting up a Kingdom of their own in Cppofition to his?
If making new religious Laws, as to their Matter, or
adding new Penalties to old cnes, be not Aéts of kingly’
Power, wedefire to know what is. | |
Likewife the Members of Chrift’s Church are, from -
from this very Argument, diffuaded from yielding Sub-
miffion to fuch a Claim of Power. 1 Cor. vii, 23, 2e
are bought with a Price ; be not ye the Servants of Men.
Mark vii. 5. 6.--ix. Them the Pharifees and Scribes
afked bim, why walk not thy Difciples according to the
the Tradition of the Elders, but eat Bread with unwafhen
Hands. (To whom Chrift replied) Ir vaindo they wor-
pip me, Teaching for Dolirines the Commandments of
Men, Here was an A& of the fewifb Synod concer-.
ning a Thing very innocent in its Nature, and yet
we fee of what dangerous Tendency it was in the Judg-
ment of our Saviour. When the falfe Brethren would
have brought the Galatian Church into the Bondage of
the Fewy.» Ceremonies, the Apoftle Pau! would not give
place by Subjecion, no not for an Hour, that the Truth
of the Gofpel might conthhue with them, Gal. ii. 4, 3.
III. The aforefaid Power of Legiftation (or Law-
making) in religious Matters, feems to us to be utterly
inconfiftent with the Perfe@ion of the Holy Scripture ;
of which the Apoftle Paul teftifies, That it s
profitable for Doflrine, Coarrettion, Infirultiom in Righ-
teoufnefs, that the Man of God may be perfeit and
thoroughly furnifbed to every good Work, 2 Tim. iii.
16. '17. Whatever good Work there is in the
whole Sphere of Religion, the holy Scriptures afford fuf-
ficient haws for the Performance of its by thefe the
Man of God may be thoroughly furnifhed and perfe& ;
and can any Man defire more than PerfeCtion ? or can
: ' D4 there
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there be any good Work in Religion, which is not pre--
fcribed by the Author of it? If fo, then Superftition.

ig juftified, contrary to the many Paffages of Holy Writ
that condemn it. If not, then where is there any
room for new religious Laws of human Invention ?

If the King of the Church and Author of the Scnp-}
tures be fodom and Love itfelf, then certainly his

omnifcient Eye muft pierce the Vail of Futurity, and
perfetly behold all the various Difficulties which his

poorChurch was to grapple with through all the fucceflive.

Scenes of its Duration here; and his boundlefs Love
excite his unfearchable W ifdom to form every Law
that was, is, or thall be neceffary for its Dlreéhon in
evety of them Now, if the Cafe be fo, what need
can there poflibly be of new religious Laws made (at
any time) by fhort-fighted, fallible, corrupt Creatures ;

and if it be not fo, our Religion and F alth are vainyand .
Fo imagine a Neceﬁity of new °
Laws in religious Matters, contains in, it (in our Opi-.

we are yet in our Sins,

nion) an ungenerous Reflection upon the divine Word

and the Wifdom, Goodnefs and Faithfulnefs of its

Author.

IV. A Power of Law-makmg in religious Affairs, .

i3 (in our,Opinion) inconfiftent with Chriftian Liberty,
which, we think, contains in it a free Ufe or Difufe of.

Thmgs, in their general Nature indifferent, . according
to the beft Judgment we ourfelves can form of their Ex-,

pediency or Inexpediency, from the general Diretions
of the divine Word applied to our Circumftances.

Undoubtedly there are many Things which are in

their general Nature lawful to be done or avoided,
which,are not ncceﬁ'ary by any Law of the Gofpel, any
farther than as varying Circumftances may render them,
t-xpednent, as Helps for the Performanc: of commanded
Duties, or mcxpcdzcnt, as Hinderances. Now if:a Ma-
jority of Church Rulegs may fix and determine all thefe

Thmgs for us by Laws of :K 5

C-
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Penalties againft thofe that confoientioufly .diffent, -
then we are in a poor Box indeed. If thefe Things
that Chrift has left free be not left {0 by Church
Authority, then what fhall become of the Lmerty which
our dear Redeemer has bought for us by his Blood,
i Cor:-vii. 23. Gal. 1. Being made freeby fo great a
Price, wherefore fhould we become the Servants of Men,
and tamely fuffer ourfelves to be enfrared and enflaved by
2 Yoke of their Framing & Impofing. Are we not com-
manded to ftard faft in the Lijberty wherewith Chrift
has made us free. It has been frequently, and, we
think, juftly oblerved by the moft eminent Defenders
of our Perfuafion, againit the exorbitant Claims of ano-
ther Church, wiz. That it is not to be imagined that our
merciful Redcemer would. die to free his People from a
Yoke of ceremonial Laws of divine Inftitution, and at
the fame time leave them expofed to theWill of their Fel-

Jlow-Creatures, to be opprefled with a Multiplicity of their

Inyentions,which havebcen often asunreafopable ascruel.

very new religious Law cuts oft a valuable Branch
from our Chriftian Liberty ; .and how foon they may be
fo multipligd as to bereave us entirely of that precious
Privilege. (in the Senfe before mentioned) we know not :
But this feems evident to us, that, according to the.
Law-making Scheme, our Liberty lies at the Mercy of
Men, who may, if we ftupidly couch under the Burdens
they impofe, foon deftroy it.

V The aforefaid Power of Legiflation in Matters of
Religion, Prudence, and Confcience, oppofes and tends
to deﬁroy (in our Opnmon) the antient Church-Difci-
pline that Chiift has appointed, by fixing new Terms

eir Invention, armed with,

of Communion. The Subftance of that Difcipline
which Chrift has appointed in his Word (35 we con-
ceive), confifts principally in excluding from Commuy- .
nion fuch grofly erroneous or vicious Perfons mPrmcnple-
or Practice, as his Word points out ; ‘and receiving

lthem again inte it, upon their fhewing the Signs of Pe-

nitence :
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nitence :+ In thort, the Terms of the Difcipline of
Chrift are fixed and invzriable, and fhould be inviolably
obferved by all Churches ; but the Legiflative Power
aforefaid. by coining new religious Laws, makes a new
Term of Communion by every one of them, in Addi-
tion to thofe our Saviour had ordained, fo that hereby the
Difcipline of Chrift is gradually drawn off its antient
Foundation, zamely, the Laws of God, to the Lufts,
Fancies and Traditions of Men, thro> which the former
are fometimes made void ; for by their Traditions they
are fometimes obliged to reje& thofe whom the Laws of
Chrift oblige them to receive,thofe whom they themfelves
were wont to receive ; ¢. g, The Laws of Chrift oblige
them to receive to Chriftian Communion all thofe that
are found in the main Points of Faith, and regular in
Life, altho’ they err in Circumftantials or lefler Points;
and to Minifterial all thofe that have the Qualifications
which the King of the Church requires in his Word.
Rom. xiv. 1, 4. Him that 15 weat tn Faith, receive ye;
but not to doubtful Difputations. Who art thou that judgeft
another Man’s Servant ¢ whereas the new Laws of
Churches have excluded and do exclude fuch. Every
Man, how pious, peacesble, ufeful and eminent foever
he be, in all valuable Refpeéls, if he fcruples and oppo-
fes fuch Church-Canons as he thinks are difhonourable

and detrimental to true Religion, tho™ Chrift receives

him to Glory, and bids them receive him; yet by
thefe human Ecclefiafticz] Laws they will rejeét him,
fome from Chriftian and Minifterial Communion both,
and fome from Minifterial only. Thus a dreadful
Foundation is laid for a Succeflion of Schifms in the
Church of God, while fuch a Claim of Power is pre-
tended to, and exercifed, by which the Seamlefs Coat
of Chrift is rent and torn into an almoft infinite Num-
ber of Parts, For, the Charter of Law-making (in

our humble Opinion) is hard to be found in the Bible, -

and the Prudentials about which they exercife it, are

often- |
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oftentimes difficult_to be determined. Good Men are
apt to have different Minds about them, and being of
different Sentiments, and eenfcientioufly inclined to act
according to the beft af their Light ; fo long as there is
Confcience and Courage on Earth, while the aforefaid
Engine is mounted on the Wheel, a fad Scene of Debate
and Divifion is opened. |
In thort: If we may be fuffered to fpeak plainly, a
Legiftative Authority makes the Terms of Communion
#s variable as any Weather-Cock ; fo that a Man is in
continual Danger of being caft out of Communion,
where' it is exercifed in its Rigour, unlefs he has a Con-
feience as plyable as Wax, ready to receive every Im-
preflion, or can alter his Sentiments out of Complaifance
to a Majority of Votes, as faft as the Camelion its Co-
lours. "Which léads us to the

'VI. Reafon, which we humbly offer againft a Legif-
lative Authority in Matters purely religious, and it is
this, 'That we think it an unwarantable Encroachment
upon the Righits of Confcience and private Judgment ;
becaufe it determines for us, what properly falls within
their Sphere, and obliges us to fubmit thereto whether
convinced or not, or fuffer certain Penalties, which
%lmighty GOD has not prefcribed in his Word in fuch

afes. | '
~ ‘That Matters of Prudence and Expediency under a
religious Confideration, come within the Sphere of Con-
fcience, is evident from this, That by doing what is
prudent and expedient, much Service acrues to Reli-
gion, and by the contraty much Damage: Now, can
any Man be a true ‘Chriftian ‘and not have a confien-
tious Regard to'do and ayoid what promotesand hinders
the Interefls of true Religion ! Again, we think it e-
vident from Scripture, that God has given the only
Right to everv Man to judge for himfelf in the Parti-
culars aforefaid. 1 Thef. 5. 21. 1Cor. 11, 13. Rom.
14, 14,22,23, 10C0r. 6. 12, '
The




inci - | lible1 I inations, and fo cannot injoin what
apparent from the Principles of natural as well as re- lible in their Determinations, ¢

vealed Religion ; if every Man muft anfwer at laft for ifslwmngil OZk:ah:l:atﬁ:{ni cl;:‘:upfr:::e:i(;;%ltlﬁgi atz;
his own A&ions, and the Mifguidance of others will | ;-frof>anc ma Enioinine it. A legiflat YA hosi
not clear him from Guilt or guard him from Punith- | become Good, by uﬁnj"";n{gg 't“i. ;egl 3{‘*1" c. ::1 " ox?;
ment in following them, it is but equal that he fhould |'" the Church, muft of Neceflity be relolvec

. : ~ i other of thefe two as its firft Principle : But we are
judge for himfelf alfo : The holy Scriptures frequently | ** © : »
enjoin this Duty of examining what is propofed to us in perfuaded that both the one and the other will be dif
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‘T'he Right of private Judgment in general is squally Things, viz. either that Church-Judicatories are infal.
religious Matters, and commend the Performance of it ‘ claimed by us all, and confequently fo ought this Power,

- which cannot be claimed confiftently without them.
i the Bercans ; and to what Purpofe fhould we exa- That there is fuch 2 Connexion in this Cafe is moft ma-

rifeft ; for i* Church-Judicatories are not infallible, then
they may err, either requiring that to be done which
eught not, or forbidding that which ought ; in nelthe_r
of which Cafes certainly are we bound to obey, unlefs
their Authority is alfo fuch that it can alter the Nature
of Things, or fecure us from the Punifhment we deferve
’ for doing what is Evil, or negle&ting _what is Good.
l In a Word Legiflators in Religion muft be either infal-

mine thefe Things, but to form a Judgment about them,
and alt accordingly ?  If we muft a& contrary to our
Judgment, becaufe of the Laws of our Fellow-Creatures,
then our Examination ferves but to encreafe our Guilt
and Puntfhicent ; for be that doubts, is damned if be eat,
Rorm. 14.°23.  And if we muft believe, that to be pru-
dential and ferviceable to Religion which any Set of
Men make into Laws, meerly becaufe of their fuppofed-
Authority ; then certainly Ignorance is the Mother of
Devotion ; then implicit Faith and blind Obedience are
found and wholefome Do&trines; then in order to qua-
lify us for thorough Subjction to our fpiritual Gover-
nors, it will be neccflary to pluck out our own Eyes,
that we may fee clearly thro® their Spe@acles.
Neither does that plaufible Apology of the Patrons of,
a Legiflative Power, viz. that their A@s or Canons
about Prudentials, are grounded upon and agreeable to,
the Word of God, or general Dire@ions of Scripture,
Make the unhappy Cafe of thofe that are under fuch a
heavy Yoke, a Bit the better, fo long 2s the minor
Party are deprived of the Right of Judging for them-
felves, whether thefe Things be fo or not, and of aQing
according to their Judgment without Cenfyre, This.
leads us to | | |
VIL. Another Reafon againft Lesiflative Authority
i1 religious Matters, whick js this, namely, That fuch
a binding Power neccllarily fuppofes one of thefe two
| ‘T'hings,

liole or omnipotent, This not only Reafon teaches,
but the Word of God confirms, Fam. iv. 12. We
have no Certainty but that a Church Judicatory may
injoin fomething very prejudicial to the Church of
Chrift, either through the Short-fightednefs and Mifap-
prebenfions of well-defigning Men ; or it may poffibly
happen that a confiderable Number are influenced by
wrong Principles and Motives ; and if Things appear to
be fo to others, mutt their Hands be bound up from doing
their Duty in Endeavouring to promote the Interefts ot
Chrift’s Kingdom ; and fo fubje& their Confciences, and
the valuable Interefts of Religion, to the Commandments
of Men? For Perfons to impofe Laws of their own De-
vifing upon others, without any Pretence to Infallibi-
lity, is (as we conceive) a very inconfiftent Proceeding.

The Proteftant Legiflators in religious Matters, by
owning the Fallibility of their Church- Judicatories, are
ebliged sither to abardon their faveurite Scheme, or ai-

Srvp
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fert the binding Power of erroneous Laws ; but not be-
ing willing to do the former, they chofe ic attempt the
Defence of the latter, namely, that Submiflion is due
to erroneous Laws and Sentences. To make this the
more plaufible, they acknowledge that we ought to res
fufe active Obediehce to unjuft Sentences, but not paf-
five, i.e. as we underftand it, we muft, according to
their Notion, negle& the Performance of a Duty which
God and Confciende enjoin, becaute Church-Authority
forvid it.  If the Cafe be fo, then the Church has Powet
to oblige to Sins of Omiffion, but not of Commiffion.
‘Then we ought to obey negative finful Commands, but
not pofitive. But we humbly conceive that this Dif-
tintion in the prefent Cafe is full nice ; for if we muft
obey Man rather than God in the one, why not in the
otheralfo, and fo make thorough Work ot it.

To this fhockingExtremity does the legiflativeScheme
neceflarily lead its Patrons; for if they allowed that fin-
ful Canons were null and void in themfelves, altho’
pafs’d by a Majority of Votes, and gave Liberty to the
minor Party to judge for themfelves, and toa& accord-
ing to their own Judgment without Cenfure ; their dar-:
ling Stru€ture would crumble into deferved Ruin. But
while they labour to maintain the contrary exorbitant
and awful Claim of Power, their Doétrine tends to de-
ftroy everyThing that is valuable in the humane N:z:ure,
as well as to fap the very Foundations of the proteftant
Religion.  And thisis

VIII. Another Argument which we beg leave 2 Iittie
to infiftupon. The Notion of a legiflative Power in
religious Matters, with the Neceflity of fubmiting to its
erroneous Deciftons, feem to us to ¢ondemn the %efor_-
mation from Popery, and our Diflenting from the
Church of England: For if it be neceffary to fubmit to-
erring Sentences of Churches, then how could the firft
Reformers oppofe the Authority and Revolt from the
Jurifdi€tion of the Church of Reme # and bow can the

Non-

T
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Nonconformifts, upon this Plan, vindicate their oppofing
the Canons of the Cburch of England (which they own

' to be a true Church) from the Chargeof Schifm ? If any

Church have a Power of Legiflation about Prudentials,
they muft of Confequence have Authority to judge
and determine what are fuch, and fo to oblige to the
Obfervance of them, and the avoiding their Contrartes
under the Penalty of Non-communion. If the Pref
dyterians have this Power, then certainly the Church of
England have it alfo: And in purfuance of this fuppofed
Claim of Power, they have actually made a great many
Canons or religious Laws eftablifhing, under the Penal-
ty of Non-communion, their Liturgy, Hierarchy, Crofs
in Baptifm, and many other Ufages, which they deemed
very expedient to promote Order and Decency. Now,
how can we, according to the aforefaid Scheme, juftify
our not Submitting to the lawful Authority of that
Chusch ? .

We think it very inconfiftent to maintain fuch a
Claim of Power, as would have forever prevented the
very Being of all the reformed Churches in general,
and fuch as condemns our Diffenting-One in particular.

It feems alfo to us inconfiftent, to grafp after a Power
for ourfelves which we condemn in others, or to difclaim
it in Word, while we praltife itin Deed. We can-
not think that any Church can need any Thing for its
Support, which would overfet its Foundations ; or that
Truth can alter its Nature in a Succeffion of time:
We fuppofe that what was true at the time of the Re-
formation, is fo fill. Again,

IX. We know not how to free all new religious
Laws from the Charge of Superftition and Uncharita-
blenefs, whatever pious Defigns the Formers of them
may have notwithftanding : For who bas required thefe
Things at their Hands, and why are they righteous over -
much. Ecclef. vii. 16. Wherefore do they teach the
Fear of God by the Procents of Men, Xa, xxix, 13. and

impofe
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impofe their human Commandments upon their Breth-
ren’s Confciences, which tho’ they have a Shew of
Wifdom, are really the Contrary ; becaufe they are
.Additions to the unerring Laws of the Wifdom of the
Father, and naturally tend to draw his People from an
entire Subjection to him as the Head of his Church,
Col, ii. 21, 22. Wherefore do they introduce a Syftem
of human Commandments when Chrift has abolifhed

" the old ceremonial Inftitutions, which were of a divinej

Original, and thereby put a ftumbling Block in their
Brother’'s Way, contrary to the following Places of
facred Scripture, Eph. ii. 15. Rom. xiv. 13, 14. Let us
not therefore judge one another any more 5 but judge this
rather, that no Man put a flumbling Block, or an Occafion
to fall, in bis Brother’s iWay. To him that efteemeth
any Thing to be unclean, to him it is unclean. -Bu: o
thy Brother be gricved with thy Meat, now walkeft thow
anot charitably.  Deftroy thou not him with thy Meat, for
whom Chrift died. .

Once more we beg leave to obferve, that the legifla-
tive Power aforefaid, is introductive of very great Evils
and Mifchiefs iato the Church of Chrift, and in parti-

cular, it opens a wide Door for the Introducing of anj

intolerable Bondage under human Yokes: Neither does
it only open a Door for this, and fo make it poffible,
nor yet only tend to it, and fo make it probable ; butit
is what it has done in Faét to high degree, as the deplo-
rable Experience of many Ages witnefs,

We are perfuaded that a Claim of Power made by
the Church-Rulers to frame Laws deem’d by them to
be orderly, dcceut, prudent, expedient, gave Rife to
Prelacy and Popery itfclf, and to all the burdenfom
T'rain of unferiptural and ridiculous Ceremonies which
the latter of thefe Churches does now groan under, as
well as to ftated Liturgies, and other unhappy Ufages;
in which fome Proteftant Churcies bave too much
copy’d after the Reman Superftition, Thefe Thing

2ig
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are Yokes which neither we nor aur Fathers were able
to bear. If this Power be taken once for granted, who
knows where it may flop indts Effe@s ? We cannot fee
that we have any more Security at this day upon thisPlan,
in the proteftant Church, to prevent the like Bondage
again, than the Church had when the infpired Apoftles
left it. It’s true it is probable we may not like theYokes
that others have made for us, and wreath’d about the
Necks of Chrift’s Subjeéts in Ages paft. But poffibly
we may be pleafed with as bad or worfe, which we either
do or may make ourfelves. .

Aga n, this fuppofed binding Power expofes Perfons
to be perfecuted for their Confciences; when any either
cf our Brethren in the Miniftry,or of a-private Station in
the Church, cannot with a clear Confcience cbferve or
fubmit to Church-Canons ; then they are liable to be re-
proved and cenfured, and who knows to what Degree 2
Yea, it may even caufe Schifm and Separation itfelf,
which lies at the Door of the Impofers who forced it,
and whereof they alone are the Authors. What difmal
Havock has been made in the Churches by this terrible:
Engine of legiflative Authority, in anathematizing and
excluding from Communion fome of the worthieft
Men in our Mother-Countries and elfewhere, is fo fla~
grant in Hiftory, that we need not mention Inftances,

When a Majority in a Church- Judicatory are fuppos’d
to have Power to coin Laws according to their own
Fancy, whereby they may judge of 2 minor Party, only
pretending in themally Time fome gencral fcriptural
Diretion as tiecigiidation, as alfo their Ufefulnefs,

&c. which it *gS8B30o in any Cafe, and has been 2c-
tually done in Favou®at the grofleft Superftitions of the
Roman Church§ may they not then, according to this
Scheme, wreck their angry Refentments upon, crufl
and opprefs their fewer Brethren, juft as they lift, whom
perhaps they could not juftly cenfure, if they kept entirely
30 the good ¢ld Laws of Jefus Chrift,
I 3 Suck

y .
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- Buch being the natural Effes of a Legiflative Awthority in
* Religion, we cannot think the Caufe is good that preduces them,
or that our wife and good Redelmer would put an Engine of fo |
much Mifchief and Oppreffion into the Hands of Churchmen,
thereby giving an Occafion to wotry One another, On the -
contrary, does not our LORD inform us, how he refents it,
when his Servants by Office begin to beat and fmite their Fellow-
Servants, and exercife a tyrannical Dominion over them, which
s the common and natural Effe€t of Men’s adding Laws of their
| own unto the Laws of Chrift ? The LORD indeed has autho-
rized the Stewards of his Houfe to cenfure the Violatots of his
own Laws ; but not to bind where he has not bound, in Confe-
quence whereof his faithful People may be opprefled. |
If it be oppofed to the preceeding Reafonings, that according
to this Principle, it is impoffible to maintain a Decorum and good

Order in the Church, but that all imaginable Confufions muft §

be expeéted to enfue, without any Poffibility of Reftraint ; and
that, tho' Authority may be abufed in fome particular Inftances,
yet even bad Government is better than Anarchy, or no authari-
tative. Governinent at ail 3 and that, then there is no Occafion,
much lefs Neceffity for Synods, or other Ecclefiaftick Judicatories, .
to meet at all, and fo the whole

blifhed for ordering the Afirs of his Church, falis to the Ground.

To this we anfwer ;
1. That the Objeétion
Reéfleions upon the Laws of Chrift contained in the Scriptures,
_as well as upon the Lawgiver, namels, That that
Laws he has given for the Government of his Church, is 1mper-
fe&, infufficient to anfwer the End defigned
After-Additions of his Subjecs. And indeed the Objection bears
hard upon the onour of his Wildom&laReape'ss Faithfulnefs,
and Truth, as if he either co Jd AldFiguld not give his
People fufficient Laws for their 17NN had not done it
when he fays he has. In the me2 $REIWe charitably hope,

that thefe Refletions are not intende by “the Objeftors ; but

they are moft certainly the natural and neceffary Fruits of the
Objetion itfelf.

. We think the aforefaid Objection againft the precceditl\g

Conftitation which Chnit efta-

bears in its Bofom grofs and grievous ,
Syftem of §

by it, without the
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thjs Power of makirg A&s of their own Divifin bli
Taws. Particular Prefbyteries ought undoubtéfl;' asoolt)!l‘xég;toz
_emjuire into the Fitneis and Qualifications of thofe who offer
Lthen!ﬁ:lves to the facred Work of the Miniftry, and either to
admit or refufe them, according as they find them qualified, and
:@xkelﬁb do Service or Differvice to the Church in that Oﬁﬁc’é
| They have-Liberty and Authority alfo to deny Church--Co.m-
munion too, and caft out of Communion fuch as by plain fcrip-
;Jure Dgreﬂxons are difqualified for it, either by fuch fundamentgd
rors in Doclrine or enormous Pradtices as are inconfiftent with
té;x:l rgl‘lrﬁéﬁxg ; :ugl Odtq infli@ fuch Cenfures upon irregular
- Is as ) el
| cesias gl? are guilty of \‘lﬂ his Word :'nakes due to fuch Offen-
n Cafes of Confcience propofed to'fhem, or Cafes of Di
:}r::e rggu}lirly brougkh.t before tll)lzm from particular Cgerlsgfgglz?tligfl::
CognfelgandtoAgg‘\:; cfhexr deliberate Judgment, with their beft
They have likewife Liberty to agree and conclud
ifll:en;fclvcs upon fuch Things as appeaxfor to them to havee :n;())gg
‘& endency to the Advancing of Religion, and are founded upon
: ».:-_orlagreea.lble to the Word of God; and fo engage then:-fef.\;es'
:lro untarily to the Obfervance of thefeThings, provided that they
(?hmt incroach apon the juft Liberties of the People under their
_Charge, nor pretend to bind their diflfenting Members to obfg

henfion of them. -
Likewife, it is rea

feveral Prefbyteries, 'am
brought by Way o "
byteries in orderé¢le E
greater Number upig i St
| _is Safety; and acegiibia
Cafes under thei3il
:lenl)‘ : But we think thype

b Authority except in fufl Cafes wherein God has given parti
obvious Direcion in his Word, which is to be ex%&ly g;;;i:ﬁat:
and even then they do no more than fhow from the Scripture;.

able and ufeful that Synods, confifting of
ekt together, whether Matters mﬁy be
A..or Refesence from particular Pref-
ghe Judgment acd Sentimeﬁ%sof a
Qg the Multitude of Counfellors there
b i doubttheir Duty to take fuch
B, and give their beft Advice in

"Reafcnings, is a meer Nox-fequitur, or falic Coniequence. -4, what is the Mind and Dire&ion of God in f 3

Iord Jefus has given fach Power and Authority to the Guidesof | clare their owa Refoluti od in luch Cates, and de-

; gi hs | they arc concemed.e olutions to a& according thereto, fo g; ;s
’

their Agreements, who may have a'different View and Appié- )

y'ihould not proceed to any further -

’ i

hisdChurch, as is fufficient for the Edification of his Body, without

i
!
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Now we conceive, thy. fxch a Method of Mmgcment
Church ndncatones 18" l! ‘which the Lord Jefus has only 3p
pointed ; and we think it is far better adapted to anfwer all gt
valuable Enas of Church (Government, than that Stpainof h x \
Authority which we are oppoting : ‘And had the Paftors oi“h ,
Church always congentcd themfelves with that Power w
Chrift has given them; witnout Claiming more, it is |
conceive how the (,hr'ﬂ'm%\World could have been fo gcnerdly
' :horngted and divided as 1F has been for many Ages, and is at

is Day:

To conglude, we profe’s a hearty Charity for thofe Gengle-
.men Wik on the other Side of 4be Queftion in this Debate.
Doubé Thmgs appear £ them in another Light. We have
only, " in the Courfe of oy Reafoningsy laboured to expofé the
Abfuydityts gr Opinion 4vhich we taink prejudicial to the Inter-
eitsof the Saviour’s Kingdlom : And if we are herein miftaken
we are willing to be convinced by Scripture and Reafon; but
whether we ge't Convictior: or not by our Brethren’s Arguents,
we believe that the Unity of the Spirit in the Bond of Peace may

be preferved notwithfanding a Diverfity of Sentiméntiabout leffer
'I’hmgs, if moderate Counlels be fllowed, and that mutual Far-
bearance be allowed, whn.h the Gotpcl of Chrif requires.




