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Mr. TeENNBENT S

PR EVF A CE

Examined and Anfwered.

Sl S for Mr. Temnent’s Apology for his
B f_' Delay in writing his Remarks, we
mae fuppofe it is direéted to his. Friends
rather than his Opponents ; and there-
@5 fore it may pafs without Remark
N8  To Mr. 70s profefling his mtermg
the Maze of CGontroverfy, with “his
Brethren, with [ome Digree of Relultance; we. reply,
Hath not Mr. <. entercd the Maze of Controyerfy

ith his Brethren long ere now? What elfe means lis
ermon at Nottin ivam, wherein he appears as an -
hat meant their Protef entred againft, and their
lf y prefented to our Synod, in laft May was a
hat meant hls and Mr. Blair's General Libels, p
Jickly read at the Synod, wherein they charged lome
ing the Crimes but not the Perfons, without ever
A2 fpeakiny

nael among the body of the Clergy of this Generation ?
ve-month, whereof the latter is now pubh{hed?
inifters with being guilty of enormous Crimes, na-
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fpeaking with the Perfons leveled at privately, or en
quiring into the Truth of {fuch Charges judicially ; bu
taking them upon hearfays, and without exhibiting any
Accufations againft them in their refpe&tive Prbyte
vies? Where was Mr. 7.’s Reluétance to Controverfy
Love of Unity, concerting peacefill Meajures or Views t
tremote Peace and Unicir, wheny with his Mobs at h
Jack, Le threatned his Brethren at NewsCasiic Prifby
tery with giving them- Battle, when no Provccadiu
was given him, but cnly humily intreating him to de
clure, Whether any of tiicir Number was intended 1t
the fauid Libel exhibited at the Synod, Yea or No
And if they or any of their Number were of th
Number of the Criminals complained of, that he an
Ms. B--r would be pleafed, cither then or at thei
Leifure afterwards, to table Complaints acainft fuch
in order to bring them to a regular T'rval, that the In
nocent might be cleared, and the Guilty, if any wei
fo, might be cenfured : Or if they were not the Per
fons intended, that their declaring fo, publi:kly, wou!
be taken for Satisfadtion ? Have not particular Prefby
teries as geod a Right to demand the T'ryal of thel
refpeitive Members, in Matters of Scandal, as the Trya
of Candidates ¢ But more of this in its proper Place
Or does Mr. 7. mean, that it is with Reludtancy tha
he erters the Lifts with his Brethren from the Prefs
becaufe this will oblige him to come to the Puint, b
naming particular Perfons, Falts and Proof, which, u
on the one Hand, may be a more diffcult Tufk to th
Accufer, fo on ihe other Hand, may do more Equit
to the Accufed, by putting him in a Poflure of De
fence againft falfe Clamours and Defam:iions, whic
pafs for current in a general Way ¢ .
And when Mr. 7. in thefe Remarks, reprefents hi
Brethren as Ewnemies of vital Religion, page 24. an
Oppofers of Ged's Work and bis faith,ul Scrvants, con
Jtiring againjt both in the mizfl ohen and fagrant Adanner
a
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0. 29 compared with p. 31. And when, in his
rmon at Nottangham, he ranks them with the Swarmns
Locvflsy Crowds of Pharifees, &c. who would not, if
o could help ity let one farthful Man come into the Mi-
v/, po 17.  And when Mr, 7. and his Adherents
Anllop up and down thro’ the Country, to make ge-
! Outeries againdt their Brethren, Intrufions into,
bd Rents and Divifiens in their Bounds, breaking
Bbwn the Hedee of Difcipline, and fpreading of Errors
Bder the fair but feicned Name of Reformation: Is
st it meer Diffembling in Mr, 7, to infinuate, That
% bud nch rather we bad been contending in an united
LGy, wha of us fhonld do meft good in promoting wital
\Wodlinefs amory us 2 For how could Mr. 7. unite with
B wicked Wretches as he reprefents us; and while
ch, bow could Mr, T. fuppofe, that we fhould pro-
ote vital Godlinefs? But it is no new Thing fcr
go'c that run into Extreams, to run from one Ex-
eun into a contrary oae,  We reply, That by
gourntul xperience we have learned, that a fchifma-
82l Union hath given defigning, unfaithful Men a
geater Advantage againft Truth aud rood Order, and
impofe upon the Simple and Unwary, than a regular
Bparation from fuch; and when we were put to the
hich of chufing one of two Evils, we judzed it Duty
Bl Prudence to chufe the leffer, being willing ftill,
on a better Offer, to make a fecond and a better
Joice.
Whereas Mr, 7. infinuates, That he cannct bat
(i, That if° peaceful Meafures had been concerted, the
N/ Synod, and fuitably purfucd, the Ferment of Oppolition
Ruld, in foime Courfe of Time, have languifbed and
pired. Weanfwer, Will M 37 acqoatans the World,
gat were thofe peaceful Meafures, vuch he and his
gty concerted, or fuitubly purfued before, at or after
F laft Synod, which wiil ballance the Hints given in
Proteft, of fome of the Endcavours ufed by the
other
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other Side? Was not he and his Party under equal
ligations to concert and purfue Meafures of Peace a
Accommodation with others, as they with them ?
was it their Part only to lafh and beat their Brethr
and their Brethren’s Part to turn their Cheeks to
Smitings, and their Backs to the knotted Whips
their angry Brethren, to prove that all Prefbyters
equal? Befides, Did not the Synod fpend much Ti
in fruitlefs Debates about Mr. Craighead’s Affair? A
did not Mr. 7. and his Party difcover much Partiali
in that Affair? Did not Mr. Alifon, in open Syn
again and again offer to debate the Cafe with any o
of their Number, whom they fhall think fit to choo
And why did not Mr. 7. meet and confer with
Brethren after the Breach was made, when he
defired to do fo by a Member of the Synod? Did t
Proteft any way hinder the concerting and purfui
Meafures of Peace ; or did it not rather pave the
for it, by making known the Grievances of that Sid
when the other Side had done the like before in feve
Forms?

As for Mr. 7.’s declaring, Tnat he came to our |
Synod with Views to premote Peace and Union, and
be knew that others of bis Brethren, now rejecled, w
of the fame Difpofition. We anfwer, we do not def:
nor are they nor we able to judge Secrets, whater
Pretences Men make of knowing one another’s Dif]
fitions or Views; we would therefore defire Mr. 7. a
others, to teil the World, what Appearances of th
Difpofitions were difcovered in their Conduct a
Deportment towards their Brethren at the Synod.
are willing ftill to unite in the Truth and Gofpel-Ord
but fuch a fchifmatical Union as we have had w
them for fome Years paft, we judgeit, both by Scr
ture Rule and our own late dear-bought Experien

of a pernicious Tendency, and therefore reject it.H
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How can Mr. 7. fay, That Affairs were brought 1o a
den Crifis ; when the Conteft hath fubfifted fome
ars among us ! Could they expect, but that the other
e muft of Neceflity do {fomething in the juft Vindi-
ion of Truth and Order, as well as of their own

nftitution and themfelves were fo publickly ftruck at
ar after Year? Why did they, by their factious Ser-
ns, Out-cries, Libels, Intrufions and divifive Con-~
&, in roaking Rents and Divifions, and Refufal of
ing their Brethren a regular Trial, when defired,
t their Brethren under a melancholy Neceffity' of
ing what is done, or fomething Equivalent to it, in
er to get a Trial after Condemnation, when -they
uld get none before? For did not they condemn
thout an'Hearing, all fuch Prefbyteries and Minifters
o whofe Bounds they intruded and fent their Miffi-
aries, in a diforderly mafterly Way, without. the
vitation and Confent, and againft the juft Determi-
Rtions of the refpetive Prefbyteries and Minifters?
t them reconcile fuch Pra&ices with the Scripture
Prefbyterian Plan, if they can.

Baders, we heartily join with him herein, bath as to
and our Part: And we think ‘we have accordingly

y were written, and now return them with more
ld Cenfures than fome Parts thereof feem to deferve.
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JAs for Mr. 7.’s Prayer to God, and Requeft of ‘his,

Rights as Chriftians and Minifters, when their

fidered his Remarks with more Impartiality than ﬂ
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M. TENNEDNT’s
R E K ARK
Upon the INTrODUCTION
To the PROTESTATION,
EXAMINEDand ANSWERE

T feems to be agreed to by both Parties, that the

were Difiatisfadtions fubfifting in the Minds of for
Members of the Synod, for fome Yecars paft; and th
there were Endeavours ufed, to remove faid Dilfat
faltions, fay we, by the great=it Past ot that Budv
which Mr., 7, adds, That there wore Pre pofals made
this End, by Perfons on o3t Sides of the c,‘{m./u"h, whi
we partly grant, as being no Way contradiGtory
what we faid before : For it could not be expedt
that in fo fhort a Narrative we could comprize a cor
pleat Hiftory of the whole Affair, it bw.t* dzfign
only for an Introduction, which might 'eave Koom
both Parties to add what each may Judgc racit prop
to fet the Matter in Debate in its truc Light. O
prefent main Concern is to confirm, that what
have faid in our Proteft is true, and not ghat we ha
faid all that might be faid in the Affair. We canrﬂ
own our omitting to mention the Propofal made
their Side, to be any Picce of Injuflice, becaufc to
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it appeared then and now very flender,. afid hardly
gworthy of Notice, as in proper Place may appear: If
our Opponents think otherwife, they are welcome ta
make the beft Ufe of it they can.

To prove that there were Endeavours ufed to re-
move faid Diilatisfaction, we firft inftance Mr. Dic?-
imfom’s Propofal, which fome of our Number approve!
fof, viz. ¢ That there thould, by the Confent of both
“ Parties be drawn up a fair Reprefentation of the State
‘ of the Cafe debated, to be fent to the General Af-
¢ fembly of the Church of Scotland, or to their Com-
‘ miffion ; or to the General Synod in the North of
¢ Ireland, or to their Commiflion ;. and to the Minif-
* ¥ers of our Profeflion in Londen or Boflen, to obtain
¢ their Judgment and Advice in the Matter.’

That fuch a Propofal was made Mr. 7. grants, and
that they declined a Compliancewith faid Propolal, he owns
cftllo 5 andaflerts, that their Reafons for their Declinature
fwere given in, before the Synod, in Writing, which is grant-
hied : And we further affert, that we cannot judge our
tifomitting faid Reafons, to be any Diflervice to Mr, 7.

for they fecmed to us exceeding weak, if not worfe;
nd fo do his prefent Reafons appear, which contain

ning the Praéiicablenefs of a fair Reprefentation of the
otate of the Cafe, tho' confented to by both Parties, 18 a
gtrange Surmife ; and as for the Diffculty of it, we
udge that a willing Mind on beoth Sides would foon
affurmount that ; and as for the Danger of Mifrepre-
p entation and the Difadv -ntage from the Sufpence, thefe
ere cqual on both Sides ; was their ‘fudgment fixed, fo
as ours, as to the Defign aimed at, tho’,we were and
1gire ftill willing to condefcend to fall in with any other
atisfactory Propofal, as to the Way or Manner of fe-
[furing a learned Miriftry : But how will Mr. 7. re-
y{fonciie this Account of their Fixednefs in Judgment,
vith what he faith in page 5, where Le faith thus, 7

1 confefs
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confefs £ was i fzme Sufpence of Mind, not having fludie
rie Pointy what Pewer the fuperiour ‘Fudicature bad t
tnvalidate the AFs of the Inferiaur; in the particulu
Cafe referred 102 What! fixed in Judsment, and yc
w Sufpence of Mind? Fixed in Judgment, before you
4tudicd the Point, in the Cafe referred to, when the
Cafe referred to in both, in the Muin, is the fime’
As for Mr, 7.’s aflerting, That they fourd the Smides
Heaven upon their Praltice, according o their ‘f udsmert,
Wherein was it ! In their Succefs in making urtic
and Fadtions by their anarchical Methods? Do n
Sinners get Succefs oft in their evil Ways, 2.l 3.
Have not they met with the Frowns of Providenc
too? Is not Mr, Rowland’s Unfixedr:efs, norwithital
ing their Attempts to fix him, by Hook or by Croox
cne? Is not his being ftaged fo long in the Civi
Court for Perjrry, another? And is not his being .
Mean to intangle Mr. /77 7. and others in the like
i’rojecuiion with Linuldfy in order to clear himifelf, .
Reports be truz, a third?  Is not the late Difeovery oif
Mc. F. C’s afionsfhing perverfe Doiizs, after all b
vaunting Boafts of Sanchity, his hard (Cenfures of -
theas and the high Encomiums given Lim by Aen -,
Renown, a fourth? &c. But what if Men had cue
cefles without Frowns ! Doth not God oft give wick.
Men great Succefs for the Trrial of better Men thia:
themfelves? And do not godly Men as oft mect wit
Crofles and Difappointinents for their great Trial:
which to the Wicked prove Stumblings, and that ju.
ly, becaufe they walk by Providences and Experience:
and fhut their Eyes againft Scripture Light or Precepta:
And as for Mr. T’s Plea, That they were Confcienc:
bound in the controverted Affair : What is this to tl
Purpofe! For when Confcience is only a regulate
Rule, and not a ruling Rule, is it not evident, the
Error, under the Name and Dre% of Truth, bing
:qw Contcience as much as Truth? What isan ernp

Centeieng
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Confeicnce but the Devil's Chariot ? It is a ftrange and
n cnthufiattick Whim, to think that Men, when
‘onfeience-bound, fhould not, in Matters controver-

Wi.l, refer their Caﬁ.’ to others, in order to obtain their

Tudgment on Advice, for Fear of Tempting God :
VhaL( od can this be, if not Self and Pride? For
g herr Men know but in irt, would it not be tempt-

Bz God to caft off Means of further Information in
B\latrers of Debate among Ui thren, when oue Side
muft be wrong 7 And when it is oft:n found, that, in
R .ntroverting, both Sides may, in fene Partlculars, be
Prrong, and yet be Confcicnce-bound ; Referring the
Matter to others, would not in the Jeafi infinuate, that
Bithcr Side was not fixed in their Judgment; but rae
‘ ber, that both were fixed and confident of the Good-
ofs of their Caufe: But when there is a Differenice in
§ «dzment, éeterrmc the Matter in Debate to others
‘ hnuates, that both confider themfelves fallible and
mfe«.,t to Miftakes ; and that, at the leaft, the one
bive, or the other is miftaken in that pqrtlcuhr Cafe ;
B that the dxﬁ:nfraf ed are more unbyafled in ]udg-
cat, |
B And feeing Mr. 7. charges us with an Omiffion, in
fot mentioning his Reafons for his Non-compliance
ith Mr, D.’s {aid Propofal; fecing he alfo hath omit-
ed the main one in his Recital, we judrey that we
ave now a jult Call numhu ity which we fhall do
his own W rd: % u N
2, Sam he, ¢ N are n; .J”'?"?/’f[ that the Chureh of
cotland 75 in a wvery derlinig, doyenerate State, many of
er Members corvupt in Prine .p.»s, and more void of the
ower of Religim 5 s alfs, tiat the Church' of Ireland

] mean the Py cﬂ/)/mzm) 15 *zwna://]y corripted, There
 little to be beard of the [prean mg Power o ; Godlinefs
1 that Natiox, under the Minifivy of the Word 3+ they
e to bey, as far as we be. :“, jmzk Mite a dmp and

- eadful Security, S |

i B2 N (41
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We ave informed, that the Profbyterians in EnglandRe
have generally but little of the Life of Religion amondl
them 3 and that feveral of them are corrupted with grofs
and damnable Errvors. Anld by -the beft Information we
can gety, a dead Formality generally %wails too much in
Bofton, and many other Places of New-England, Ing§
deed, we are of Opinimm, that the Majority of Church

“Fudicatories, almoft cvery where, are dead Formalifts Qi
1f they have got that Length s and therefore we encline 1o
make no mare Application to Men in the Affair afeorifaid
w=-- We are affured, Gentlem.n, that it is the Caufe ¢
God that we are engaged in, and are therefore vefolved to
defend it till Death againft all Oppofers.” |
 The above Charatter given of the Minifters of ou

Perfwaflion in England, Scotland, Ireland, and Newd§
England, agrees well with Mr, T.’s pronouncing the
Body of the Clergy of this Gencration, Swarms o

- Lecufts, Crowds of cruel and covetous Pharifees, Song:

of Sceva, ‘fudafes, Hypocritical Varlets, &c, Wherdh
is Mr, 7.’s Charity to himfelf and his Party fhewn
here? Of the fame Stamp is Mr, 7/----d’s rankingle
all the Proteftant Minifters in England, Scotland and

- here, but a few Party-Men, with the Priefts of Baalll
fo that neither others nor we nezd to wonder, that we
come under the fevere Lafhes of fuch hot-headcd Zcadpe
ots; who treat others, who are our Superiours, at &
greater Diflance from them, with whom they havg
had no Conteft, and of whom they have no perfona

Knowledge, in the Lump and by Hear-fays, with the
moft vile Contempt and fupercilious Difdain, Car
we, who are engaged in Debate with fuch angry Bre
thren, expeét any thing but bad Treatment from them |
But as long as we are as confident as they are, that i
js God’s Caufe which we are ingaged in, we are re§
folved, in his Strength, to run a few Races with Foot
men, without ever minding the noify Clamours o
Party-Zealots, which feem to be void of Reafon and

Religiony
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elicion, in many Points. Befides, we would defire
r. T. to acquaint us, What are thofe Carholick Prin-
oles, which Mr. Dickinfon and his Brethren, of that
refbytery, hold, which we do not hold allo? For we
now of no Point in this Debate, trom firft to laft, but
hat Mr. Dickinfon and we cordially jumped in Judg-
ent in. And what Sort of Catholicifm Mr. 7. and
is Party want to fet up; when, for any thing that.
ath as yet appeared, they differ as widely from that
refbytery, as they do from us in the debated Points?
2. To prove that there were Endeavours ufed to
emove faid Diilatisfaétion, we inftance, that we at
ar laft Year’s Synod, protefted and affured them, that
e had no other Views or Defigns in our late A& or
sreement, but to fecure a learned Miniftry in this
nfant Charch ; -which we thought ourfelves in Con-
ience obliged to, both by the Precepts of God, and
v our folemn publick Agreements ; and that we were
cartily willing to lay afide thie A&, as foon as the
vnod could fail on any other Expedient, which would
ccure what we aimed at,
Whereto M. 7. replies, That they defircd a=d defigned
well-qualifizd Minifiry as much as we.
We anfwer, But will Mr. 7. explain himfelf, what
¢ means bv a wecil-qualified Miniftry? If a learned
liniftry, Why was he unwilling that their Candidates
ould be examined by others, either before or after
heir Admiffion? Befides, is it not well known, that
r. 7. hath publickly pronounced fome Parts of ufeful
earning, pointed out in our Dire&ory, as neceflary in
andidates, meer Criticks, and confequently ufelefs?
nd when his profefled Judgment leads him, to lay afide
he Obfervatici: of the Rules in our Diretory, for the
xamination of Candidates, we cannot think #hap
ur Defign is fecurcd at all : And we know of no other
cafon, why Mr. 7. fhould pronounce fuch Parts cf
feful Learning, fuchas Phyficks, Ethizés, Mitophyficks

ard
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and Pneumaticks, &c. Criticks 3 but becaufe his Fathe
camnot or doth not teach them. Befides that Mr. ¢
who leads a Paity, feems to have imbibed fome uncout
Notions of an inward Call inte the Miniflry, and of al
mitting Men into the Miniftry upon a Judgment formc
of their fecret State, by their Declaration of inmar
Experiences ; which are inconfiftent with all regol
Trals for the Miniftry in a Gofpel-Way : For, befide
what he faith elfewhcie, Doth not he ftrive to prop u
the finking Notion of an inward Call into the Miniji
in p. 24, of thefe Remarks, and that fome Men ar
proper Fudges of other Mer’s Experiences, p. 28. whic
we fhall take further Notice of in proper Place : Le
Mr. 7. then be plain, and tell us, whether by a well
qualified Miniftry, he mcans fuch as make vauntin
Boafts of thefe Things? For Experience tells us, tha
many now-a-days are pronounced well-qualified by fome,
who are neither learned, folid, orthodox nor regular.

And as for the Pleay that aur A& infringes upon th
Rights of Profbyteries ; we anfwer, that a Synod fthould
be Judges of the Qualifications of their own Members,
as much as Prefbyterics are of theirs; for whatever
Privileges belong to every Part muft belong to the
whole Body, and morc too ; for it were abfurd to fay,
that any Privileges belong to lower Judicatures in their
Sphere, which do not equally belong to an Higher in
it's Sphere ; elfc how can ¢ regular Subordinaiizn of toe
Lower to the Higher take Place? Further, Have not
other Prefbyteries in their own Bounds, as facred Rights
as Brunfwick Pr¢fbytery have in theirs? We are willing,
that they fhould have their Rights as far as that is
confiftent with our fecuring our own juft Rights; but
we cannot yield to fhip-wrack our own juit Rights asa
Synod or Prefbyterics, to infure them what ticy unjuftly
claim as theirs, which wejudge to be contended fory
by their diforderly licencing of Candidates, and the!r
intruding, diforderly Preaching, as well s by thar

- fending)
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ending their Candidates as Miffionaries, into the Bounds
f other Prefbyteries and Minifters, to make Rents and
actions. | |

3. To prove that there were Endeavours ufed, to
Bemove faid Diflatisfaétions, we mention a publick Pro-
Bofal made in our laft Year’s Synod, iz, That all the
yethren then prefent, were defired to bring in Over-
urcs, to try it we could be fo happy as to agree in one.
hat would at the fame time unite us in Judgment, and
ecure Learning in Candidates 5 upon which Mr, Gille/py
rought in one Overture, and our then Protefting Bre-
bren anothery which is the only cne Propofal for Peace
hey made. - - |
1. As to Mr. Gillefpy's Overeure, the Subftance of
hich was, Tbat every Prefbytery fhould keep a full
ecord of the T'rial made of Candidates in the feveral
arts of neceflary Learning, and exhibit the fame to
he Synod, for their Satisfaction, ‘at the Time of their
dmiflion into Memberfhip:in the Synod. Now this,
t the frft ‘Reading of it, was like ‘to take; for it
cemed to eut oft all Colour of Plea about iifringing
he Rights of Prefbyteries, and promife to the Synod,
v the firft View, the Right of judging the Qualifica-
Rions of their own Members,  But in order to come
a right Underftanding in the Matter, "Mr., Dickinfon
ropofed, whether, in Cafe.the Account given in of
e Trial of Candidated, ghould give juft Ground to
ic Syned, to judge that faid' Candidates were ‘really
eficient iy fome ‘material Parts. of ufeful Leaming; or
1 Cafe the Qandidates;fhould be’ fomehow found  out
be deficient, or, upon rational Grounds, fufpe&ed
be fo, wduld Mr, 7, and his Party fubmit fuch Can-
idates to the T'rial and Cenfure of the Synod, to re-
ive or rcjeét them, as they, upona fair I'rial, {hould
rm a Judgment of their Fitnefs or Unfitnefs? To
hich Mr. T. replied, That he fhould be willing: that
16 Profbytery foould be [ubjeét to the Syned’s Cmﬁ;re:é 7

afe
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Cafe of Male- Adminifiration in the Matter ; but wou
nat at all confent, that the young Men fhould he produce
nor be fubject to the Synod's Cenfure, when or if fiu
defective : Upon which the Synod dropt the Overtur
as infufficient to fecure'the Defign azmed at in oy
A&; for now it appeared, that Nothing would con
tent Mr. 7. unlefs the Synod would quit the Right
judging the Qualifications of their own Member:
And we icave it to the impartial Reader to judg
whether herein the Synod invaded or attempted to in
vade the Rights of Prefbyteries on the one Hand? O
whether, on the other Hand, Mr. 7.’s Notion of th
Rights of Prefbyteries be not extravagant, when h
cla:ms a Right, in every particular Prefbytery, to im
'{ ofe unqualified Members upon the Sy nod ¢ ls this tl
Vay to have a purer and better uahﬁed Miniftry
What is become of the regular uulmdmat.on of
lower to the higher 7ud:catare, which Mr. T. profef
himfelf w:llmg to come into ; when the lower herein |
made to ride the higher? Nay, is not this to mak
every particular Prefbytery a Pope over the Syn:d an
Congregations 2 For if even Synods claim Authority, t
force into or keep in the Miniftry fuch, as upon
tair Triul are really found defe@ive, are not the Right
of our Churcnes in this Peint gone! Can any produc
any fingle Scrap out of the whole Bible, that giv
.eibytenes. or Synods, a Right,. to let in or to tolerat
the unqualified in the Mmlﬁs ? To give a Powe
tnen to every particular Pre(bytery, to palm fuch upo
the Synud, znd the angrcganons under their Care
fo that there will be po Remedy, 'n the higheft ftates
fudicature, ta cure the bad Efteés of the: Male Admi
niftrations of lower and fubordinate ones, is notorioufl
abfurd and unfcriptural.  We judge, that they ar
poorl; verfed in Prefbyterian Prinaciples, who advanc
the Rights of Pxefb/tenes, to demolith the fcriptura

Authority of Synods, and fet up a Minority’s Jud:
* mch

~.
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ment in Oppofition to that of a Majority, in Matters
fairly voted, and plead the vain Pretence of Extraors
dinaries to overturn the juft Rights of Judicatures in
their proper Sphere,  For if Synods have any fcriptural
Authoriry at all, it muft be allowed by all orthodox
‘Chriftians, that they have Authority to reje¢t unquali-
fied Members, even tho’ particular Prefbyteries fhould
be fo unreafonable as to countenance fuch. For as
Prefbyteries are accountable to God for their Conduét,
fo are Synods for theirs: Muft not both then judge for
themfclves? And how can either account to God or
Man, if they knowing or by meer Negligence tolerate
the unqualified in the Miniftry in their proper Bounds,
or tamcly give up their juft Rights of trying fuch as -
they have, in their own Opinion, juft Ground to fufs
pect, or can prove to be fuch? When therefore the
Caufe, which Mr. 7. here undertakes to defead, is fo
perverfe, it is no wonder that he here boggles fo ter-
ribly : For inftead of giving a dire&t Anfwer to the
Point, he feems to jerk it backwards and forwards, by
faying, So far as I remember, the Cafe twas thusy---=
What I principally intended to oppofey ---- I apprrebended,
~== I confefs T was in fome Su/;mce of Mind, not ba-
Qving fludied the Point, ---- I donot well remember what
B/ jaid upon that Head ; lbut what I faid, was not in
@Concert with my Brethren s and if there was any Miflake
ainit, it was not theirs byt mine. What is this to the
@lurpofe ! Unlefs it be a Conceflion, that the Pope,
ithout his Council, may err ; for have ot his Bre=
thren aéted in Concert with him, notwithftanding all -
iis Errors then and at other Times ? But Mr. 7. adds,
Wt is like T might urge the Reafonablene(s and Neceffity of
be Synad's receiving, as Members of their Body, fuch as
e did licenfe and ordain 5 without calling them to any
rther Account : And this, in ordinary Cafes, is no nore
han what is rational, and what bas becn pradtifed by the
yned of Philadelphia, ever fince it lad @ Being.
| C We
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: Weare come to the Truth at laft, or Something
like it, laying afide the reft as uncertain Rovings; we
reply hereto, That it werc eafy to anfwer this, in
Mr. 7s Way of Pleading Extraordinaries ; and, if
we were Fool-hardy enocugh to make {uch a- Plea,
what could Mr. 77 objeét againft it, when he makes
fuch a Plea, without the leaft apparent Greund or
Proof for it? Or eifc let them be produced. But we
neither approve of, nor do we need fuch vain Preten-
ces, to delude the Simple. It is therefore granted,
that the Synod, in Times pait, ufed to reczive fuci
as were regularly licenfed and ordained by the feveral
Prefbytertes ; and it is not improbable; but thut they
would have contined to do {o {hll, if there were nix
more Ground of Sufpicicn, cf the Irregularity ang
Unfaithfulnefs of Prefliyteries, in the Affair, now than
formerly ; which in the Scquel may appear. And w
fay ftill, that fince our late A&, relating to the Exa-
mination of Scholars privately brought up, is madey
Part of our Corftitution, by the Svnod’s publick fo-
lkmn Agreemcnt, that to receive Candidates licenfe
contrary to it, and in open Contempt of it; would b
ruining of our Corititct'on; for now the faid Al
Part of it. 1t we judze, that Mr. 7.s retorting
That cur Syned have been ruaiiing their ciwn Corffttution
ever befire the controverted AG was framed: Becaufe
as we fuppefe, we did not then conform to an Ad
that was not formad, and fo was no Part of our Con
ftitution then, wants common Senfe: For the Synod’
maiing or forming faid A&, made it Part of our Con
ftitution fince, tho’ it was not fo before ; which is th
common Cafe of ail civil and ecclefhaftical Conftitu
tions, But as for fettinr up a Court of Inquifition, W
judge, that thicic Praéice of putting Men upon Decla
rations of inward Expericnces, in order to form
pofitive Judgment of their fecret State towards Go

may more defcrvediy merit the Name, than our infift
BT
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ng for a regular and publick Trial of the Learning
f Candidates, As for M. T.’s granting, That Synods
bnay judge of Matters of Complaints. offered againft Can-
Midates; it isa meer Tergiverfation ; for that they may
o againft any Member after Admiffion: But we claim
he Synod’s Right of Judging the Qualifications of
‘andidates, in order to their Admiflion into Mem-
erfhip ; and that the Synod hath a Right to rejeét,
10t only the Criminal, but alfo the Unqualificd. -
Mr. T. adds, But tho’ our Brethren feverely cenfured
me, whom we have ordained contrary to their Canon,
vitheut hearing bim tn his own Defence, and would not
idmit him as a Member of their Body; yet we never
pntended to [eparate from them upon this Occafton. No
foubt Mr. 7. thinks, that he hath given the World a
are Proof of their good Humour and Love of Unity.,
Have we cenfured him feverely? What was the Cen-
ure ! Was it any more than this, that we would not
pdmit him as a Member of the Synod, unlefs or until
he would comply with our fixed Terms of minifterial
gCommunion, and own his Error in counter-atting the
Pynod’s known and publick Agreements, both in his
fManner ot Entrance into the Miniftry, and Condu&t
herein? And is there any more herein than merely
eferving to ourfelves a Right to judge of the Terims of
Joommunion inour own Socicty, and free Liberty to
Jct accordingly ! And muft not every free Su.icey be
Rllowed thus much ! Here then we muft, in our own
Jefence return the Chace, and call Mr., 7.%s (harging
is with cenfuring My, R---d feverely, a bold Falthood ;
‘or what Severity or Cenfure is there in our not ad-
hitting one into Memberthip with us, who publickly ¢
ifavowed Compliance with our agreed Terms of
ommunion, both in Word and Fa&? To fay, that
he Synod’s Terms are or were unfcriptural, is but
parefaced begging the Queftion ; for if they were foin
Ir., T’ Opinion, they are fcriptural in the Synod’s
C2 Opinion,
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Opinion, and they muft be allowed to judge for them-|§
felves in what they are proper Judges, or aét by anf§
implicit Faith, which they hate as much as Mi. ¥, ddes
Belides, we deny, that Non-admittance of Diflenticnts]
from us, as to our fixed Terms of Communion, to be]
a proper Church Cenfure ; for all proper Cenfures arc}
confined to Members according to 1 Csr. 5. 12, WhatQh
 bave Ito do tojudge them alfs that are witheut ; do not yof
 judie them that are within? Canoany fuppofe, but that§
- Paul rejedted fuch-as would refufe Compliaiice with hisg
- Terms of Communion ; and yet doth not he deny, thatlg
~he cenfured thofe that were without ? W hat then muif§
~ follow, but that Non-admittance of fuch as retufc w§
- comply with his Terms of Communion, was no Ceir'y
fure in Paul’s account, no more is it in ours; Vv heic
then is the Severity or Cenfure? Hath the Synod 1c§
~fufed to admit Mr. R---d as a Member? Doth not hig
~alfo a& in Contempt of the Synod’s Determination eveg
fince? Andyet doth not Mr. 7. and his Party, counte
~nance him in all his Contempt and irregular Intrufionyg
to this Day ! As he was no Member, and publickly mif-#
behaved, before he offered himfelf to the Synod, byg
his Intrufion into the Miniftry, contrary to our know
Agreement, and into the Bounds of another Frefbytery§
which he no wife belonged to, without their Confentg
‘or Concurrence, and Continuance therein, againit thei$
declared Determination ; we difclaim his Right of §
Hearirg, and we well knew his Caufe would not admi§
of a Defence ; and we challenge Mr: 7. to publithy

any Defence on the Head, that will pafs with any buj
his own Creatures, It is true, we for good Reafond
. mever admitted Mr R .--d to be a Member of ourf
- Body ; By what Rule then hath Mr, 7. enumeratcd
him among the Members of theSynod protefted againftg
unlefs Mr. 7. claims the Arch-bifhoprick ? Might nog
dae as well borrow half a Dozen more, to try to makg
up a full Complement? When therefore the Matte§
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g was thus, did not the Synod exercife more Lenity to-
M wards them, in tolerating them in their Society, when
they countenanced and encouraged Mr. R---4 in his
M Contempt of the Synod’s Canon and Determination,
as well as counteradted both themfelves, in the moft
contemptuous Manner, than they exercifed towards
ll the Synod, in not feparating from them on this Occa-~
| fion? But the worft of it is, that we can hardly
8 clear the Synod of being guilty of culpable Lenity
M herein,  Belides, was not Mr. R--.-d remarkably de-
R ficient in many Parts of the ufeful Learning required,
f in our Dire&ory, in Candidates: and did not he him-
fclf own this? And did not his Tutor, Mr. William
d Tennent, frankly own this publickly, at New-GCafile
N Pretbytery, juft before his Licenfing? And did not
| M. T. publickly and heartily, in Words, teftify his
Approbation of the Propofal then madz by faid Pref-
bytery, of AZr. R---d’s going to Mr. Alifen, in order
R to his further Improvement in Lsarning, becaufe of
his known Deficiencies? And yet was not he immedi-
ately licenfed by Brumfwick Prefpytery, in Contempt
of the Synod’sAét? And fezing Mr. 7. charges us
% hcrein, we appeal to our Readers, whether their coun-
8 tenancing and upholding A4r. R---d, in Contempt of
\ the Synod’s Aét and Determination, notwithftanding
his diforderly Intruficns, from firft to laft, as well as
his cloudy Charalter otherwife, did not lay, in Part,
| a Poundation ot a Separation? For was not their U-
- nion with th: Synod, when they contemptuoufly coun-

teraéted its A&s and Determinations, {chifmatical ?
Mpr. T. further obferves, That one of their Number
offered a Propofal, to the fame Purpofe with that of Mr.
Gillefpy’s, to the Synod, viz. © That they were willing,
that the Synod fhould appoint Two of their Number to be
| pofent at their Examination of Candidates for the Mi-
\ niftry 5 who, if they found them guilty of Male Condudt,
might accufe them to the Syned.’ :
t
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It is granted, "Thai there was fuch a Propofal made;
and that it was further propofed, by A7r. (nl/zﬁy only,
that a Majority fhould fit with them in their Judica-
tures, which Afr. Pemberton and others cppofed, upon
which this laft Propefal was dropt: But then, was it
not alfo propofed, that in Cafe only two were admit-
ted to fit witn them in their Judicature, Whether, in
Cafe thefe two judged the Candidates unqualified, or
deficient as to Learning, they would be wiliing to de-
fer his Licenfing, and refer the Decifion of the Mat-
ter to the Synod 5 and was not this Frop« il rejeéted
alfo by anﬁwck Prefbytery ! When th‘l(fO.C they
would neither confent to deter the Licenfing of their
Cardidates, upon thefe two Members obje@ing agunft
their Qualificstions; nor fubmit them to a fccond
Trial, tho’ found deficient ; it is very cvident to cve-
ry impartial Obferver, that the fending of two Mem-
bers thither would no Ways anfwer the Delipn propo-
fed. And when their Propofal was but a Shai, we
cannot think, that it was any Piece of Iujuwtice m us,
not to mention it.in our Proteft.

We further cbferve, That while we were making
fruitlefs Propofals to accommodate the Difference, we
found our protefting Brethren induftrioufly laying a
Foundation of a Separation, and zoing further in their
Pralices from us than ever.

The firf: Inftance whereof we give, is, Their fet-
ting up a feparate Aflembly for Prcaching, in the
Time of aur Synod, at Sacwty Hill, where they con-
tinued to preach daily, during the Synod’s Continu-
ance at Philadelphia ; the like whereto hath never been
prz&ifed by any Members of the Svnod fince it had a
Being, till thn.n And when there was a Difference
between our then protefting Brethren and the Reft of
the Synod, well known thro® the whole Country, we
appeal to .111 Obfervers of thefe Mctions, w hether this

did not lay a Foundation of a Separation, by making
the
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the Breach wider ! For herein there was a pragtical
Separation, and many rejoiced', and others grieved at
it, Beflides, ddr. 7. owns, That there was an Appli-
cation made ta him by a Member of the Syned, to defire
the Fovour of allowing Mr. Dickinfon to preach at So-
cievy-Hill along with their Party, aud that he denied it.
Now. as Mr. T, is the only leading Man of that
Party all along ; and when the Reft aét in Concert
with him, and juftify all his Proceedings, and he
theirs ; we look upon it to be a mecr Blind upon the
Matter, for him to fay, That the Fault, if any there
W be, was intirely bis own: For when the Motion was
Jmade in open Synod, when Mr. 7. and his Friends
were togetlier, their Silence at his Denial, feetned at
leaft a tacit Confent to it; and until they fomehow
publickly manifeft their Diffatisfaltion therewith, we
cannot but think, that Mr, 7, aflumes more than his
juft Duz, in his taking their Part of that Fault upon
him, We look upon Mr, 7.’s Excufes, for his Denial
of fuid Requeft, very flender, viz. .

1. Mr. 1. faith, Lde was in Confufion of Theughts for
a Time, and knew not well what to ds,  Why, Surely
there was fome Reafon for that !

2. Hu faithy He was informed, that the People of the
Town gencrally defired to hear thofe who did preach on the
Hill, more than others : And was not it the only Way
to fectle the People, if that was defigned, to let fon:e
of both Sides preach to them there! No doubt, fome
People, every where, love Novelties: But who but
they and Mpr. 1/-----d put the People on this Gig?

3. Mr. T. adds, 1 thought it would be an Impofitim
upon them, i. e, the People, to aét otherwife than [ did.
. 0 ftrange! What ! an Impolition npon a Catholick

People, and tranfient Hearers, to let them hear both
Parties? If this Plea holds, will it not do fome Wone
§ ders more than juftify the late A& of Donnegal Prefby-

tery, with refpet to their own fixed Charges? For.
: | ' furely,
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{urely. if there be any Reafon at all to confine a Catho.§
lick People, and tranfient Hearers, where ncither /4|
7. nor his Party ever had a fixed Charge, to hear Party.|
men only ; muft not there be double and treble Reafon
to confine a fixed Flock to wait ordinarily upon their
fixed Paftor’s Adminiftrations, and not to cncourage
diforderly Intruders? What now is become of 44r.7.s}
Sermon at Nottingham, where he argues ftrongly againft
confining People to particular Minifters, carnal or
gracious, frem p, 19 --- 29 ? Surely there isa valt]
Difference between AMine and Thine, in Mr. T.’s Books, |
tho’ both ferve for Cramboes in fome Books, Would]
not the PLEBEAN PoPE be the moft horned Oue the
World ever faw, if it could but unite its Force.

4. Mr. T. adds, The Stage being raifed for the Rev.
Mr. Whitefield, by bis Friends, did, as 1 conccived,
properly belong to them, and therefore was te be difpofed of |
by their Direétion, 1
- 'We anfwer, By all means; .ut yet when Mr 7.}
-was Mr. WW’s Friend, and corfequently Ay, /77
Friends M. 7.’s Friends ; if Mr. = then did but aét]
the Part of a Friend to his Brethren, could not he have |
befriended them in fo fmall a Favour with Eafe, if he§
had the leafl Inclination to aét in an united Way ¢ For §
when Mr. I¥.’s Friends profefs themfelves fome fort of §
Catholicks, Would not they, at Mr. T.’s Beck, att
Brotherhood with worfe Men than Mr, Dickinfon ?
And when My, T, himfelf judges, That My, Dickinfon |
isa Man of Catholick Principles ; is not it {trange, that |
he fhould objeét againft him? By this it would fecem,
that Catholick or Non-Catholick, unlefs he be a Party-
Man, he muft ftand back, |

5. Mr, T, faithy Mr. We--d having publickly advifed |
bis Friends to hear fome pariicular Miniflers, whom he §
expreffed o peculiar Value fory and if I had encouraged §
othersy, without his Confent, to come to his Pulpity I snew ji
ot but that might be offcifive to him.
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It feems then, that Mr. T. mattered not to offend
his Brethren, if he could but ketp Mr, I#.'s Favour,
at the Expence of their Offence, with whom then was
he united? Befides, did faid Advice of My, #. fmell
of Catholiciim or of Party-Bigotry, to Men that can
fmell feelingly ? Befides, might not fuch a crooked
divifive Advice, be the native Fruit of fuch a Confe-
rence we have an Account of between Ay, J¥, and
him, in his Journal, Part 1, pag. 124! Or was it the
Fruit of the Evening fpent in concerting Meafures to be
8 taken for promoting our dear Lord's Kingdom, of which
(we read in Joarnal, Part2, p,143? Divide (S Impera,
8 Or was it his turning Herald to proclaim that netable
Y Vur between Michael and the Dragon @ for fuch are
§ Mr. 7.’s and his Party’s Jarrs with the Synod ftiled in
pag. 144, do. It is doubtfu! to us, whether Ar, IV,
R atted more as Mr. T.’s Tool, in giving faid Advice,
§ or whether Af», T, aéted moreof an implicit Faith and
! biind Obedience to Mr. W.’s Advice: And of the two,
L the former {eems moft likely. If Mr. ¥, who was
§ invited by My, Dickinfon, and had Admittance into his
Pulpit, if he {peaksTruth in his Journal, Part 2,p.137.
and who had Admittance up and down in many Places
| among us, fhould take Oftfence at the Admittance of
A Mr, Dickinfon into his tranfient Pulpit, Would not
f he have hereby difcovered himfelf not to be what he
| declared himfulf tobe ¢ If Mr. 774, did turn Bigot or
B Party-man, by advifing his Friends to hear fome %/ﬁni-
f fters only 3 fhould not Mr, 7. if he had any Regard to
{ liis Brethren, or even to Cathelicifm, have recommended
. f them alfo? For all the Members of the fame Synod

1 would make a narrow Catholicifm erough inall Reafon,
1 were thofe of digferent Perfuafions joined.

6. Mr. T. fuithy Aud I confefs I had an carnefi Defire
to freac/y iy Jelf at the time requefled : It being the Sealon
wheny in all Probabilityy the greateft Number would con=

'-W’”b’.
D Here
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Here we believe Mr, 7. fpcaks his Heart ; for it
implies on the one Hand, that he was very felfifl, as
Mr., Gillefpy {fpeaks of him in another Cafe; or on the§
other, that he was very intent upon Party~-making, if§
not both,

7. Mr. T, adds, Ithink it flrange, that the Proteffcrs]
Sheuld call this a Breach of Communion w :h the Synod ;8
Pray, is one Member the whole Synsd, or was any Requeft §
made in the Name of the Synod ¢ f

We grant, that one Member is not the whole Synod, §
but yet one Member is a Mumber or Part of the Whole ; @.
yet when the Requeft made by one Member in open §
Svnod, was in fome meafure in the Behalf of the Synod, &
and tho’ not made in it’s Name, yet by an extrajudical g
Concert, as isulual in fuch Cafes, it is to us {trange, if g
a2 Man with halfan Eye, will not readily difcover, that§
the Denial affeéted the whoie Synod.

8. Mr. 7. further adds, That he had no Theusht of §
what his protefling Brethren fuggeft, viz. Of op.ning a8
Breach with the Syncd, by the aforefaid Tranfaltion. §

We judge, that He fpouke to the Purpofe, in the like
Cafe, who faid, ¢ If a Man fhould come to my}§
¢ Houfe, with his Crows and Pick-Axes, und begin to8
¢ belabour the Foundation ; alarmed with the Noife, I§
* come out, and tell him, Friend! What do you
¢ mean to weaken the Foundation of my Houfe! ['§
¢ fhall-have the Roof fhortly come down about my|
¢ Ears. O good Sir (replies he) I do aflure you Thave
¢ no Meaning to weaken your Houfe, or fhake itsg
¢ Walls, I fincerely think your Houfe is the ftrongeit§
¢ Houfe in the whole Parith. And to his Work hej§
¢ falls again as hard as he can drive: A Declaration|§
¢ contrary to the Fa&t, hath no more Credit with us§
¢ than it needs maft.”  Infipientis ¢/t dicere non putaram. )
Prov. xxvi. 18, 19.

2. Another divilive Practice, we charge them with,

is, That fome of them have, fince our laft Year’s Sg- |
Nnod,
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nod, refufed to keep both Chriftian and Minifterial
Communion with fome of our Number, To which
Mr. T. replies, That he doults not, but they will be able
to vindicate their Conduct hereiny if any have done fo.
We anfwer, They have not done it as yet, and we
doubt very much of their Ability; becaufe, 1. Mr,
B---r (who is onc of their beft Shifters, as appears by
his pretending to vindicate Mr. #.’s Soundnefs in thofe
very Points ¢f Doctrine, wherein Mr, W, himfelf con=
feffed Evror and fulie Divinity, in his Anfwer to the
Querifts) when accufed on this Head, at New-Cq/ile
Prefbytery, refufed to give his Reafons, 2dly, If they
had juit Reatons, they fhould have firft produced them,
to try to get their Offences removed ; and not reject
their Brethen, without any Accufation tabled againft
them, or Trial given them in their, proper Judicatures..
Mrs. Blairy, C, Tennent, and Alexander, are the Per~
fons we charge on this Head.

‘3. Anorher divifive Pradtice, we charge them withy
is, That fome of them declare, that they look on
their rejeéted Brethren gracelefs and unfit for their
Offices.  This Part of the Charge Mr. 7. here waves.

4. Arnother dividing Pralice, we complain of, is,
Their encouraging our Flocks to forfake our Miniftry.
Whereto Mr. 7. replies, As to what is alledged of our
encouraging the Flocks of our protefling Brethren to for-
Jake their Miniftry, I know Nothing of this; neither do
I know of any of our Number that has. We anfwer, It
feems very ftrange to us, that Mr, 7, of all the Men
alive, thould have the Face to exprefs himfelf thus,
after writing, preaching, and printing his Serron at
Nottingham. For did not his vwn Party underftand
that Sermon an Encouragement to forfake our Minif-
try ! and have not their Adherents, at Nottingham and
many other Places, fet up feparatc Meetings, in Com-
pliance with faid Sermon and others of the fame kind ?
Doth not Mr, T, abufe the People that took their Ad-

D 2 vice
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vice herein at a terrible Rate, by cafting all the Blame[§
upon them | What would they not fay of others, if]
they offered to ferve them as Mr. 7. doth here? For
doth not he, in the Sermon aforefaid, condemn the@
Bady of the Clergy of this Generation for crucl ard co- Q.
vetous Pharifees, Locuftse bypocritical Varlets, ¢, in}
page 17, Inference 3¢ Doth not he, in Infer, 2, fe-@
verely judge and rail at all that would content them-[§
felves under their Miniftry ? And doth not he, in bis’g§
Dedicatory Letter, encourage Men to break through
Church Rules? And.doth not be feem to concede, that
the Sermon contradits fome Church Rules? And will §
he tell us, what Part of it feems fo diametrically op- @'
pofite to Gofpel Rules and Order, as what he faith |
under Inference 4, where he argues loudly againft @
binding Men ftatedly to attend upon the Miniftry of @
even gracious Men, if Men's Fudgment or Inclination |§
lcads them elfewhere; or if they conceit, that others §
wre more gifted, or that they are better edified elfewhere!
And if they take Difguft enough at their own Minifter, [
or are fool-hardy enough to pronounce him a carnal |§
Man, tho’ they know Nothing to prove him fo? Doth §
not that Sermon feem to prefs it as a Duty, to forfake §
the carnal Minifter } And if Mr. 7.’s Cenfure be true, B
is not the Body of the Clergy of this Generation car- [§
nal? And yet Mr. 7. isas Innocent of Encouraging
our Flocks to leave us, after all this and much more, 3
as the Woman ipoken of in Prov. xxx. 20. What §
mean their diforderly Intrufions and Ereious, in the
diffatisfied Corners of fixed Congregations, if not this? /3
We judge that honeft Men, on both Sides of the Quef- §
tion, both fee this, and will acknowledge it. What §
means Mr. s and his Party’s Warning Men, in §
their publick Sermons, not to go nigh to, nor to fpeck |
with carnal Minifters ; becaufe by their ,Learning and
Policy, they will meerly outface the Truth? And doth |

not |
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not the Sermon at Nottingham point out who are fuch ?
o5, The Body of the Clergy of this Generation,

As for Mr. T.'s faying, /Wbhether our protefting Bre-
thren be found Divines, and of a Gofpel Converfation,
will probably appear in the C ourfe of this Debate.

\We anfwer, That thro’ Mercy hitherto, for all the
Dirt caft upon us, by dark Infinuations and clamour .
ous Mifreprefentations, we do not fee, that our Or-
thodoxy and Regularity are fo much fhaken, as fome
fhake their own, by ftriving to do us an Injury : And
if fuch are but inftrumental of mending ours, as faft as
they feem, in many Points, to marr their own, it may
be our marred Comfort may in time revive, But if
we know what Time of the Day it is, our Opponents
kave more need to look to their own Doétrines and
Converfations, than to nibble at other Mens,  If our
Brethren doubt any thing herein, let Scripture be the
Rule of Right and Wrong in both ; and of the Man-
ner of Trial, let Nofes be reckoned, and particular
Errors and Crimes be fairly pointed out and proved,
and we will meet them half way, upon a fair Warning
in a proper Seafon, when they will. TFor if we fpeak
our Minds plainly, we muft fay, That we would be
apt to fufpect ourfelves more, if we had fair Charac-
ters given us in fuch Men’s Books, who make it a
great Part of their Bufinefs, to vindicate and praife the
unfound and irregular. To fhew, that we are not un-
prepared on this Head, let our Opponents nominate
any of our Number, who is guilty of patronizing and-
bare-facedly vindicating fuch a black Catalogue of
Errors, as Mr, B---r and C. Tennent are involved in,
by their finiftrous Attempts to vindicate Mr, H#ze--d’s
Soundnefs in thofe very Expreflions, which he himfelf
more candidly gave for erroneous and falfe Divinity.
And who can they point out of our Number, whofe
Converfation is blemifhed with fuch a monftrous Spot

of villanous Hypocrify and Iniquity, as that of Mr.
f Clsis? "I
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It is a Lamentation, and fhould be for a L.amenta-
tion on zll Hands, that any are fo far deferted as to
fall any Way ; but it is doubly fo, when any make
the higheft Pretences and Boafts of Graces and Com-
forts, and of the Prefence of the Bridegroom, to fuch
a Degree that they count Fafting an unfeafonable Duty
to them on that Account; and yet at the fame Time
make Religion, or the glaring Shew of it, not only a
ftalking-Horfe to Pride and Self, a Cloak to Chamber-
ing and Wantennefs, Envy and Hatred ; but alfo an
Inftrument to entice and enfnare the Simple and Silly
to wallow in Lufts. Can Mr. 7. think, that Religion
is wounded as much in the Houfe of its Friends, by
Men’s oppofing Errors and Diforders, as by the former
Inftances! When he raifes fuch a tragical Outcry a-
gainft the laiter ; but, for aught appears in his publick
Worritings, the fcriner are left Dormant,

Mr. 7. acknowledges, That there have been fome Di-
vifions confequent upon their Preaching in (yme Places;
but denies, that they induftrioufly and defig..c ly rent our
Congregations by unfcriptural Methods.

But will he tell us, Is not his Sermon at Acttingham,
and fuch like, full of divifive Principles? Is not their
Pra&tice of forfaking their own Charges, in order to
make Intrufions into the Bounds of other Prefbiteries,
as well as into the diffatisficd Corners of { <ed Congre-
gations, without the Confent or Invitation, and againft
the Determination ot the proper Prefbytery or Paftor,
unfcriptural ? Are not their general Exclamations and
Reproaches, without any Regard had to the facred
Rules of Scripture-Difcipline, unfcriptural? 1Is not
their encouraging Fa&tions, and fetting up Threfhold
againft Threfhold in the Vacancies of the Bounds of
others Prefbyteries, as well as in the diflatished Cor-
ners of fettled Congregations, unfcriptural? Is not
their fending their Candidates, as Miflionaries, 1nto

Vacancies, in the Bounds of other Prefbyteries, with-
out
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out their Invitation or Confent, and continuing them
there againt their declared Judgment, an unfcriptural
Impofition, infringing upon the Rights of Prefbyteries ¢
Is not their granting Supplies to Vacancies, in the
Bounds of other Prefbyteries, upon the anarchical Sup-
Qplications of fome diforderly and difafteCted Members,
without any regular Confultation had in fuch Congre-
gations, for the Confent of the Members, and without
any regular Application made unto the refpetive Pref-
byteries, for their Confent and Concurrence; as well
as their ftriving to fix Minifters, in fome Places, in an
intruding, fuperintending Manner, unfcriptural and
antiprefbyterial? Is not their denying their Brethren
a regular Trial, when exclaimed againft and libelled
§in a general Way, an unfcriptural, unchriftian and an
unreafonable Treatment ? For 1s it not the Privilege of
the worft Varlet, in Church or State, to have a regular
'I'rial, before he is depriv~" >f civil or religious Rights
fin a Proteftant Country ! what Height of Injuftice is
it then, to blacken a wole Community with publick,
defamatory general Libels, without proving any Ar-
ticle of Chargr againft any particular Member? For
this is not only punifhing the Innocent for and with
the Guilty ; but alfo, for aught that appears or is pro-
ven, a whole guiltlefs Community as guilty, without
any Room left for Self-Defence, or to clear their In-
nocency : which leads us to
| 5. Their fifth divifive Pratice, complained of, viz.
IMeflrs. Tennent’s and Blair’s bringing in two Libels, the
{laft Year, read in open Synod, blackening the Cha-
{ra&ers of the Members, without naming any particular
|Perfons on whom the Guilt was fixed ; upon which
IMr. G. T. and his then protefting Brethren, were ear-
‘Ineftly prefled and intreated to fpare no Man in s
‘ISynod, whom they could prove to be either unfound.in
'|Doétrine, or immoral in Pra&ice, but were prayed
nly to take CHR 15T s Methods with all fuch, and not
to




(32)

to condemn the Innocent with the Guilty in generl
Terms, Mr, 7.'s Anfwer is, As to the Papers of Com.
plaint, which our Brethren now calls Libols, they contained)
Grievances diftreffing tous, which we thought it enr Duty|§
to make publick mention of 5 and the Synod, I remember, B
did not think proper to cenfure wus for fo doing, 1We did
then offer to prove the Matters of Charge againf?t particular
Members, if the Synod reguired it but this was waved, 8

As to faid Libels, Mr, B--r was pleafcd at New Ca/il'§’
Prefbytery, to ftile them Cemplaints, but not Grievances, |8
and Mr, C. Tennent called them an Advice, but not an#
Admonition, and that thercfore there was no need tof
nominate the Perfons thercin intended ; but now Mr. @
G. 7. hath tacked about, and roundly calls their Con-§
tents, difireffing Grievances, What next? Where fhall
they meet at Chriftimas? It is granted, that the Synod, f§
for Pcace Sake, as they then thought, fuffered their i@
Mal-condu& in this and many other Steps of it, to pafs &
without a formal Cenfure, not becaufe the Matter did
not deferve it ; but partly, 1. Becaufe they were fur- B
prized at their bold, uncommon Conduét, in their im- §
prudent, irregular, publick reproaching, and rafh ac- |
cufing their Brethren, in fuch a blind, unfair manner. §
2dly, Becaufe they were in much Confufion by reafon |8
of tumultuous Crowds, which difordered their Seflions. §
3dly, Becaufe they judged it better to bear fome Wrongs E
than to be noify, as thinking that lenifying Methods §
migh. vin Men fooner than Stiffnefs, to return to their §
Duty, efpecially now when we were fallen into Parties, §
if Men had any Ingenuity atall.  But Mr, T, difcovers {
very little of this, when he pleads our Forbearance as
an Argument to juftify their Mal-treatment of us in
this particular; for we look upon it a very perverfe |
Way of arguing, to fuy, that becaufe Sentence is not
executed [peedily againf? an evil Work, that therefore the
evil isa good ‘z’ork, read Ecc, 8. 11, Pf, 50. 21. And
‘as to the Charge bf the Synod’s waving the Mzi;tc{ﬁ 1}

0
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BDoth not Mr, 7. herein ftrangely mifreprefént it ? For
did not the Synod prefs and intreat them, not to {pare
any Man in the Synod, whom they could prove to be
either unfound in Doétrine or immoral in Prafice;
and were not they prayed to take Chrift’s Method
with all fuch, by tabling Complaints, in a regular
Way, againft particular Perfons, and not to blacken
all? And were not they interrogated, Whether they
had fpoken with the Perfons intended in faid Libels,
and whether they had made any regular Inquiries into
the T'ruth of the faid Reports, any further than re-
cciving them privately upon Hear-fays: And whea
they frankly owned, that they had not done either;
had not the Synod good Ground to poftpone the further
Hearing of faid Complaints, and Proofs about them,
till they firft fpoke with the Perions themfelves; and
till fuch fhould be regularly tried in their refpective
Prefbyteries, before they thould be brought to Trial in
Rour higheft ftated Judicature?! And if the Synod had
afted otherwife, would not they have injured their
f@Members, Prefbyteries, and Synod? How then can
Mr, 7. call the poftponing of fuch unripe Trials, wa-
ving them ? ‘And feeing Mr. 7. at Seafons, makes fuch
Outcries about the Rights of Prefbyteries, we defire
him to anfwer us, Whether the Rights of Prefbyteries
be not as much and more infringed, by a Synod’s re~
Qceiving Complaints againft any of their Number with-
out giving fuch a prior Trial at their refpective Pref-
byteries ; as by the obliging of Candidates to appear
at the Synod, tg undzrgo fome previous Trials, as to
Learning, in or%err to their Admitlion, upon Trials, in
Prefbyteries ! ‘fam fumus ergo pares. For doth not
excluding a Member, by Centfures, require as. regular
Steps as the Admiffion of Members? For may not
there be many Reafons of Delay in Admiffion, which
will not amount to a prefent Cenfure of an admitted
Member ¢

E As
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As to Mr, T.’s Apology, for his and Mr, B--.ry
declining to comply with the Requeft of New-Caj/ii§
Prefbytery, to table Complaints againft their Mem.|
bers, if any of them were intended in faid Libels, vz}
That faid Propofal was Matter of Surprize to him; and
that be had no Thought about any fuch Thing, before ufl
was mentioned in the Face of the Fudicatory ; and thatf§
his Meeting with the Prefbytery was meerly accidental;f
and that his entering into a judicial Procefs againfl an
of themy was utterly inconfiffent with his Defign and A3
pointments of ltinerary Preaching. We judge this Apo§
logy to be very lame ; for was not he defired to tablef’
Complaints againft their Members, if intended in faidj§
Libel, either then, or at any convenient Time after§
wards, at his Leifure, before he left their Bounds;§
and to leave them an Account of the Matter in WriJ
ting, if he could not attend their Meeting ; and thatj§
they would take it any Way : And did irot they infif
upen it peremptorily, as what they had a juft Right toff
demand, with Refpeét to their own Members? Andj
as to Mr. 7.’s Appointments, were they not irregular§
Intrufions, without any regular Call or Authority !#
Befides, Doth not Mr. 7. here feem to be apprehen
five, that hc has his full Load; when tho’ before hef
appeared willing to carry his Brethren upon his Back]
by taking their Faults upon himfelf; yet here he leaves]
them as Prifoners in the Ditch, and let them comej
oéut and vindicate themfelves as they can: For Mr. T.p
doth not fo much as pretend to vindicate them in thefcg
Remarks,

And now we alfo leave it to the im’artia] Reader to]
judge, Whether a Separation has not been made, ing
Efteét, by our Brethren, for a confiderable Time paft,
tho’ in Name we were united : But the Mifery is, our
Readers, partial or impartial, will judge as they fee
Caufe, without afking our or their Leave :* For havej
not our Party-Readers as good a Right to proclaim
| | themlclveil
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themfelves impartial Judges, as we to call ourfelves
impartial Contenders ! Let every one therefore con-
tend and judge, as thofe that fhall be judged by a Sue
pream Judge. N |

Wheteas Mr. T, profefles, That tho’ they differed
from us in Sentiments, in refped® to fome As or Canons
‘we had made ; yet that they defigned no Separation from
us upon that Account ; but thought that mutual Forbear-
ance would be the teft Expedient in the Cafe aforefaid :
Intimating, that as they defired a Liberty of alfiing ac-
cording to their Confciences, in the controverted Affuir;
fo they were far );from a Defire of impofing their Fudgment
upon their Brethren, or imagining that there was a Nes
ceffity of Separation upon the Account of Diverfity of Sen=
timent,

As to the controverted Aés, of which we fhall
{fpeak more in proper Place, they were but now redu-
ced to one ; and even that offered up, upon the Pro-
pofal of any fatisfying Method to fecure a learned Mi-
nittry.  What Sort of Confcience are they endued
with, who, on the one Hand, reprefent their Brethen
as carnal, wicked Wretches, and prophane Oppofers
of God’s Work, in their publick Writings and Ser-
mons ; and vet, on the other, defign no Separation
from Such? And when our Difagreement was con-
cerning the very Fundamentals of focial Union, or
Terms of miniftecial Communion: How was mutual
Forbearance praéticable,-without either an Agreement
on the Head, or either Side’s condefcending, for Peace
Sake, to give up their Rights of Confcience? Will Mr.
7. tell us; Doth he mean, that they, or we, or both
fhould ufe Forbearance? If he fays both, as he feems
to do, when he fpeaks of mutual Forbearance, where
will there be Room for either, -to aé according to their
Confciences and Forbearance too, without a Separati~
on ; unlefs we had fome Skill to reduce Man into fuch
a Form, as to be both Man and Horfe, half one half the

E 2 other,
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other, full one and full the other ; and yet neither the|
one nor the other /' So that to us it appears very plain |
at prefent, that the Synod have been much out of the |,
Way of Duty, in that they did not oblige them either
to reform or feparate fooner, However, had they kept
within their own Bounds or Sphere (as others did) |
without incroaching upon the Bounds of other Prefby-
teries and ftuted Minifters, there might be fome [,
Weight in the Argument: But when they intruded
into the Vacancics, and formed Ere&ions in thel
Bounds of other Prefbyteries, and fent t eir Mifliona-
ries into thefe alfo; and when they intruded. into the
Limits of fixed Congregations, where there were or-
derly Paftors already, without their Invitation or Cons
fent, condemning them as Oppofers of God’s Work, il
carnal Men and Hypocrites, if they fpoke againft fuch &
diforderly, divifive Intrufions: Was not this impofing |
their Judgment upon, and lording it over their Bre-
thren, with a Witnefs ; by invading their Rights un-
der the Name of Men’s ufing their own Liberty;
which no Chriftian can plead for to the Overthrow of
Seripture Rule, which forbids the condemning or de-
priving of any of his juft Rights, without a fair Hear~
ing or Trial; which is acually and manifeftly done by ¥
fuch irregular and finful Intrufions? :

- As for the late Aét paft in Donnegal Prefbytery, that i
wis no Synodical A&, nor have many of the Protef-
ters ever feen it, nor have had an Opportunity to
form an adequate Judgment of it; and therefore it is
but forced Work, to bring it into our prefent Contro-
verfy, If that Prefbytery have exceeded their juft §
Authority, or inctoached upon their Brethren’s Rights, R,
by faid A&, the Synod is a proper Judicature to cog- |
nofce upon the Matter ; and thither we refer it. But
yet, according to our prefent Light, we cannot but
think, that a legal Self-Defence is both Lawful and
Duty ; and if fome Brethren wlll be fo diforderly, as

_ 0 |
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to intrude'in an extabrdinary Manner upon their Bres
thren: “tis but juft for fuch as are intruded upon and
difturbed, to oblige their proper Flocks to walk order-
ly, if they expect the Privileges of orderly Members,
by attending and not forfaking their own ftated Af

femblies ; and not to encourage Diforders, accordin
to the Purport of the A&t of the Church of Scotland,
latelv publifhed by Mr. Gillypy.  And if the Aét com-
kined of, be not the fame for Subftance with the for-
mer, let the Matter be decided in a proper Judicature.
And if our Brethren defign any Scripture-Peace or
Union with us, they muft allow, that the Rights of
ther Prefbyterics and Minifters are to be preferved as
swcred in ther own Bounds, as they expe& others
hould maintain their Rights in their proper Sphere,
ccording to our Conftitution and profefled Principies :
‘or without this, no Union can, in God’s Way, unite
sin Afteétion and Praétice.  All fchifmatical Unions,
ubverfive of the Truth, deftruétive of Gofpel Peace
nd Order, and hurtful to our common Intereft, we
feicét ; whatever Pretences and Cants Men may make
{ carrying on God’s Work, to colour hurtful and
ifchievous Pratices and Defigns, too apparent in
uch Practices. ;
We further declare, that our Unfuccefsfulnefs in the
it Year, in ufing healing Meafures, difcouraged us
rom making new Prepofals of this Kind, at our laf
ynod : And therefore we chofe to lay open our Grie-
ances, and’to complain of their infringing and viela-
ng the known Rights of Prefbyteries; and thelr
reach of our moft publick and folemn Agreements,
nd if Mr. 7. had any Overture to propofe, for Peace
nd Accommodation, was it hot a very fit Opportu=
ity to make it known and to offer it, when we wete
omplaining of Grievances: Ana even after we pro-
fted, was there any Hindrance to propofe fuch an
verture, in a becoming Manner! For did not onef
, o ‘
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of the Proteftors give Mr. 7. a Fair Opportunity, b
defiring him to mect and confer with his Brethren ?

We add, that after much Time fpent, without be.
ing allowed to enter into the Merits of the Caufe, in
one of the principal Grounds of our Difference and pre
fent DiflatisfaCtion, tho’ they had no Plea to make
againft giving the Complaint a fair Hearing, but 2
meer Circumfitance, we were much difcouraged.

Seeing there is a confiderable Clamour raifed againt
us in the Country, by Bufy-Bodies, as if Mr. Crai.
bead got Mal-Treatment from us, at our laft Synod;
we think it may not be amifs to fet his Cafe in better
Light ; for we judge we can make it appear, that h
wronged others, and not they him ; or elfe let him o
his Adherents an{wer thefe few Queries, wvrz,

Query 1. If Mr. Craighead had any juft Complaint
againft any of his Co-Prcfbyers, fhould not he hav
fpoken with them on the Head ; and if that would not
do, fhould not he have tabled Complaints againft them,
in their proper Prefbytery, in order to reclaim them
or bring them to Juftice? But this he did not.

u. II. Was it not a daring Picce of prefumin
Boldnefs and filly Craft in Mr. C--gh--d, when b
underftood, that there were heavy, and for aught tha
appears as yet, juft Complaints to come into the Pref
bytery againft him, to go to libel the Members of th
Prefbytery in a difordcrly Way, to ftop the Courfe
Juftice in his own Cafc ?

Qu. III. When Mr. C---d was a ftated Member o
Donnegal Prcfb} tery, was it not unreafonable, that b
fhould preténd or aflume to be a Judge in his ow
Cafe, fo far as to decline coming to 'T'rial in his ow
proper Judicature, when thereunto called? For
Prefbyteries have any Rights at all, muft not they har
Authority to cite their own Mcmbers to appear, andt
demand their Anfwers to fuch Complaings as are tabl
againft them, and to cenfure them accordingly ?
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Qu, IV. Was it not a very diforderly Step in Mr,
BC---d, to get Meflts, Alexander and Finley to read his
defamatory Libel out of the Pulpit, under the feigned
Name of a Defence, before hearing Complaints or
Trial ? Did not this look like his being confcious of
the Badnefs of his Caufe! And what End could this
ferve but to raife Tumults?

Qu. V. Was it not an high Piece of Injuftice in
MM:, C---d, to deny his Brethren a Copy of faid Libel,
Jltho’ read fo publickly to blacken their Charaters?
Was not this beating his Brethren, and at the fame
Time taking from them the neceflary Means of Self-
Defence ? '

Qu. VI. When 'Mr., C---d denied his Brethren a
JMCopy of faid Libel, containing the Charges againfk
them ; and refufed to give them Trial in their proper
Prefbytery, as weil as omitted to give them Warning
Wto prepare for a Trial at the Synod, how could the -
Synod do better than pofi-pone the Trial, and propofe
to fend a Committee to the Spot to try the Affair?
Would it not be Injuftice in the Synod, to hurry any
Member to a Trial under the above Difadvantages?
And who but Mr, C---dis blameable for ftaving off
(gthe Trial at the Synod ! For how could he rationally
expe, that any of his Brethren would be willing to
Scome to Trial at the Synod. until firft they fhould have
a Trial at their proper Prefbytery ; or that they could
be ready for a Trial, without firft they had a Copy of
their Charges, and Warning to get their Evidences
prefent ?

A Qu. VII. When there was a Propofal made of fend-
fling a Compmittee to the Spot to try faid Affair, was it
not an unreafonable Demand in Mr, C---4 to infift
peremptorily upon it, that the then protefting Brethren
(who were his Party-men, and many, if not moft of
them, guilty of fome of the Crimes which he was fi-
lenced for, and all of them guilty of countenan}'ing

uch
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fuch Practices) fhould be a Majority in faid Commit.
tee! When therefore the Matter was known to be
thus, there was juft Reafon, why Mr. Thompfsn fhould
R/rlotc& againft the then protefting Brethren being

embers of faid Committee ; and we can difcover nof
Reafon, why Mr. 7. fhould be furprized at his doing fo;ff
but judge, that this proceeded from the Want of an}
impartial Confideration of the State of the Affuir,
But tho’ it be true, that Mr. Thompfon protefied as a.
bovefaid ; yet is it ot as true, that one of their Party
protefted againft fome other Members, at the fame
Time? So that if there be any Crime in that, they
were not a Whit behind us in this Step; and if theit]
Reafons be as good as ours for fo doing, let them be
produced. And feeing Mr. T. is fo acute in marking
our Omiflions, we delire to hear, Why he neglects to
notice his own Party’s Protefting, as well as ours? On
the other Hand, when Afr. C---4 had diforderly intru-
ded upon Mr. Allifon, by preaching in the Bounds of
his Congregation, after he and his Seflion publickly de-
~¢lared againft it; and when Mr. Allifon, who is a}
Member of New-Caftle Prefbytery, tabled a Complaint,
in a regular Manner, againft Mr. C---d, at Donnegal
Pretbytery, of which Mr. C---d was a Member, and}
could not get any Redrefs or Satisfaction thereby ; be-}
caufe Mr. C---d declined to ftand Trial in his own
proper Prefbytery, and obftinately retufed Submiflicn
to their Cenfure: Had not Mr. Allifor a juft Riglt
now, to complain and demand the Judgment of thej
Synod in that Affair, as independently of; or asa dif-
ti¢t Complainant from the Prefbivtery of Dennegal!
For when Mr. C---d rcjeted that Prefbytery, and
would not come to Trial before them, who but the
Synod were the only pioper Judges of the Matter!?
And when there was no need of Evidences to clear
the Way of the Synod’s Judgment in that Cafe, fecing

Mr. C---d publickly acknowledged the whole F a&&!
~ | an
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and neither did nor could plead, not Guilty ; was not
the Oppofition Mr. 7. and his Party made againit
hearing and judging Mpr. Allifon’s Complaint (meerly
becaule Dsnnsgal Prefbytery did not enter it in their
Records of Complaint, asa »rime Article) without
2ll Reafon, and Partiality with a Witnefs? For when
My, C---d declined to come to Trial at, and aéted in
Contempt of the Prefbytery’s Cenfure, muft that
Judgment, given in Adr. Allifan’s Favour, fltand in
Prejudice of his Right to = Hearing at the Synod, when
Mr. C---d, again{t whom it went, practically pro-
nounces it hull as to him ; otherwife muft not he lay
by Preaching till cleared in a proper Judicature ?
When therefore Adr. Ailifon’s juft Rights, as a Minifter,
‘were infringed in this Affair ; and when he fued for
Satisfaltion for this Wrong, in the proper infericr Ju-
dicature, and could get none ; and when in due Courfe
he fued for Redrefs at the higheft ftated Judicature,
was not oppofing the hearing and judging fuch a Cafe,
when every Way ciear and ripe for Judgment, a plain
turning of Fudgment into Wormwood, and. leaving off
Righteoufnefs in the Earth? Amos v. 7. And where-
B os Mr. T. elfewhere, very wrongfully faith, That Hy-
2 pocrites are againft all judging of others, we would afk
& himy, Who but defigning and unfaithful Men are

apainft fuch judging as was here fued for ? o

There was good Reafon to omit the Appointment of
a Committee for the Fund, at the ufual Time, and to
leave it till afterwards ; becaufe we did not then know
who were orderly Members of the Synod, feeing Mr.
Craighead’s Right to Memberfhip was already quefti-
oncd, and Mr. Alexander was much in the fame Lay,
and would have been objected againft if there had been
an Opportunity, he having been judicially declared to
be cut off from Memberfhip with the Prefbytery of
Donnegal, for his Immoralities ; albeit, he is admitted
inte their Catholick Srntherhood, with s« insking any

K publick
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publick Acknowledgment of his former Mis-fteps,

prove that there is a Reformation carried on, |
As ivr preparing Matters tor a Rupture before th
laft Synod, we never thought, nor do we think theg
was any need of our preparing Matters for that Endfi
" for our unruly Brethren prepared, and are ftill prep

ring fuch a pleirtiful Stock hereof, as will more th
- fill our both Hands, by their divifive Sermons, Wi
tings and Practices. And as for Mr. 7.’s Opinior
that we were-refoived on a Rupture, betore we ca
to Philadelphia : Opinion is but Opinion, and Mr.
by his Writings, would feem to be pofleflfed of man
Opinions, which he may part with at a cheap Rat
without any Lofs at all ; and if his declared Opinio
here be not {o in Part, we are miftakerr, For to r{
folve upon a Rupture, would feem to imply, that fucl
were refolved not to hearken to reafonable Terms ¢
- Accommodation, tho’ offered.  But this is diredli
contrary to our folemn Declaration in our Proteftfl
and in this Senfe of it we deny the Charge, and chal{
lenge Mr. T. to prove it: But yet, that we may re
move all juft Ground of Sufpicion of our Candidne
herein, we freely own, that confidering how we havis
been difturbed and harafled with Errors, Exclamatife
ons, Incroachments and Mifreprefentations, to the grea
Hazard of our Conftitution, and marring of our Pea§
and Gofpel Order, we judged it our Duty to makg
our Grievances known, in order to try to reclaing
them, and to get Gofpel Satisfaction from them ; and
if Attempts this Way proved Succefslefs, we thought
it our Duty to bear a publick Witnefs againft the Er
rors and Diforders of the Day among us, leaving the
Event to God, in whofe Hand it was and is: Andf
after the beft counting of the Coft we could, we f'udgcd
beforehand, that a regular Separation, tho’ the l
Remedy, would be lefs hazardous to Truth, Peaco,
and good Order, among us, than fuch % fchifngugca
jnon
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nion as hath fubfiffed among v« for fome Years paf.
or the laft Remedy is a Remedy ftill, and much bet-
Ber than a defperate Difeafe, which threatens no lefs
an the whole Conftitution. And we declare further,
hat it is our Hearts Grief, that we did not oblige
hem, by proper Cenfutes, to reform or feparate fooner,

But how could Mr. T. be of Opinion, That our
ihole Management was a preconcerted Scheme ; and yet,
bat Maiters were brought to a fudden Crifis: And that
e were refolved upom a Rupture beforchand, and prepa-
ed Matters for it ; and yet, figned the Proteff with
recipitation ?  But the Truth of the Matter was,
hat the Matter had been ferioufly talked of, and de-
iberately thought on, by all the Minifters, and by
oft of the Elders, who figned the Proteft; and the
WName of God was called upon, for Counfel and Di-
etion in Relation to it, at Philadelphia, before Sign-
ng; fo that the Charge of Precipitation muft drop
or a falfe one: And whatever private Thoughts, or
rivate Conferences, fome of the Proteftors might have,
¢ will not pretend to determine; yet we know of
o publick Congert, on this Head, held, till at Phila-
eiphia ; fo that Mr, 7.’s Guefles here feem to be but
ye, if not blind Blows ; and therefore we would not
ave Men be too pofitive about Men’s carnal and gra-
hious States upon Guefles ; for thefe mifs oftener than
(£,

We judge, that returning to the Obfervation of the
Rules of our Prefbyterian Conflitution, includes Men’s
rejecting their Errors as well as their Diforders ; and
we cannot fee, how any honeft and orthodox Prefby-
terians can think otherwife ; for it is evident, that we
have Rules, which require, that Minifters thould ad-

here to thofe Scripture Doétrines, which are contained
i in our Confefion and Catechifms, which we own for

our Standard, And when in our Proteft, we exprefly
§infift, that all our Members thould adopt our faid Con-
¥Fa fefion,
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feffion, Catechifms, and Directory, we judge, that{ll
Mr. T. mi%}t put his taunting Scoff (at our pro-§
fefling our Willingnefs to receive them with all en.§
dernefs, upon their hearty Return to the Rules of the|§
Prefbyterian Conflitution, wiz, his faying, What, withlg
all the Errors they charge us of being guilty of ?
Strange !) in his Pocket, till he found Room for it. It
is ftrange indeed, that Men, who, in Appearance,
have folemnly adopted our Confeflion, fhould call a&-
ing in Oppofition to and Contempt of Scriptural and|
Prefbyterial Order, Reformation ; and publickly pro-
fefs themfelves obliged to defend Mr. W’s falfc]l
Scheme ; and that Adr. /7efly is found in Fundamen
tals; as Mr. 7. did in New-Caftle Prefbytery. DBug
what Creatures, but honeft Men, can be too monftrous§
for a mongrel, centiceps Catholicifm, nick-nameda
Reformation by defigning Men? And if Mr. 7. canf
point out any Particulars, wherein our Declarationjg
here is inconiiftent with our Pra&ice, we do affurci
him to hearken, and return him as fuitable an Anfwgr@l
as we can: Till then, we think it a fufficient Reply tof
this and the like general Clamours, to fay, Dolus latetlg
in gengralibus, till we hear further,

-
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Mr. Tennent's REMARKS upon
the PROTESTATION

EXAMINED.

S to our Complaint of the Decay of practical

Religion, in the Life and Power of it, and many
abounding Immoraiities, notwith{tanding that the Form,
Order and Conflitution of an organized Church hath
here fubfifted above thefe thirty Years paft, in a very
great Degree of comely Order and fweet Harmony, till
of late, at which Mr. T. carps, faying, Jf /o, why was
wot this tragical Out-cry raifed before, of the expiring of
this infant Church? We reply, God is our Witnefs,
and fo are our Hearers too, whether we have been
altogetber filent till now, of the Evils complained of,
in our publick Confeffions, Sermons, Judicatures, and
private nd publick Conferences ; but yet, as long as
good Order was kept, and timely Admonitions and
Reproofs were given and taken, and proper Cenfurcs
in fome good meafure adminiftred ; we did not think,
that our Church or Conftitution was in fuch Danger of
expiring, as now, when the Hedge of Difcipline is
broken down by the Inroads made therecupon, under
the feigned Name of Reformation, and the Encourage-
ment given to our People, todifregard Order and Gof-
pel or Church Rules, from Pulpit and Prefs. We
Judge, that thefe Errors and Diforders do ftrike at the
Root of Religion, and its folid Exerciies, in many

Points,
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Points, and that fpeaking againft them is far irow i
tithing Mirt, ‘Anife and Cumtnin 3 tho’ we judge, that %
even that was Duty in proper Time and Place, and
not a Crime; and that the not obferving of Order, §
without which no religious A& can be performed in §
due Manner, is reptehended by our Saviour there, as
zcll as the Omiflion of the weightier Matters of the §
aw,

We judge, that Divifions are not only lamentable in

xefpect of their Tendency to contraét Guilt in their
Authors, and to raife Prejudices in inconfiderate, un.
regenerate Sinners ; but alfo in refpect of the Good they §
hinder, theSin they caufein, and the Mifery they bring K
on good Men, to the great Hurt of our common Inte- i
zeft. We readily agree with Mr, 7, that the Gofpel |
an the right Ufe of it, is not the proper Caufe of fuch [
Divifions ; for all the T'ruths of God, if liftened to, §
lead Men to follow Charity and Peace, not only with §
fome, but with all Mcn, as far as poflible : But Divi- §
fions fpring from Men’s unruly Lufts, fuch as Pride, §#
Self-Love, Envy, Paflion, Rigidnefs, Rathnefs, Incon- K
ftancy, a Spirit of Jealoufy and Contention, Covetouf- §
nefs and Falfenefs, &', and from Men’s imbibing di- |
viding Principles, and running into divifive Praltices,
being fpirited thereunto by Satan the great Make-bate ; §
but yet the Scripture is very plain, that fome of old §
preached Chrift of Envy, Strife and Contention ; and j
how was this done, but by Men’s diforderly Tntrufions
into other Men’s Labours, to make Parties and Faétions, |
by with-drawing Men from their proper Paftors, to the §
great Difturbance of the Peace and'Order of Churches,
to the hindering of the Succefs, ard marring of the g
Comfort of the pious and proper Watchmen, 2 Cor. 10. §
15, 16, Phil. 1. 15, 16. And therefore we judge, B
that we very juftly afcribe our Divifions and Diftractions |
to the unwearied, unfcriptural, antiprefbyterial and r:2-
charitable divifive Practices of our feparated Breth a |

0
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as thelr dire@ and proper Caufes ; and when we fpeak
again®t tucir Mal-Condué@ only in Defence of Gofpels
Truths and ()rder, how wilfully do our Brethren mif-
reprefent 'us, when they brand us with the blaek Cha-
raters of Oppolers of God’s Work? We grant, that
the fpreading 'ower of Fleligion may be attended with-
Divifions between its Friends and its open Enemies 3
but it would look too like black-mouthed barking in
Proteftant Diffenters, to proclaim one another Enemies
of the Gofpel, upon the Account of their confcientious
Differences one from another, According to our beft
Light, we judge that our prefent Divifions are caufed by |
the Spreading of Errors and Diforders, and not of the
Fower of Religion, and that we contend for the Truth
and Government of Chrift’s Kingdom, which we hope
will appear in our Writings and Condudl. |

But yet, Mr. 7, tg/i*ribes our prefent Debates to a dif-
B ferent and mere early Source. . For, faithhe, That which
inbeir Opinion gave rife to the prefent Controverfy among
us, was our framing two A¢is or Canons fome Years paf?t,
the one refpecting the Admiffion of Candidate: ta the Mini-
firys the other againft itinerary Preaching 3 concerning
which Aéts Mr, 7, obferves further, Thas they were
(in their Opinion) unfcriptural and arbitrary, as well as
of a fatal Tendency to mar the Progrefs of the Wark of
God in this Land, and therefore they judged themfelves
obliged in Confcience to oppofe them, both by Speech dnd
Practice 5 and that we, on the contrary, thought proper to
maintain them till laf} Year, at which time the latter was
dropt 5 o that we need not fpeak much as to that At ;
only it may be meet to offer a Word to fet Macters of
Faét in a fair Light, efpecially when Mr, 7. makes
this A&t juft one half of the Source of our Divifionse
Here then as Mr. T is fo good, as to beg leave to differ
in Sentiments from us, as *o the Source of our Divifions
fo we beg leave to fpeak our Part in the Matter, ac-
cording to our beft Apprehenfions of it then and novivaf'
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for their Opinion is no Standard ro more than ours:
And we judge, that Mr. 7. herein gives only a #near
Guefs of the Souree, but doth not hit it,  If he had gone
one Step furrher, he might, in our Opinion, have hit
the right Mark, wiz. The Occafions or Caufes of
framing thefe two Aés, or the Evils or Diforders they
were defigned to remedy or prevent, according to the
old Phrafe, Ex malis moribus bone leges. It muft be
fuppofed by all Men of Thought, that either the Synod
acted very irrationally, or elfe they had a View to fome
Evils felt or feared, as Occafions of framing thefe two
A&s. The State then of the Queftion or Debate here
is, Whether the Evils or Grievances, that gave Rife to
thefe A&ls, or what they were defigned to prevent or
remedy, or elfe the A&s themfelves then made, are the
real Caufe of our Divifions? Mr, 7. afferts, that the
latter is the Source, but we the former; being morally
fure, that the Defign of thefe A&ts was good ; and we
cannot, till better Light, give that up, without wrong-
ing our own Confciences, and hurting, as we think,
the Intereft of Religion among us; our Meaning is,
(1.) That the Evils we defigned to remedy or prevent,
were real Evils and juft Grievances, 2s being hurtful to
Religion, contrary to Scripture and right Reafon, and
proper and direét Caufes of Difcord and Confufion:
This we are willing and ready to maintain againft ail
Oppofition and Oppofers, as far as God thall enable us;
for we are as confident of the Goodnefs of our Cauf,
as any of our Antagonifts can be of theirs, whatever
their or our Abilities are to defend their or our prope
Part ; fo that we defy all to prove, that the Defign
thefe ACts, or our Defign in making them, was naught,
as hath been infinuated by defigning Men, <o raift
Prejudices againft us, to the calling of our Integrity into
queftion, as having evil Defigns herein ; it being il
-nuated, that our Defign in making faid Aéts was, !
binder the Admittance of faithful Men into the Minifliy,

Gl
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nd the Spreading of the G?(/ﬁd’ than which nothing

Bkan be a more barefaced Falthood and Slander.
2. As to thefe Aéls, it is readily granted, that they
ere prudential Als, occafioned by Emergencies, made
Wsro hic et nunc, and it never was the Debate about them,
B Whether the Methods prefcribed in them, were the
Wonly proper Specificks to cure or prevent the feared or
Wfelt Evils ? as the Synod’s giving up the one, and offer-
Wing up the other, upon an Equivalent propofed, plainly
Bdemonftrates 3 but whether thefe or fome fuch like
Methods were now neceflary, to cure or prevent faid
Evils? The Debate never was, Whether the Methods
agrced on were the beft in themfelves, had we the
Choice and Carving of our own Circumftances ; but,
whether they did not appear the beft that occurred in
prefent Circumftances, to anfwer the End propofed,
all Things confidered? The Debate never was, Whe-
ther the faid Methods were ftritly and abfolutely ne-
ceflary in their own Nature, or made fo by any pofitive
Law of God in particular ; but whether fome weighty
Circurfiftances, fervingunder fome general Commands,
did not make them ncceflary, at leaft disjunétively at
this or the like Times, and under prefent Circumdtances,
prior to the Synod’s Determination, fo that they were
not altogether arbitrary ! Nor was it the Debate, W he-
ther they were fcriptural in terminis ; but whetherthey
were comprehended under a Rule, as being at leaft
disjun&ively under a general divine Command? But
to fet the M,atter in better Light, we fhall offer a Word,
3. As to the Evils' defigned to be remedied by faid
Alls, viz. | |
1. The Evil defigned to be remedied or prevent-
ed by the A& relating to itinerary Preaching, now
dropt, was, the making of Rents, Factions, Parties
and Divifions in Congregations, by Men’s Intru-
fions for this End into the Vacancies in the Bounds of

other Prefbyteries, or into the Corngrs of fettled
Con-
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Congregatnozns upon the Invitation of fome Mal-con.

tents or diflatisfied Members, withou* the Invitation or]
Confent, or againft the juft Determination of the re !
fpettive Mmlﬁers or Prefbyteries, under the Difguife of
itinerary Preaching. To explain the Point then, we
may J,uf{ly obfLr\«e, that there is a vaft Difference be.
tween an itinerary Preaching, where thereis no fanding
M}}ﬂry, to fupply the Want of it, or evenan order)j}
occafional Pre.achg, where there is a fettled anﬂrv
inan united Way to promote Truth, Unity and Peact
between Minifters and People, to ﬂrength n the Hand:@
of the Brethren and our common Intereft ; and a 4/
orderly itinerary Preaching, fet up in Oppofition o, and}
to caft Contempt upon, and overturn a ftanding ciderlr}
Miniftry, which is God’s Ordinance, by making dii-}
orderly Intru{xons into other Men’s Labours, to fowl§
Secds ot Difcord between Pcople and their proper Paftor§
and fpiritual Guides; by blackening their Charatter@
by general Exclamations, pronouncing them corrupt, i
without proving any rarticular Charge; by utteringQ
dark reproachful Infinuations and Reports of them, andf
Back-bitings ; by pafling rath Cenfures upon them, asfg
to their fecret State, without any regular Trial orfg
Charge proven agafnft them in Prmc1ple or Practice; §
by encouraging Factione, Rents and Divifions in their g
Bounds, and fetting up Threfliold agaiast Threflioid,§
and encouraging their I‘ locks to for{ake their Mmiftrv, K
and to break through good Rules and :Jrder, asanccer-§
fary Piece of Reformation ; as well us by fowing fomef
cnthuﬁaﬁxck Principles, ¢9¢. We appeal to the Act§
itfelf, whether it be not evident, that our Act wasf
levelled againft the latter Sort of stinerary Preaching, andp
not-in the leaft againft the former ; and we appeal tof
Mr. 7.s printed Sermon preached at Nostingham, fromj
Mark 6 34. and Mr. Finley’s printed Sermons, a|
Specimens, to prove that their itinerary Preaching is of }

:hc latter Sort alfo, and to the many Rents and Dwmom |
mac”
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made in all the Congregations, where they have been
entertained in a diforderly Manner, with Approbation,

to the great Hurt of the Intereft, and Hinderance of
the folid Exercifes of Religion, confifting in the regular

B Performance of Duties to God and Man, in feveral

Relations, And we appeal to all underftanding Chri-

d tlians, of whatever Denomination among Proteftants,
| whether the whole Current of the Old and New ‘[efta-

ment, be not againft the latter Sort of itinerary Preach-
ing, particularly the Epiftles of Pau/, the great Apoftle

| of the Gentiles, tho’ we never .2 :aade an Aét againft

it? And we appeal to all knowing Prefhyterians,
Whether it be not fubverfive of our Prefbyterian Plan
or Conftitution ? If any can convince us, that fuch a
diforderly, intruding and factious Conduét, is Prefbvte-

f rianifm, they will foon difluade us from owning cur
B fclves Prefbyterians any longer ; for we are fure, that

it is not the Prefbyterianifm which our Fore-fathersand

} we did and do profefs, but the Reverfe of jt: So that

tho’ we gave up that A& for Peace, becaufe of the

| Out-cry ugainft it 5 yet we judge, that we have as good

Ground to uppofe fuch a diforderly itinerary Preaching,
as was thesein levelled againft, without an A&, asever
we had when faid A& was in force ; fo that the Giving
up of faid A&, is not in the leaft Giving up the Caufe ;
for we never defired, that the faid A& fhould take place

B .ny further than it had Scripture Foundation to ftand

ipon, Either then Mr. 7. muft grant, that an orderly

ttanding Miniftry is God’s Ordinance, or deny it: And

on the other Hand, he muft either prove, that a dif-
orderly, factious, intruding Miniftry, is God’s Ordi-
' "['ill he proves the latter, their
faying that oppofing their Errors and’ Diforders, is

- oppofing God’s Work or Reformation, ‘is but barefaced .

begging of the Queftion, which we never will grant:
Nor are their Infinuations of the Corruption of the
Miniftry in general, without they come to Particulars,

o G2 Coand
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4nd repularly prove fomething in our Principles or
Pradlices, to fupport the Charge, any better, For tho
fome of both fides were found guilty s,yet we are muchj
miftaken, if we will not, upon a éir Hearing, prove,
that Corruption is more general on their fide than ours,B
if Scripture-Rule be allowed to be the Standard of[f
Orthodoxy and Regularity, »‘
- 2, As to the Evil defigned to be prevented by the}
other A&, viz. That which relates to the Admiffion o
Candidates, it wasan unlearned or an unqualified Mini-| .
ftry.  The Synod conceived, not without (3round, tha:|g
there was fome Slacknefs in particular Prefbytcries, ing
the Examination of Candidates, at their Admiffion into§
the Miniftry, and that fome of late were admitted, who
were remarkably deficicnt in fome Parts of ufeful Learn &3
ing, particularly Meflrs. Alexander Craighcad, Chari:
Tennent, and “fohn Rowland : Some of our Number|§
were diffatisfied at their Admiflion; and fome that wei§
then cafy, by reafon of their good Opinion of the Men, 8
hoping they would improve, arc in a great mezlurc
difappointed of faid Hopes, by reafon of the Nuotiens |8
they have imbibed, and the Practices thev have runinto. |
And weappeal to their underflanding Hearers, Whether |@
their Deficiencics do not too vifibly appear in their|g
publick Performances? And if any doubt that the s
Grounds of our [Iealouﬁcs herein are not well founded, |8
we are willing, that the Matter be put to a fair T'rial, §
by the Examination of faid Pcrfons, to whom we muv g
add Mr. McCrey, by any impartial léarned Men, who
arc not of our Number. Upon thefe Grounds, and the §
credible Reports we received of Mr, W, T.s great §
Slacknefs in educating Scholars under his Care, to-§
gether with the plain Indications of the great Induftry §
of his Sons to promote their Father’s Scholdrs, tho'§
never fo unqualified ; it was thought expedient (feeing §
we had no Colleges nor Profeflors to examine our Scho- §
ié.r‘::., 28 is ufual at Commiencements, where there are
- Collegesﬁ
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Colleges befoie Credentials or Diplomass are given them)
that fuch who were brought up privately, fhould appear
P before the  Synod, or their Commiffion, in order to
§ their Examination in the feveral Parts of ufeful Learn-
fing, previousto their Admiffion upon ufual Trials by
W particular Prefbyteries, Now the great Plea againft
W this is, That cur Aet infringeth upsn the Rights of Pref-
§ fterics 3 becaufe the Synod or its Commiffion fhould
have a Negative over Prefbyteries, as to thofe who
fhould be rejected upon this Trial,  Our Plea isy that
Synods or Aflemnblies chufe Profeflors, who have the
fime Power ; arnd had we Ptofeflors, we would not
defire that any of the Members of our Synod fhould be
concerned herein @ Jut when we have none elfe, that
are capabig ; we judge, thatit is better that they fhould
at, than that fuch a neceflary Work fhould be neg-
le€ted, Befides, is it not ufual elfewhere, for Minifters
to alt their Part in the Examination of Scholars at
Commencements ; and do not fuch Profeflors and Mi-
nifters ufe a Negative over Prefbyteyies, as to thofe who
§ 2re rejected by them ! Befides, was not the Synod

-willing to drop the faid A¢, upon the Propofal of any
‘B other fatisfactory Expedient to fecure Learning in Can-
didates, as we faid already ?

As to the Solemmity, with which our Proteft is
exprefled, we cannot think, that the Method is extrd- .
ordinary, and whether the Juftice and Weight of the
Matter will not juftify the Methed, is left to the judi-
cious Reader: Nor do we defire, that the Reader fhould
lay any Weight upon our Method, any furthcr, than
our Sincerity otherways, and the Light and Evidence
of the Matter appear ; but yet, we judge, that fuch a
| Solemnity as is here ufed, is much more proper in
folemn Protefts, than Men’s ufing folemn Affeverations
in their publick Sermons, fuch as, I fpeak the Truth in
Chriff, I lie not 5 As the Lord livetn, &c, 'Whereas
Men thould prove their Doétrines with Scripture Procmﬁsci

| an
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and not with fuch folemn Afleverations ; for thefe cap
beget no more than human Faith. Mr, 7, agrees t
the firft Article of our Protelt, and owns, that Purt
the fecond is reafmmable, which requives, that the Confiffin
of Faith, Catechifms and Direétory, fhould be adopted by
al the Members of the Syned. But it would feem, by
M:.T.’s following Arguings, that he doth not underftand
that this Adopting obliges Men to act accordingly, o
¢lfe let him explain himfelf. o

As to what we fay, relating to the Rules contained
in our Directory, we cannot but think, that Mr, T,
ats the very unfair Opponent, when he puts our
Words in very wrong Light, by leaving out one main
Branch of the Dif-jun&ion there ufed, which is Ex.
planatory of the other ; and here we may obferve, that
tho’ Mr. T. invites us, as a Goliah, to bring forth all
our Stremgth in our Reply ; yet he acls the Part of an
Amalekite here, if we judge right., For our Words
run thus, ¢ That no Perfon thould be allowed to fit or
¢ yote in our Synod, who is either accufed or convic-
ted, or may be convicted before the Synod, or any
of our Prefbyteries, of holding and maintaining any
Do&rine, or who aéts or perfifts in any Practice,
contrary to any of thefe Doétrines or Rules contain.
ed in faid Diretory; or contrary to the known
Rights of Prefbytery, or Orders made and agreed to[f
by the Synod, and which ftand yct unrepealed, &7,
Here Mr. T. wifely leaves out the middle Ciaufe, viz.
¢ Or contrary to any of the known Rights of Prefby-
¢ tery,” that he might make Room to ¢row over and
torture the reft : For it is a common Rule, thot the
fecond Branch of a Dif-junction is Kxplanatory af the
former ; and if our Words here b~ :llowed this Biece
of common Juflice, the Expreflion muft be underftood
to intend, fuch material Rules in our Direftory, as will,
if difregarded or counter-a&t=d, overturn our Plan of

Prefbyterial Government, or Rights of Prefbytciry.
. : ﬂor
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For when it is well known to Mr. T’ and every Mem-

Al ber, of any ftanding in the Synod, that we never con-
. ended with him or them, for Want of Conformity

unto lefs material Rules, fuch as thofe he points out,
we Jook upon Mr. T.’s Arguings here, meerly trifling

¥ :nd not to the Purpofe. Uhlefs then Mr, 7. can o-

verturn the above Senfe of our Words, we judge, that -
we have fairly faved our Right of Sitting in Synod,
which Mr. T. by Syncope, was going to take away
from us.

As to the Canon-making Power, againft which Men
blow their Trumpets fo loudly, to raife Prejudices in
the Vulgar againft us, we utterly renounce all Claim

Wof Power, to form any Scripturelefs Canons; and

chim no more than a bare minifterial Authority, to .

fl fet down Rules and Directions for the ordering of the

Publick Worfhip of God, and Government of his

B Church, agreeable to the 31ft Article, Part 3, of our
B Confeflion. QOur Meaning is, that we, asa Synod,
Bhave full Liberty and Authority, as Stewards over
# God’s Houfe under our Care, to agree for ourfelves,

what Rules are fcriptural or neceflary in their own
Nature, or at the furtheft, neceflary in prefent Cir-
cumftances in Cafe of Emergencies happening, in or-
der to the compleat and decent fulhlling of Scripture

‘PPrecepts; and to ufe Gofpel Methods to eftablith fuch

- - Cdon €8 CB <8 +ma o

Rules in our Communitics, as are, according t@ our
beft Light and moft deliberatz fudgment, fcriptural or
neceflary : And if we cannot agree without voting,
that the Majority have a cafting Vote in all our De-
terminatious, as is ufual in all Judicatures, civil or
ccclefiaftical 5 fo that the Minority, or diflenting Vo

Rters, i1 Rules of common Concern, muft either com-

ply, or forbear to counier-act or feparate; being ftill

gwilling, upon further Information and better Light,
Bor vifible Alteration of material Circumiftances, or

upon any convincing Reafons offered, to recall or alter

_fuch
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fuch Rules as are made in Emergencics, asit-ma
jndged moft expedicnt to anfwer the defigned {,

Further, it is our Judgment, that in all our Determx-
nations fubjeét to fair Voie, that the A&s of the Ma-
jority are the Acts of the Synod, and binding upon
the whole Coramunity § for in fuch a Cafe, the Ma-
jority is the Synod, as in all other Communities and
Votes, otherwife Voting will anfwer no End; and
there "will be no Way left to determine any Contro-
verfies, or to eftablith any ftanding Rules in any free
Society or Community, as fuch, For when the whole
Society votes, have not the Votes of the Minority or
Diffentients, if out-ballanced by a Majority of Votes,
all the Weight and Force they can have, when laid
afide as void and null? For, how elfc fhall the Votes
of the Majority be allowed their duc Weight and
Force? And if the Minority, upon their Diflent, fhall
plead Liberty to counter-a&, and overturn the voted
and eftablithed Determinations of the Majority, is it
not plain telling them, that they will not be fubjetti
How then can fuch expect Memberthip in fuch a
Com,mumty? And if the Terms of Synudical Com-
munion be left to the Humours and Fancics of every
Member, will it not be more precaricus and wvarigbie,
than by referring it to the voted Determinations of the

Majonty? Fior in the Multitude of Counfellyrs there is
fafetvy Prov. xi. 14.

But to come to reply’ more particularly to the In-
flances My, T quotes out of the Directory, we may
premife a few Things, viz,

1. We judge it is but rational and juft. that our P
Protelt be underftood according to the Tenor and {Qu.-
\ lifications of our adopting Aét, melating to the Di-

rectory, in what our Proteft aﬂ‘«fls faid Dxre&or A {
we then well remember, the faid A& runsthus, ¢ That
““ we approve of faid Directory, as agreeable to God’s

“ Woard, and are refolved to conform to it, fo far as
¢ our
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our Circumftances wall allow, ‘and Chriftian Prudence
fhall direét.

5. We judge, that there isa vaft Difference between
a bare Omlfﬁon of what fome of faid Rules do pre-
feribe, and a&mg in Oppohtmn unto, and . counter.
alting them, in Contempt of the main Scope and De-
fign of the Direétory, or of the main Rules therein
contained,  Our adopting Act feems to leave Room
for the former, in fome Cafes, but not for the latter.
Having premifed thus much, we grant.

1. That the Dire@ory maintains, That Deacons are
diflinct Oﬁcer;ﬁ om Preaching and Ruling Elders; yed
iurthcx that Teachers are diftinét from Paffors ; 'yes,
doth it not hold, that the peculiar Work or Part of
both, may be perfon'ned by one and the fame Perfon,
s well as by different Perfons?  Now, if Paftors and
Teachers, which are collateral, may petform each o-
thers Part, may not Preachmg and Ruling Elders,
who are fuperiour Officers, perform the Deacons Of-
fice 'to a good Purpofe, without tranfgreffing Scripture
or the Rules of the Dnrc&ory tho’ a Dedcon cannot
perform theirs ? For in-all Offices and "Judicatures in
Chrift’s Church, the: fuperiour have full Power and
Authonty to perform the Duties and Offices of the
inferiour, but not the Contrary, If therefore Preach-
ing and Ruling Elders, who have intrinfick Power
from Scripture, to perform the Office of a Deacon, do
perform it to good Purpofe, where is the material De-
fault in not having Deacons?

2. As to the fecond Inftance, Doth not the Dnrec-
tory leave it to the Wifdom of the Minifter, how
large a Portion' of Scripture fhall be read at once?'
And was not it 2 materiil Omiffion in 7.’ 7. to omit
the firft Part of that Rule, that "he might give us a
Switch with the ‘Fail of it{ How doth the Devil i quote
M Scripture in Matth, iv ?

k{ As to she folemuizing of Mauzam in the Place
Y appointed
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appanted by publick Authority for publick Worfbip, By
Authority, 1s there meant civil and not ecclefiaftical §
Authority 5 and when we have no fuch Places in this, §
nor in the neighbouring Provinces, muft we leave of §
{folemnizing of Marriages? Will not the above Claufe
in our adopting Act, anfwer for this Part of our Non-
conformity ¢ Muft People be left to burn, and to wal- K
low in Lufts, becaufe we have no Places eftablifhed by §
Authority to marry them in !
4. As to obliging Candidates to take the folemn Leagu: |
and Covenant, Qur Aniwer is, that Circumftances |
now are vaitly altered from what they were then, by
the Revolution and Tolcration Aét, as to our civil
and religious Rights, which we thankfully ackrcw-§
ledge as one of our greateft Mercics; and divine Pro-
vidence hath rendered faid Covenant, as to its main
and proximate End, impracticable, and it were abfurd
to oblige Men to Impoffibilities.  But yet, do not thofc
that pray and ftrive for the Eftablithment of a mongrd
Cathalicifm, go further off the Hinge than we, whog
firive to eftublifh and keep up Prefbyterianifm in ourlg
own Communities ? And if Diflenters can legally goff
further tlan this with a fafe Confcience, under ou!l§
prefent Conflitution, we would be informed wherein i
And we will give a fuller Anfwer on the Head.: N

5. T'hat the Power of ordering the whole Work of Ordi-
nasion, 15 in the whale Prefbytery, in Oppofition to a finglelf
Congregation or a Part of a Prefbytery, as the Direc-§
tory plainly explains the Point, is readily granted: For
according to our Plan, which we believe to be ferip-B
tural, it would be Faction in a fingle Congregation or§§
a Part of a Prefbytery, to aflume the Power of Ordi-§
nation to themfelves, independently of and feparatelyj§
from the whole : But can any Prefbytetian Minifters@
be fo ignorant of their own Conflitution, as to think§
that a Synod (which is a fuperiour Judicature, or anjg
higl.er or bigger Pretbytery, . or a coalcfcency of PrelB
| byterics) §

& 0 sy ."'"\‘GE"’
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byteries) hath not -the Power of Ordination? Accerd-
ing to our beft Judgment of that Expreffion, its un-
difguifed Meaning is, That the whole Power of or-
dering the whole Work of Ordination is in the whole
in Oppolfition to a Part of the Prebytery; yet in Sub-
ordination to fuperiour Judicatures, but not indepen-
dently of them, much lefs in Oppofition to them.
Otherwife, .would it not be an Infringement upon the
Rights of Prefbyteries, for the Aflembly at the fame
Time, to aflume unto themfelves'a full Power to order
the whole Work of Ordination, by giving DireCtions,
prefcribing and ordering Rules, and eftablithing a Plat-
Form of the exa&t Order apd Method or Form, to be
oblerved by its inferiour or particular Prefbyteries, in
the whole Work of Ordination? Further, we would
alk Mr. 7. Did ever any in Scotland, Holland, or
New- England judge, that the Examination of Scholars
by Profeflors, chofen by the Aflembly, Aflociation or
Claffes, with whom Mnifters join at Commencements,
to be a Denial of the Power of Prefbyteries to order
the whole Work of Ordination? And if our Brethren
will contrive fome Trial equivalent to faid ‘Examina-
tion, or what may, in fome fatisfying Degree, {fupply the
Want of it, we give up the contefted A&. But that
they were rejected for their Conformity to the faid Rule,
is a wide Mifreprefentation of the Matter: For we
ever profefled our Adherence to faid Rule, and always
act accordingly.  "T'he Debate is not, in whole or in
Part, who are intrufted with the Power of Ordination
hut whether the Right of chufing Profeflors for Col-
leges, or Tutors {or Academies, belongs to the higher
or lower Church Judicatures 3 and in Cafe there be no
Profeflors, to take the rezular Examination of Scholars
privately cducated, whether the Right of chufing Ex-
aminators, to fupply the Koom or Want of Profeflors
in examining Scholars in rtIhe ufeful Parts of Adademi-i
o H2 ca
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¢al Learning, fhnuld be entrufted to Synods or Pre(by. §

teries ?
Mr. T. adds, How little Mercy Joever our Brethren

were difpofed to fbew to xs ; yet we think they fhould have

had fome upon themfelves. .

Anfw. No doubt it fhould be fo, for we are to /rve |

our Neighbours as ourfelves ; and the unnatural to him.

felf, cannot love his Neighbour as he ought; but yet §
we do not fee fuch a Ground of Fear, that our Charity §
will not begin at Home, as that Mr. T.s Charicy will [§
end where ours fhould begin ; as may appear by the

Allowance he feems to give to his Party, of rafb jude.

ing the fecret States of cthers, in page 27, 28, tozether |§
with his own rath Cenfures of his Brethen, in many |
Places. But yet, tho’ we would not complain, if our |§

Brethren would do us fair Juftice, and keep their

Mercy in Stare, till we or others ftand in more Need of |
it than now, hoping, that when our Turn comes, we

4

thall be wxllmg to fhew them all the Mercv, as faras§ .

our Mite can go, that is confiftent with Duty to God,
Juttice to ourfelves, and Faithfulnefs in our Truft.

Mr. 7. adds, T/*e three following  Articles being 8

grounded upon the former, fall with it.

Anfw. If there be fuch a Connexion as to ftanding
and falling, between the three latter and the former;
we judge, that the former ftands firm and ftedfaft upon
its proper Bafis, by taking away the falfe Bahs,
which Mr. 7. has put underneath it to tile it, that fo
¥t might be more advantageous to build Cobwebs upon
it ; and if our Spectacles be true, thefe only are fallen,§
and of Confequence the three latter Articles are only
failen in Mr. 7.’s Books, in ours they are Noun-Sub-
ftantives ftill, being however untouched iill the nex
Blow comes.

And now we alfo proceed to the Confideration of
Mr. T.’s Remarks upon our Reafons, againft the Ad

mittane
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mittance of our feparated Brethren to fit and vote in
Bthc Synod : And what we alledge is, .
. Their heterodox and anarchical Principles,” ex-
@prefled in their Apology now printed, page 67 ; where
Rthev exprefsly deny, that Prefbyteries hiave Authority
to oblige their diflenting Members; and that Synods |
I fhould not go any further, in judging of Appeals and
References, &c. than to give their beit Advice;
j which, fay we, divefts the Officers and Judicatuves of
P Chrift’s Kingdom of all Authority ; and plainly con-
 tradicks the 31ft Article of our Confefiion, which thefe
Brerhren pretend to «dopt, -
| Jir. T. replies, That they cannot [ee the Fuftnefs of our
Carzﬁ:;umce 5 and that they think, that all that Autherity,
which is confiflent with tbe Rz bts of Confcience, and
private Fudgment, and the Peace of the Church is affert-
ed in the Pages referred to; page 16: adding, in p. 17,
 That they hope, that 1we wili nat labour to defend any
Juppoyed Authority in Synods, to wvfringe upon the Rig bts
 of Canj}:zcnce and private fudgmen:, which, they z‘bmk
iught to be preferved as facred and snviclaile.
| “We anfwer, Who can help their rot difcovering
¥ the Juftne(s of our Confequencc, when tie Matter is
P plain enough ? However, it is pretty fair, inat they
§ neithc grant nor deny it. 'Well then, Ar. 7. feerns
| to grant “the Antccedent, wiz. That they deny, that
§ Prefbyteries or Synods hage Power to oblige their dif-
B fentienr: Membera, theyVote of the Majority., Will
| Mdr. T. tell us, How fhall a Synod, as a Society of
b Rulers in God’s Houfe, eftablith any Rules, or deter-
| mine any Controverfies in any Matters of common
(..oncerr.,m Cafe there be Diflentients, unlefs the Ma-
§ jority bave a cafting Vote? If this be not allowed,
| how can a Synod or Pre{bytery have and maintain mi-
8 nifterial Authority, which is all we claim? Yea, how
| fhall the Peace of the Church, or of any Society in

the World, be maintained ? For as to the Rights of
| Confcience

- L™ B SRR
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~Confcience and private Judgment, every Man ie equal, i

the Minifter and the prfvate Member, the Prince ang
the Peafant, here, ftand on equal Ground. Confci
ence is a private Rule to a Muan's Sclf, and to none
but himfelf; and thercfore cannot bea Rule to any
Community, as a Community, to walk by: If thy
were a Rule for a Society, we muft all turn Levellers;
and fo no Prince in the State, nor Minifter in the
Church, hereby, can have any Authority over the
meaneft Subjeét, or Member, when all are equal in
this Court. Befides, if this be admitted for a Rule for
a Society, Truth and Lrror muft fland on equal
Ground in fuch a Community 3 for when Error, un-
der the Name and Drefs of T'ruth, binds Confcience

as much as Truth, of Confeq. ence the confeientious

Errorift muft have as free Quarter as the moft found
and orthodox Minitter, Is this the Way to make the
Church, the Pillar of T'ruth, and the Houfe of Order!
When therefore Confeicnce is only a regulated Rule,

fubject only to God, legible to none but him and the

Owner, it cannot be judged of by others, nor can it
- be accountable to any other fuperiour; and thercfore

to him alone we muft feave it.  For in Point of Con-

fcience, every one {tandeth or faileth to his own Lovd,
Will any infer from hence, that David finned only
againft God, and not againft his Neighbour Urian, in
taking his Wife? 'To what Purpofe then, doth Afr. 7,
plead the Rights of Confcience or private Judgment,
and Toleration to act accordingly, to overthrow the
Rights of Societies, to make Rules and Agreements for
the well Order and Government of their own Com-
munities ! But to come to Particulars, If the Subject,
after taking the Qath of Allegiance to his lawful So-
vereign, fhall plead Liberty to walk and act ggccording
to his own private fudgment ; or fhall plead the Rights
of a private Judgment againft taking fuch an QOath;
how can the King fway the Scepter ; and how Imaﬁxy

ncyes
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Inches long fhall his Scepter be ! Can fuch a Subject rati-
Jonally expect the full Protection of the Law, »- the Rights
fBof a Subject ? If the King, after taking ¢:: Cuoronas
Ktion Oath, [nall plcad a Right to rule accordirg to his
Rorivate fudgment ;5 or thall p'=ad the Rights of private
BJudgment againft taking fuch QOath; of wiat Ufle
Qvill the Magna { harta be? And wl.t will beconie of
Qthe Lib&ﬂ‘y and Praper‘ty of th= S:bjc&? Can fuch a
AKing rationally expect the Crown; ov thar it will fit
feady on his Head, when on? Muft not then the
King be obliged t¢ (ule by or according to Law ; and
the Subjeét to ohey the Law, to fave the Rigats of
both in their proper Sphere ? If the Modzrator be al-
lowed to dictate, and the Clerk to pz=n all, according
to each bis private Judgment, will not thefe two be
one too many to make a full Synod ? How then fhall
all the other Members be equal with them, without con-
Bfining them and toeir private Tudgment to their proper.
Plox ¢ If the Biftop rules by his private Judgment,
f@muft not all the inferiour Clergy yield blind. Obedi-
ence ! If all th: inferiour Clergy be allowed to a&
Baccording to their private Judgment, of what Ufe
gwill the %i{hOp’s Court be? If all the Parithioners,
Qafter chufing a Paftor and ruling Elders, fhall plead a
Right to aét and walk according to their own' private
Judgment, muft not Ifrael either return every Man to
bis Tent 3 or elfe, muft not the Paftor and People come
to lay down fome Rules of Government and Order ?
JAnd if the . ayree to take the Saddle by Turns, for
f20od Fellowihip, by leaving the Paftor and People to
Q«ct their proper Part, according to the private Judg-
hment of each?! How can this be contrived better, to
fave every Man’s Liberty and Rights, than by agree-
ging, that the Hearer fhall believe the Prieft’s Sermon
Rwith an implicit Faith, and yield blind Obedience to
him } becaufe he is a fpiritual Man, by Office and his
Say-fo, Or elfc leave him to believe it himfelf, upon
o | Condition

s )
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Condition, that the Prieft thall belicve the Declaration'
of the Hearer’s Experiences with the like Faith, and
at accordingly ; that fo the blind may lead the blind,
by Turns: And if the Prieft be a little popifhly inclis
ned, and wants to bring the Parifhioner’s Wife or
Daughter to a private or fecret Confeflion, in his or
thei: Bed-Chamber, will it not be neceffary, in order
to fecure the Parifhioner’s Rights of private Judgment,
to get all fuch Priefts gelded beforehand, according to,
the Law made againft Popifh Priefts in Sweden and
Denmark, by the Advice of a Nun? So that at the
fartheft Length Men can go in Free-Thinking Prin.
ciples, if they defign to form any regular Socicties of
any Kind, they muft at leaft practically rejeét their
Free-Thinking Notion, and at laft form fome Rules,
or make fome Agreements for the Regulation and Go-
vernment thereof, and they muft conduét themfelves
by the Rules agreed upon, in their refpective Society,
towards their refpective Members mutually, as long a
they expect to be counted regular and orderly Mem-f
bers; or elfe, farewel Order and Government. Injg*
every regular Society, the Admiflion of Members intod
it, the difpenfing of its Privileges, the Cenfures andj§
Exclufions of its Members, muft be ordered according|lf
to its ftated Rules or Agreements, let Mens private
Jucoment be what it will,  If any Man’s private Judg-
ment hinders him to agree, or to comply with thejlf
Rules of ary free Society, when the private Judgments
of the Members of faid Socicty, are fully fatisfied withj
the Neceflity and Expediency of faid Rules, how can
he expect, that they will give up their private Judgf
ment, to make Room for his, when they are a Ma-ff
joritv ! If my private Judgment muit be {fo great, a9
to make the private Judgment of a Majority to knock
under to mine; how great muft my private Judgment
be, when I have a Majority on my Side, or Power inf
my Hand? Muft it not be juft of a Pitch with Igin
20T
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Henry the VIIIth’s? It is true, none fhould be de-
prived of his civikand natural Rights, meerly for his
Diflent in Judgment {rom the reft, in religious Mat-
ters ; but yet, he fhould not be made 'n Arch-bifhop
over any Society, bucauwle ar isa Diflsater from that
Society, as to fome Ruivs i {Government therein efta-
blithed 3 and.is not this contended for, when Men
clim a Right, by Virtue of Diffent i; Judgment, to
counter-ack the Synods Act, not only at Home, but
alfo throughout the Bounds of the Synod; and yét,
caim a Right of fegular Memberfliip too? And if
this be not the true Intent of A, T.’s Arguings, we
do not underftand them. Muft Synods agree in no
Articles of Faith, or Rules of Order, becaufe Synods
have erred, and may err ftill? Muft Synods eftablith
no Rules, which the Majority agrees to be fcriptural,
neceflary, and expedient, becaufe a Minority is not
convinced, that they are fo? Have not .the Majority,
s well as the Minority, by the Rights of Con{cience
and privaté Judgment, a Right to judge for themfelves,
what is fcriptural and what not ; and to agree with as .
many as will agree with them; and teo diflent from
fuch as diflent frorn them; and to act accordingly in
dmiffions and Exclufions? And. if the Minority agree
with them, they have free Liberty, and are welcome to
tay ; and if they diffent, they have their Liberty to go
ff; what can Men defire more? For, how can two
aik together except they agree ? Amos iii. 3,  Confci-
nce binds the Man; but publick Agreement is the
ond of every Society: Difagreement then, in the
undamentals of focial Union, diflolves the Bond of
ociety ; and renders a Society unapt to anfwer its
nd.  Further, If Hufband and Wife, after Marriage,
all plead the Rights of private Judgment, and Liber-
to walk accordingly ; how fhall the Marriage Bond
ake "due Place? If the Son, Daughter, Servant, and
VIai{d, fhall plead a Right tio act and walk according
' - to




to private Judgment; how fhall Family Order and
Government be haintained, and by whom? Muf
Judgeand Jury judge a Criminal according to his pri.
vate Judgment, when he pleads, Not Guilty ; or ac.
cording to their own Judgment of the Proofs againft|y.
him ! Muft they proceed againft him according to his
Senfe of the Law, or their own?! Now, when we}
have agreed to walk according to Scripture Rule, and
have adopted the Confeffion of Faith and Directory,
&c. as our publick Standard, as expreflive of our Sen-
timents of the real Meaning of Scripture, in feveri
material Points of Faith, Worfhip and Difcipline]
When God’s Law is exceeding broad, and the Cir
cumftances of Affairs exceeding various, and often va|
rying ; can any be fo fenfelefs as to think, that ouj
faid general Agreement, is any Way contradictory to
our further Inquiry into, and ferious Confideration of§
what particular Rules may be neceflary, for fecurin
the compleat and decent Obfervation of Scripturf
Commands, according as Circumftances vary, whichil
make fome Rules neceflary in one Time or Placel
which are not fo in another; becaufe, as on the on
Hand, Neceffity cannot be tied to a ftanding Set ofi
Rules agreed to by Men, who have no Fore-knovw{
ledge of Emergencies bappening, nor adequate Wil
“dom to fuit their Rules to them ; fo on the other, 48
God, who hath abfolute Fore-knowledge and infinit§
Wifdom, hath given general Rules to fuit every Nef
ceflity and all Circumftances, tho’ never fo varibusil
fo that a Scribe, inftruéted for the Kingdom of Herlg
ven, may bring forth Things, new and old, out og
the Scripture T'reafury ; which is manifeft, if we con
fider, that in every Age, it hath afforded Foundatiol
for new Terms, in Oppofition to new Herefies; andg
for new Rules, in Oppofition to new Diforders, withf
out adding thereto; and doubtlefs it wil| do fo fill

till Time be no more. Or can any think, that il
generi
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ceneral Agreement, is the tying up of our own Hands
from making any more explicit or particular Agree-
ments, in particular Cafes, for the Applying of gene-
ral Rules to Particulars} Now, as the Application of
general Rules to particular Circumftances and Necef-
fities, is left, as to every Man for himfelf, privately,
fo to every Society for themfelves, as a Community 3
and when the Bond of every Society is Agreement,
how fhall the Peace, Order and Harmony of any So-
ciety be maintained, without obferving fuch Rules as
are judged, by the Majority, tobe only an Application
of general Scripture Rules, to Particulars ; or elfe
M neceflary for theé compleat and decent Fulfilling of
‘@ Scripture Commands? Is the requiring of the Obfer-
‘Wvation of fuch Rules, the Making of new Terms of
'MCommunicn! Or doth not our general Agreement,
Qboth lay a Foundation for, and require this, in order
to keep up the Terms already agreed to? And in Cafe
the Majority and Minority differ in their fixed Senti-
ments about faid Rules, will Mr. 7. tell us, how will
mutual Forbearance be praéticable to anfwer the De-
Wfign of Government? For if the one pleads Liberty to
counter-alt fuch Rules, muft not the other plead Li-
berty to cenfure fuch for Tranfgreflions? For both
muit act and cenfure, as they themfelves judge: Elfe,
how fhall the Rights of private Judgment be preferved,
as facred and inviolable ! So that we are at laft arri-
ved at the old £lea, between the Thief and the Judge.
The Thief pleaded for Liberty of Confcience to fteal,
becaufe he judged all Things fhould be common ; and
as he was pleading for Life, he faid, he hoped the
Judge was too good to deny him Liberty of Confci-
ence : Whereto the Judge replied, If you muft have
Liberty of Confcience to fteal, upon your Judgment
f the Community of Goods, I muft have Liberty of
Confcience to hang Thieves, when catched in my
unds; becaufe they tranfgrefs the Law, which efta-

I2 blithes
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blithes every Man's juft Property to be his own ; and
how can both fuch },ibert'rcs confift ?

- Further Mr. 7T, infinuatcs, That it is enough for Sy.
nod's to agree in' Effentials of Doétrine, Wefbip and Di-
Seipline : For he feems to grant no more than this ne-
ceflary, in page 16, Hath our Synod, at any Time,
determined what are Effentials, and what are not fo!
Or can Mr. T. point out the Eflentials of his own
Creed, in the aforefaid Particulars? Or what Com.
munity among us hath done this? And if there were
fuch Effentials pointed out and agreed. upon, onght
not the Synod have fuch a Regard to thofe kffentisl,
as to bring Generals to Particulars, and order fuch
neceflary Circumftantials, as are, by themfelves, jud
ed neceflary to make thefe Effentials ftand, and tuke
Place in their owr: Communities ! Or elfe, of wli
Ufe will their Agreement in Eflentials be?

2, Our fecond Reafon againft the Admittance of
our feparated Brethren to fit and vote in our Syuol,
was their protefling againft the Synod’s A&, in Relation
to the Examination of Candidates; together with
their proceeding to licenfe and ordain Men to thie Mi-
niftry of the Gofpel, in Oppofition to and Contemjt
of faid A& of the Synod. | |

As to their Prote/t and Apology, whereto Mr. 1. re-
fers his Readers, we alfo refer ours to the particular
Anfwers given them. _ " |

As to the Charge of our mifreprefcnting the Matter,
by charging them with licenfing and ordaining Men;
whereas, faith Mr. T. only one was ordained contrary
the Syned’s A&. Should not Mr. T. alfg tell the
World, how many were licenfed? For we join both
together, Who then mifreprefents the Matter, we or

- | S :

he? For is not Mr. T.’s Anfwer here, pretty muc
like the ingenious Policy of the Thief, who being ar-g
raigned for ftealing a [orfe, freely coniefled the fteal- 31

of a Bridle ; but prudently concealed that it was uptl)]ﬂ
the
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the Horfe's Head ? T.et Mr, T, then declare the con-
cmlcd IPart of the Matter, gnd then our Words will
abide the T'cft, Beﬁdes, upon the fame Iay, that
they ordained this one, they might ordain one Hun-
dred, if Opportunity offered ; and was not this one li-
cenfed and ordained, before they entered a Diffent or
Proteft againit faid A&} And was not this one very
deficient in many Parts of ufeful Learning, required
in our Diretory ¢ And was not this one xmmedaate]y
thruft inte the Bounds of a neighbouring Prefbytery,
witiwout their (,mmmcz ce ; and continued there, In
Oppofition to and Contempt of their etermination,
to the weenroning of a Breach and much Confufion in
o Congecation in thar Bounds ? And what hath his
i xcu.hu: to th's Day beeny but a continued Courle of
intrufive Diforder?  Befides that, his Charader hath
been under a verv dark Cloud, as to Immorality, ha-
ving been ftuged in the pubhck Courts for Perjury ;
aul if Reports be true, are not Matters in a very
doubtful Light ll, when three or four of his Eviden.
ces are faid fo be indiéted for Periury in the Qaths
fwore to clear him?

My, T, udds, If our Brethren, ly thefe Expreffions,
viz. 2au Conternpt of faid At of Synod, defwz to
infinuate, that in our Practice aforefaid, we contemned
the feriptural Authority of the Synad, or the ‘Fudgment
of the Mujority of our Brethren, they wring us; we
gave all Deference to our Brethren's 4. wthority and
/zrdrrment which was confiflent with our irrefragable
Right of Thintking for ourfelves.

/1/7fw We frcely erant, that they have a Rizht to
think for themfolves 5 only we claim, that we have as
good a Right to think for ourfelves as they, what is
fcriptural and what not, and to aét accordingly : Yea,
we further grant, that both they and we, thould think,
judge, fpeak and aét, as thofe that arc under a penedz

Law and Rule, and as fuch as muil give a flrict Ac-
count
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count of all to our gt"eat and holy Lord and Matfter,
But yet we judge, that ourypublick and snown Agree-
ments are the Bond of our Society ; and we are wil-
ling to fubmit to any regular Trials and Cenfures, if
any of us can be proven to violate our faid Agrec-
ment: And we judge, that as a regular religious So-
ciety, we have a Right to judge the Qualifications of
our own Members, and to take fuch regular T'rials of
them, as are abfolutely neceflary to form a Judgment
of them ; and that we have a juft Right to fecure a
learned Miniftry, and to keep out the unlearned, ac-
cording to the Rules of our Direftory, being willing
fill, to make all reafonable Allowances, as to . Difad-
vantages of Education in our Infant Church State,
only we are not willing to a& by an implicit Faith;
but crave leave to judge for oufelves in fuch Matters,
Is it unfcriptural, that the Synod fhould have the Schools
for the Education of Candidates under their Care and
Infpeétion ? and hath not every Member of the Synod
(if they take the Fatigue upon them) a Right to be
informed in the Methods of their Education, and
their Proficiency or Non-Proficiency in ufeful Learn-
ing! And what is there unfcriptural, in the Synod’s
- requiring a Trial of fuch Candidates, either before or
after their Admiflion into the Miniftry, if they think
it expedient to fecure Learning, by Reafon of the
known Laxnefs of fome Prefbyteries ! Efpecially wher
we are willing, that the {feveral Prefbyteries be aliowec
their full and free Liberty to try fuch, as much
ever, this being defigned for the general Satisfatios
of the whole Synod, without in the leaft taking fron
inferiour Judicatures, a Right to try and judge fo
themfelves, in their proper Sphere, Should not Adr, 1
allow Synods to abhor to a& by an implicit Faith, an
to yield blind Obedience to Prefbyteries, when he pro
fefles to abhor, that Prefbyteries fhould do this to Sy

ncds? Let both then have free Liberty, to try zn
| Judg
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julge for themfelves ; and let the Mujority havea ¢
ing Yotz in both, and this is all that we plead for od
| the Head. VYc only plead, that our Right to judge
for ourfelves,. is as facred to us, as theirs is to them ;.
and if this be not allowed us, we judge we are de-
B prived of a Privilege, which both Scripture and the
g Law of Nature grant us, What Rights will this take
§ from any Prefbytery, but a Right of admitting the

- unqualified into the Miniftry ? And will the Synod or
¥ Prefbyteries pretend, that they have a fcriptural Right
A for this? Or that fuch a Right as this is recongilable to
8 our Dire€tory and Conftitution? We are not fo blind
{ 25 yet, as not to difcern, that Men’s confounding (ei-
ther through Ignorance or Delign) the Call to, and
Qualifications for the Miniftry, making them one and the
fame, hath a dire& Tendency, to make Way for the
Admittance of the Unqualified into the Miniftry,
whatever fine Pretences Men make of Reformation,
to impofe upon the Simple. Is there any thing un-
fcriptural in our infifting, that the Rights of every
Prefbytery and Minifter, in their proper Bounds, are
| as facred as the Rights of Brunfwick Prefbytery and
Minifters are, in theirs? And is it not unfcriptural
and antiprefbyterial in them, to intrude into the
Bounds of other Prefbyteries and Minifters, without
their Invitation or Confent, to make Rents and Fac-
tions, under the fair but feigned Pretence of Refor-
B mation?

With what Impartiality our Brethren have examined
the Reafons of our Judgment, and witn what Earnef}-
nefs they fupplicated God for Light avi Direftion, we are
neither defirous nor capable to judge either. Sccret
Things belong to God, we only judge Words and
Fats, as far as they appear to us. No doubt, it was
their and our Privilege equally, to proteft againft what
[ they or we judged to be wrong, or unjuft: But hi-
- @ therto, the Grouad of theic Proteft appears to us :’o
e
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be ill-founded 3 becaufe they ftretch the Plea of uhir

Ri&ghts, to rob the Synod, other Prefhyteries, and Mi.

nifters, of theirs, in theic proper Sphere, as we have
fhewn before, Adr. T. may blame their own Mk

conduét, Errors, Diforders, Out cries, rafh Cenlures, |

:Libels, and Incroachments, Refufal of giving us 'I'rial
vthen fued for ity and their ™ fufals to keep Chrittian
and Minifterial Communior ith us; which neceflita-
ted us in the Defence of Truth, Order, Peace, and
ovr own juft Rights, to bring the Matter to the pre-
feat Crifis,  We could not fee, that we had a Room
left us to a&t otherwife, wlien, by the abovetuid 1Do-

ings, they practically excluded their Brethien from

their Cemmunion, and deprived them of their juft

Rights, as fur as their Authority could go, who weare

but a particular Prefbytery ; and that in an illegal,
unjuft Manner, without giving them the leaft fair
Opportunity to defend themfelves, or to clear their
Innocency ; whereas, what we did, was fair and ahove
Board ; and if they can clear themfelves, they have
not only an Opportunity, but our Invitation to do it,
and we promife to act accordingly, And as for Ay,
Ts arrogating to himfclf and his Pavtv, That they did
not exclude us from Synodical Comimunion with them,
upon the Account of the contefled Aft, or our Condudt
about it: There was good Reafon for that Omiflion,
when they were the Minority ; for the Lenity in fuch
Cafes muft needs be of the Majoricy’s Side, always
amony Prefbyterians 3 tho’ in Rome it may happen to
be otherwile. | . |

3. Qur third Reafon againft their Sitting and Vo-
ting in Svnod, was, Their irregular Irruptions upon

the Congregations, to which they haye no immediate

Relation, without the Order, Concurrence or Allow-
ance of their refpective Prefbyteries or Minifters,
thereby fowing Seeds of Divifion among the People;

and doiny what they can, to slienate and hll their
Minds

© = =\ 8 et o= = -
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Minds with unjuft Prejudices againft their lawfuily
called Paftors, |

Mr. T. replies, Flre thefe Things following may be
obferved, viz, That what is proper in ordinary Cafes,
may be prejudicial in Extraordinaries, Loa

Anfw. This is a fine Cloak for all Errors and Difor-
ders, but it is a very thin onc to the View of any Man
of Senfe. It is very bard to fence againft a Flail ; for who
can tell from what Corner the Blow may come?! For
onc while Men bawl out againft us, for invading
Chriff’s Kingly Officey the Rights of Prefbyteries, and of
Confcience ; and that we deftroy Ghriftian Liberty, and
Chriff's antient Difcipline, ¢, for no other Reafon,
but becaufe we, as a Synod, claim a Right to try and
judge the Qualifications of our own Members, But
when we plead the Rights of other Prefbyteries and
Minifters, againft their irregular, factious Irruptions,
our profefled Prefbyterians are now become fome Sort
of extrardinary Men ; and therefore not to be confined
to any ordinary Rules, tho’ fecriptural; for they as
well as we profefs our Prefbyterian Plan to be ferip-
tural,  Is not there good Reafon then, when the
Maggot. turns an High-fiier, that it fhould leave off
the Claim of the Rights of common Maggots, till
another Metamorphefis comes? For how fhall all Mi-
nifters be equal, and have a Neft full of Diotrepbefes
among them too! Whether it be an hard Tafk for us
to prove ourfelves Prefbyterians, yea or no, as is in-
finuated, we .are morally fure, that thofe, who epen-
ly pretend to the Superintendency over their Brethren,
under the high but falfe Pretence of FEwtraordinaries,
Diotrephes-like, do hercin profefledly contradiét their
Profeflion of Prefbyterianifm, dilclaiming the Thing
as much as.they do the Nume, by proclaiming them-
clves Promoters of Catholicifm; one of both Claims
muft fall, unlefs they are Aalf and balf. How fhall
other Prefbyteries be equal to an high-flying one?

K which
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which praQlically fcems to claim fuch a Motto, as, A4l
that 15 vours is miney, and all that 1s mine is my own. If
wen Men pretend to aét in an extraordinary Manner,
Jet them produce. an extraordinary Commiffion, {caled
either above or below ; otherwife we will be in Dan-
ger of -appearing fo fool-hardy, as to cenfure them
for diforderly . Pretenders; and to value their hard
Cenfures upon our fecret States, as little as they valuc
ours on their Male- Praélices.
- My, T.adds, When a Church is planted with a [ound,
faithful and lively Miniflry, no. doubt thofe Rules, re-
fpecting Minifters keeping within the Bounds of their
particular Charges, until thcy are invited in an orderly
Manner to go elfewbhere, may be of Service,
. Anfw. Supponitur effe bonus, qui non probatur ¢ffe ma-
Jus, is an approved Maxim in the civil and ecclefiafti-
cal Court. Doth our Law condemn any Man, bcfore it
firft bear him, and know what be doth # Joh, vii. g1,
Have not all our Members, after adopting our Stan.
dard, and an orderly Admiffion thereupon, a Right to
be accounted Scund and Faithful, till fomething is
proven againft them in a proper Judicature? And will,
Mr. 7. tell the World, how many of us hath he ot
his Party regularly convifted of Unioundnefs or Ir-
regularity ! Before equal Judges we are willing to
- ftand a fair Trial, Whether we can prove them guiity
of more Unfoundnefs and Unfaithfulnefs, or they us:
Till then, we judge, that their and our Writings and
Condv&, may do fome Help in both. But as for
Livelinefs, it thereby is meant the ranting,. roaring
Woays, which fome of their Number ufe to work on §
Men’s Paflions, - we do not envy them the Pre-emi-
nence in aad Praife of jt; but tho’ we ftudy and
practife Peace, Sobricty and Quietnefs, yct they will
find, that we are not fuch Drones as not to fing,
Wwhen angry Wa/ps difturb our Hives: but their or our

. Teftimony of ourfelves, is no Proof, But till better
PrOOf,
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Proof, "we beg leave to- diffent from My, T. herein’
for we judge, that there is lefs need to infift upon th®
ftrict Obfervation of thefe Rules, when all Minifters
are found and faithful, than when fome Minifters, ha-
- ving imbibed fome Errors, and are fpirited with a blind
Zeal to propagate them, do intrude upon their Brethren
in a diforderly Way ; and when they are fo' Unfaithful
as to juftify, cioaz and palliate the grofs Errors of
others openly, which are fubverfive of-their formerly
profefled Judgments, and our adopted Standard, -as
Meflrs, Blair and C. Tennent did A, Whitefieid's 3 and
when they take finiftrous, lawlefs Ways, to blacken
and wound their Brethren’s Chara&ers, without giving
them regulac Trials, tho’ defired to:do it; or eclfe
how fhall the little Foxes be taken, that fpoil the Vines?
‘The Query then is, Whether thofe Prefbyterian
Minifters appear moft found and faithfu], who adhese
to the Doctrines laid down in our :Confeffipn. and
Catechifms, in Oppofition to Mr. W’s fallp; and en-
thuliaftick Scheme ; or thofe, who profefs 19 adhese
to faid Confeffion, &c. and yet defend and pafliate Mr.
W.’s confefled Errors ? f L
Myr. T. adds, But upon the Suppofition,  that ¢ Num-
ber of the Miniftry are cither unfound in DPolirine, o
unfaithful, and contentedly unfuccefsful in . their Work:
‘Z:/Jm is it not lawful to fufpend the afdrefaid Rules for ¢
Seafon P
/flnfw By no means; for when, according to the
profeft Principles of all orthodox Prefbyterians, in all
Ages, the Scriptures are the fole, compleat and perfeét
- Rule of Faith and Praélice ; which plainly teacheth us,
that it is Chrift’s Inftitution, that every Flock fhould
have their own Paftor, and Paftors their proper Flock ;
and that every Watchman, on the Walls of his Zios,
fhould keep by his own Watch-Tower, and every
Paftor with his own I'lock, unles- when ordesly fent
on the Church’s Errand: Do nat they plainly difclaim
K 2 Prefby-
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Prefbyterianifm, Root and Branch, in this Point,
who claim a Power to {ufpend Gofpel Rules, to over-
turn Chrift’s plain Inftitutions} Who but the Man of
Sin, or his Limbs, who exalts himfelf in God's Temple
above all that is called God, ever pretended to a Power
1o fufpend Scripture Rules, by legiiimating what is
contrary thereunto, and forbidding what is required
therein, in the Chriftian Church? We cannot but -
think, that Mr. T.’s Pretences to an high Regard to
Scripture Rule, in his Apology, compared with his
Pretence of Right here, to fufpend Scripture Rules and
Order, together with their aéling accordingly, will
afford us as full a Portraiture, or Piéture of Balaam,
an his high religious Pretences and his inconiiftent
Pradtice thereunto, as any our Age will afford, Let
Mr. 7. if he can, point out any one Article, wherein
the Synod difcovers fo much Unfoundnefs, and Un.
faithfulnefs to Chrift, the King of Zism, as he doth
herein, by pretending to a Power to fufpend his ftated
Rules and Order, and to bea proper Judge, when and
how oft this is to be done, not only in his own. Cone

regation, but alfo in all the Congregations they think

t, in'all the Bounds of the Synod: If this Claim. be
not monftroufly extravagant in a Prefhyterian Minifter,
let others judge. Is the Synod’s Claim of Power to
agree for themfelves, what Rules are Scriptural, and
what not ; and to eftablith fuch Rules as are, after fair
Debate and Deliberation, voted to be fcriptural, by a
Majority, in their own Community, fo antiprefbytc-
rial and antifcriptural, or antirational, as this Claim
of Mr. T.’st We challenge him to run a Parallel be-
tween both. Befides, till better Proof, we look upon
Ay, T.'s Reprefentation of the Miniftry in general,
to be a flanderous, groundlefs Infinuation; and that
the laft Article, viz. contentedly unfuccefsful, a fcandal-
ous, uncharitable Inflance of rath Judging. But in

Cafe the Matter were fo, what better Methods could
Prefby-
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Prefbyterians take with fuch, than obferving the juft
Rules of Gofpel Difcipline towards thém, that (!o a
Difference might be made between the precijous and
the vile ! Muft our gracious Men turn lawlefs, - becaufe
others, in their Opinion, whether Right or Wrong,
are Tranfgreflors} For by fuch a Method as is afore-
faid, are not Men robbed of their juft Privileges, as
Men, as Chriftians, as Proteftants,” and as Prefbyte-
rians ! And when Mpr. 7. entertained ‘fuch a mean
Opinion of his Brethren, how was it confiftent with a
good Confcience in him, to hold and kecep minifterial
Communion with {fuch wicked and prophane W retches,
without ever tabling regular Complaints againft them !
Where is A&, T.’s Charity to himfelf here ? If Abfalom
blow is Horn, no dcubt, but that the Male-zontents
will flock to him; for they love Novelties, ring
Changes ; and are eafily driven into Factions, and love
to fatisfy their Curiofity, and pleafe itching Ears,
But what Spirit, if tried by f{cripture Rule, is that,
which pricks and drives ordinary Minifters to uncom-
mon Labsurs, in a f{cripturelefs, diforderly, intruding
Manner, to make Parties and Fations, to the difturbing
of the publick Peace, and confounding and fufpending of
Gofpel-Order, upon the Motions of Zealots and Male-
contents ; which, ’tis true, may give an Opportunity to
do Mifchief, but can never legitimate irregular Prac-
tices? And the more Succefs any get in illegal Practi~
ces, the more Judgment-like the Matter looks. |

And as to Mr. 7.’s Apprehenfion, That the Synod's
cafbiering or vasating the A againft itinerary Preaching
weakeas the Firce of their Reafonings in their Proteft ;
we anfwer, If Mr. 7, apprehended, that we by giving
up the faid A&, gave up the valuable fcriptural Rights
of Prefbyteries and Minifters in their proper and ftated
Bounds, it was a grofs Miftake ; for we would: never
have given up faid A&, did we not judge, that our
proper and juft Rights were as defenfible by the fc:ri;:;-1

a tur
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tural Foundation, upon which that A& flood, as whep
faid A& was in Force: So that the giving up of the A&
was only to ftill groundlefs Clamours about it ; but not
in the leaft the giving up of the Caufe, nor an Acknow-
ledgment that we were in an Error in making faid A&;
for as we did, fo we do ftill believe, without wavering,
that Scripture, right Reafon, and our Conftitution, are
direétly and manifeftly againft fuch an itinerary Preach-
ing, as that ACt was levelled againft, as we faid before,
~ As to the feeming Irconfiftency, which Mr, Crofs par-
gicularly, and fome more of our Number, are charged with,
relating to thetr itinerary Preaching, viz. That be and
others [poke favourably of it, and [cemingly countenanced
1t 3 but now they proteft againft it as unfcriptural, &c.
Anfwer, It is not the firft time, nor do we expeé
that 1t will be the laft, unlefs the World be near its End,
wherein Men’s fecond and more deliberate Thoughts of
Men and Matters were found to differ widely from their
firft and overly one’s 5 And we cannot think, it is any
Difparageraent to any prudent and good Men, that they
are able tu form riper Judgments of Matters upon a fe-
cond Look-outand further’I'rial,even tho’ they yield upor
better Light and rational Conviction, to lct go their for-
mer Sentiments for Miftakes : If there is any thing amif;
- in fuch Steps, it is in the firft, and not in the fecond Step,
and requires no other Apology, but, Humanum efterrare;
but to perfift in a Miftake is not the Way to mend i,
but to make two of one. T'o explain the Matter, we
{nall rehearfe a fhort Story, ¢ We have read of a Polif
<« Embaflador in Queen Elizabetis’s Days, who at hi
‘¢ Janding whifpered it abroad, that his Embafly was
¢¢ Peace, but when admitted to his Audience, threatened
¢ War, Her Majefty, with invincible Patience, at-
‘¢ tended the winding up of his long-winded Oration,
%¢ and then cries out, KLeu quam decepta fui, legatun
¢ ewpectaviy, bevaldum accepsi, I expeéted a Dov

“ with an Olive Eranch in his Mouth, and I trea
’ ' 66
upo
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¢ ypon a Snake with 2 menacing Sting in the Tail™
Mr. Crefs’s and his Brethren’s Miftake is juft fuch an-
other, and occafioned in the like Manner, when they
litened to Men’s Profeflions, Pretenfions and glaring
Accounts, they judged, that the itinerary Preaching
contended for, was of the firft Sort we mention; and
therefore, in that View of it, were for encouraging
it: But upon further Search, they found, that what
was really pra&ifed, was the fecond Sort of itinerary
Preaching we mention ; they therefore thought, and
think, it is their unqueftionable Duty, to proteft againft
it; and in this View of the Matter, they judge, that
their Integrity is maintainable in both Steps, and want
to know, How Mr. 7. and his Adherents will recon-
cile their Pretenfions and Praétices together ! Can any
be faid to be a Well-doer, or to carry an God’s Work
in 2 Gofpel Way, who fufpends Scripture - Rules, or
counter-aéts them, either as to Matter or Manner of the
Work done! Or doth not Want of Conformity to
the required Manner of Gofpel-Duties alter their Na-
ture, as to the Doer, even tho’ the Matter be good ?
for tho’ the orderly Preaching of the Gofpel, be a great
Duty ; yet P.eaching it out of Envy and Contention,
to make Fa&tions and Divifions, is a crying Sin : Nam
ex corruptione optimi fit peffimum. - The Space of Time
hath not altered the Nature of Things; but Things
have vaftly altered their Appearances, according to the
old Phrafe, Qui color albus erat, munc eft contrarius albo :
And as we judge according to Appearance, we fee juft
Caufe to alter our Judgment and Conduét, when Men’s
fair Declarations are contradicted by their foul Fadls,

It is granted, That even where there are found and
faithful Minifters, i. <2ay be of Service to the Church
of Gody for fuch as are fincere, of their Communion
| e&beeially, to preach in their Places : But the Query is,

Whether afking a -Man’s Self, or his Companion, %o
ia Thief, be a fure Rule to know fuch? Or whether
Apreading




(8)

fpreading’ of ‘Errors, abufing their Brethrén, fowing

eds of Divifion among Congregations, Dif-regard of
Truth, and Gofpel Rules and Order, be not very, flen-
der Proofs of eminent Sincerity ; albeit, Men .thould
aflert their Sincerity with folemn Affeverations? Where
is the Sincerity (in Men of Uuderftanding). of .Up-
holding and Defending My, W-.--d's Scheme, by
whole(gle which is a Mixture of Popifh, Antmomlan,
Armmlan, Enthufiaftick, and Calvxmﬁxca] Principles,
by fuch as have adopted our Confefion of Faith?
Where is the Sincerity of ‘delcatmg Mr, Weeeud's
Soundnefs in thofe Points, which both they and himfelf
confeﬂed to be erroneous, as Mr. B---r did? Where
is the Sincerity of pleading Extraordinaries to fufpend

Gofpel Rules 3 and to rob o
hifters of their juft nghts,

facly tabled. agamﬂ fuch, or
Men, at other Times, prete
ture Rules? Where is the .

her Prefbyteries and Mi-
without any Charge regu-
‘T'rial given them ;  when
nd to be zealous for Scrip-
Sincerity of their chufing

to a& in an united Way
and contentedly unfuccefsfi
Name' of Minifters; when

Au:ount were true, they ar

and Enemies of vital Re I/g on

againft fuch, in order to bri
Sincerity at a

they had any
thanked fuch for feparating |

%l;

Pretenfions for Proofs of t!
Words and Fadls otherwift

in of their obhgmg then
¢ are too much weather-b

with unfound, unfaithful,
nl Wrretches, bearing the
in Reality, it Mr. s
e Oppofers of God’s Work,
, without tabling Charges
ring théem toa Trial? If
ll, would not they have
rom them, and not cor.
1 to reform or  feparatc!
eaten, to take Men’s fair
eir Sincerity, when their
appear in a contrary Light:

It was pretty fair, that A, Crafs and others were en-
dowed with fuch a Charity, as thought no FYwvil till
the faw and felt theu' Share of it ; but Gharity fhould
not be blind, after fair, Difcoveries of Ewl Can
M. T. prove, that we are bound to:invite Stragglen

upon fuch Pretenfions of Smcenty’ Flath not eveiy
Minifte
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Minifter free Liberty to judge for himfelf, in fuch
Matters, and to a& accordingly? If not, where is
the Right of private Judgment? Muft none have
Confciences, or make ufe of them, but they? Or have
they fuch a Catholick Confcience, as is wide enough
for all ? When therefore Itinerants are well known te
have fown dividing Principles, and to be guilty of di-
vifive Pratices ; w: judge, that ftated Minifters would
have been out of the Vay of Duty, in inviting fuch
to their Pulpits ; and it is very obfervable, that fuch
as have done fo, have injured their People’s and their
own Peace and Comfort, more than thofe that have
refufed to do fo. Is it any Fault in Prefbyteries or
Minifters, that they do not give Diotrephes the Pre-
eminence to fatisfy his hungry Pride, and do not open
Holes for the little Foxes too, to prove that they are
faithful Keepers of the Vineyard § But will our fincere
Men tell us, how many, of the other Side, have they
invited into their Pulpits? Have not they refufed to
let Mdr. Dickinfon preach on Sociery-Hill to their tran
fient Hearers?  Turpe ¢ft doftori, &fc.

We look upon Mr. 7.’s printed Scrmon preached at
Nottingham, to be a notable Inftance of their fowing
Seeds of Diwvifion, and we charge him with perverting
Scripture, uncharitable rath judging of the Body of the
Clergy of this Generation in the Lump, and encou-
raging Falions and Diforders therein, and fay we,
This, This, This, and the like Speeches therennto,
filled the Minds of many People againft their fiated
Paftors; and thefe, together with their divi..ve Practis
ces in encouraging Party-making and factious Ereétions,
up and down in the Bounds of other Prefbyteries, con-
vinced us, that tho’ the Pretence was Reforiaation,
Religion and God’s Work ; yet the real Defign, ot
what was furthered, was Fa&ion and Divifion; and
therefore we judged it our Duty to oppofe Men’s Errors
amd Diforders, which, in our Opinion,.are Satan’s

1 - Work;. -
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Work,and not God’s. LetMr, T, prove, if he can, what
is that one found Principle in Faith, or regular reliziou:
Practice, which we oppoled or fpoke againft to this Duy,
And feeing in their Apology, they make fuch an Qut-
cry, as if they would have the World believe, that they
are the only Men among us that adhcre to Scripture-
Rule ; wedeclare, that we are willing to come to a fair
T'rial with them on that Head ; and for a Beginning,
Will Mr. T, tell us, where is their Scripture-Rule for
their diforderly Intrufions, and fending their itinerary
Miffionaries into fuch Flaces, where there is a tanding,
orderly Miniftry already ? And how there can be room
for Itinerants in organized Churches, except they come
by the Confentand Invitation of fixed Prefbyteries and
Minitters, without invading their juft Rights? And
muft not they be allowed to judge for themfelves, who
to invite and who not ! Elfe how arc they Door-kéep-
ce2? And how will AZr. 7. reconcile his Claim of an
inward Call to the Miniftry, and his Friend /#d.’s
Claim to an.immediate Call or Miflion thereunto, and
their Pretence of judging Men’s fecret States by theit
Declarations of Expericnces, with Scripture-Rule !

As for Mr. T’s Inlinuation, That this Reafon ip/inu-
atesy that all who are protefled againfl, have preached in
the Congregations of other Minifters without their Confeut:
It is a groundlefs Infinuation; for our Words in their
cbvious Meaning, import only, that more than onc ot
them did fo; for tho’ we fpeak in the plural Number,
there is no Note of Univerfality there; tho” we do not
clear any of them of Guilt in thé matter, as being all
of them either Aétors or Acceflaries herein, by aétiny in
concert with and countenancing thofc that do fo. FYor
it is remarkable, that when My, B--r wasaccufed with
preaching in Mr, Thompforn’s Congrevation without kis
Confent, at New-Caftle Prefvytery, nope of then
Number then prefent, would yield to have his Conduét
hercin cenfured 3 and when J2r, Graighead was}cpm;
' platnic
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plained of for intruding into Mr. Alifor’ s Congregation-
in the fame manner, at our laft Synod, Did not they

{tand up to fence off a Cenfure ! Befides, who of them

is clear of intruding into Vacancies in the Bounds of
other Prefbyteries, without a regular Call or Order ; and
is not this as really an Intrufion, as what he fpeaks of !

Befides, Doth not M+, 7. ufe the like Phrafe in fpeak-

ing of us, as we ufe here, in pag. 10. of thefe Remarkq,

where he fays thus, The protefting Brethrem having

Exceptions againft My, Craighead, and having fufpended
himy, &¢. ls not his Charge there as general as ours
here, and yet he muft mean fome of them only; forit
is moft certain, that many of the protefting Brethren
bad no Hand in My, Craighead’s Sufpenfien.  8i 1n me

miquus es judex, ego ecdem condemnabo te crimine. Jfurdge
uit that ye ke not judged,

4. Qur fourth Rea(on againft our (eparated Brethren
itting and voting in our Synw, is, Their Principles
and Pra@ices of rafh judging, condemning all who do
not fall in with their Meafures, both Minifters and
People, as carnal, gracelefs, and Enemies to {God’s
Work, and what not: For Proof hercof, we inftance
Mr. Ts aforefaid Sermon, and his and Mr. Be--r's
Papers of Complaint, offered to and read in our Synod
1740. We hope that the particular Anfwers printed to
gaxd Sermon and Papers will fet the Matter in cleat
Aght,

If there be nothing in . their Principles, 1 that lea(ls‘
them to raf judging, How comes it to pafs, that M. 7.
patronizeth rafh judging fo far, as to condemn us, as
Oppafers of God's [Vork and Enemics of Religion, meerly
for oppofing their Errors, Diforders and real Indifcre-
tions:f And how came Mr. T. to condemn the Body
of the Clergy of this Genevationy as Swarms of Locuftsy
Crowds of proud, crucl, crafty, bigotted, covetous Phari~
feesy wheo would not, if they. could help ity let one faithful
Alan come into the Miniftry s and thct even thofe of z‘ber;z,

2 whno
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who preach move ortdodoxly of the New Birih than Nico~
demus, are as great Strangers to the feeling Experience of
it as he. It this be not rath Judging, we defpair of
finding any Inftance of it in any Writings, And tho’
Afr. 7. minces the Matter, yet we think he confefles
a great Part of this Charge here, when he fays, Indeed
we have been wery jealous of our pratefting Brethren's
States towards Ged, becaufe of their inconfyftent Gondudt
1 refpect of the Work of God, [ometimes approving and
fometimes difapproving of it; And might not Mr. 7.
own further, that heand others uttered their groundlefs
Jealoufies with fome Air of Aflurance, when they
pronounced fome orderly Minifters carnal Men and
Hypocrites, without being able to fix upon any L'hing
in their Principles or Pratice; which deferved a juit
Cenfure ! Further, If fome approved of their late
Conduét, the Realon was, that they wcre impofed upon
by the fair IName and Shew of Reformation. Some
Things look beft at firft and at a Diftance ; and it muit
beown’d, that fuch gave their Approbation too foon:
But when upon a fuller View and Trial, they found a
Deformation pratifed, they were convinced of their
Error; others were of the fame Mind of this Work
from firft to laft, only later Appearances have confirmed
fuch in their Judgment. And if an Alteration in
Judgment . here-anent be a Sign of a gracelefs State,
Will Mr. 7. tell us, whether he hath not altered his
Judgment of Myr. °F. C’s Part ef this Work; and
what doth he think of thofe that returned back to us,
»fter their being once warm for them and their Ways!
But as to the Charge, That we reprefented it in a more
gloomy Drefs than it deferves, we deny it ; for we have
as yet fpoke but a {mall Part of what we have to fay
to put it in its own Colours, and fome late Accounts
turn out more gloomy than we expected they would,
Mr. T. adds, Has not Mr. Thompion termed the late
Revival of God's Wark, a new-fangled fiir- about Religion,
and alfs a fpiritual Phrenfy ? jz (2
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Anfw, What it he has, Was not there' juft Ground
for thut ? When Minifters negle@ their own Watche
Tower and Elock, to intrude into other Men’s Labouts,,
when the dark Corners of the Country ure nogleéted 3
and when People defert their proper . Paftors and
Affembliesy to ramble up and down after diforderly
Intruders 3 when in many Inftances this proves no
betcer Work, then going over the River to fetch muddy
§ Water, What. but a new-fangled Stir js keeping of
¥ Socicty-Meetings, to make vaunting Boafts of Men’s
Experiences of Grace, Comforts and Vifions, in order
to form pofitive Judgments of Men’s fecret States, and.
obliging Men and IWomen te declare withowt Referve what.
ever 15 in their Fearts £ 1If this be not auricular Cone.
feflion fet up in Difuife, what can be calied fo? What
mean Men’s Pretences of being proper Fudges of other
Men’s inward Esperiences, of examining other. Maw's
Iiteriours and fearching theiv Hearts # What is the
diforderly finging of .Hymns, and the loud reading of
leveral Perfons at once, in.the Intervals of publick
Worfhip on Sabbaths ! [s not this a plain Hinderancg’
to Men's profiting by publick Sermons? What are the
Roarings, Tumblings, and hideous Cries of the People,
and the fantaftical Motions, Roarings and Railings of
fome Minifters, in order to caufe fuch Phenomenaes
and Sainting of Men upon this Account? What fhall
we call the Up-cryings of irregular Intruders, for great
Reformers, and the hard Cenfures of carnal Meér and
Oppofers of God'sa Work, paft on orderly Minifters,,
who out of Regard to Truth and the publick Peage and
Order, ofptpofe the admired Errors and Difordets, which,
are falfly ftiled a Reformation, e

What but a Spiritual Phrenfy are the Sights, Vifioas,
Revelations and Pretences of knowing one .another’s
Hearts by Men’s Words, of an inward and immediate,
Call to the Miniftry, of Feelings of Chrift and the
dpirit} When at the moft, we can feel ne more ﬂwll]n
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the Effedts of their Operations, and not the Spirit nor
his Operations, What but a Spiritual Phrenfy .is the
empty Notion of the myftical and fpiritual Senfe of
Scripture, diftinét from the literal One; and My /4.’
Pretences of alting and thinking by the immediate
Guidance of a Divine Infpiration; when in many
Points hecrrs; and his Dreams of Lis enjoying a fweet
Communion with his Friends in England, when at
New Bern in North-Carolina 3 and that Thoufands
could prove, that he was immediately aflifted in the
Duty of Preaching as well as himfelf; and his Pretences
of having done greater Things than raifing dead Bodies,
for Proots of their pretended inward Manifeftation; -
and of his being infpircd swith the Spirit of Prophecy,
when reading a Play-Booic; and thot he found by
Experience, that a patched GGown, dirty Shoes, and
woollen Gloves, were great Promoters of the {piritual
Life, and f{uch like Stuft’?

Mr. T. adds, And have nat the Authors of the Pam-
phlet, entitled, 'The Wandering Spirit, cxprefed great
Bitternefs againft it, i. e, God’s Work ? |

Anf. This is coming at laft to the Point, to tell the
World, what is the Work of God which A4Zr. T. and
his Party would propagate, and which we are charged
to be Oppofers of, wiz. The enthufiaftick Follics and
injurious Pranks, which the Pamphlet, called, The
Wandering Spirit, is levelled againft and expofes. Will
My, T. then tell us, What is that one Point of Faith,
or what one folid Exercife of Religion is there expofed!
It is not our prefent Bufinefs toenquire, whether the
falfe Notions or Practices therc expofed be Matters of
Fact 3 but whether they are to be appropriated to (Gods
Spirit, or to fome other Spirit ; and fo whether oppofing
them be oppofine Reformation and God’s Work, of
oppofing the Pranks and Delufions of Satan alting the
Angel of Light, or thofe of his Inftruments, to overturn
the folid Exercifes of Relinion, with a falfe Shew of it

"t
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But Mr. T. fesms to rctolve this Queftion, when he
charges the Authors of faid Pamphler, with exprefling
great Bitternets againft God’s Work ; which implies,
that what is there expofeds isin Mr. 7.’s Opinion, the
Work of (od’s Spirit ; but in our Opinion, he muft do
fomething more than awake flercules, to perform his
thirteenth Labour, before he can prove the Point: ‘For
if ever Men’s Feet were left to ftumble upon the dark
Mountains, we judge, that the Fcet of thofe are left
to do fo, who fay, that the Spirit defcribed in the Pam-
phlet aforefaid, is God’s Spirit, and that the Pranks
therein cxpofed, are the Operations and Fruits of God’s
Spirit.  For are not Enthufiafm and enthufiaftick
Fooleries the Right-hand Bane of Religion? Who
then are guilty of oppofing Reformation, and expofing
the Chriftian Religion more than thofe, who appropriate
fuch vain Doings to the Holy Spirit of Truth? Surely
Religion and Reformaticn therein, are as different from
the Actings there expofed, as Light is from Darknefs,
or as Scripturc and folid- Reafen, and the Pratices
confonant thercunto, are from whimfical Fancies and
foolith frantick Pranks, And we judge, that fuch are
more proper Objeéts of Piry, than we or faid Authors,
who are {o vifibly defarted, as tobe left to fall into fuch
an Admiration of fuch Fooleries, that they cannot bear
the expofing of rhem, without fhewing their Refent-
ments fo highly, as to’ require the Condemning of the
faid anonymous Pamphlet in open Judicature, upon
Sicht thercof, without Delay or Timec of Deliberation,
as Lreafon againfp King FESUS, or as one of their
Company called it, Bla/pleiny againft the IHoly Ghof?, as
the only Terms of Communion with them., Was it
not for Wage of Complinnce to thefe Terms, *that
Meflrs, B-r ahd C. 7. and their Adherents, brokeoff
lrom New-Ca/tle Prefbytery ! Did ever the other Side
impofe fuch hard and unreafonable Terms of Commu-
nion on them in Synod or Prefbytery ? -
h " | Led1's
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My, 1. adds, We bave Reafon to fufpect Jome of oy
%rotg/img F sthren to be guilty of forming that malignant

atyr.

An/'w. Have they fo? Then let them fpeak out
and produce their Proofs, and point out the Crimes of
fudl and we will affume to hearken with both Ears,
‘For as to Mr., Evans, who was publickly impeached
with being the Author of it ; he declares ftill, that he
ftands to the Anfwer then given, as Truth, and chal.
lenges all but Lady Lye, and her Coulfin, Lady S8/an-
devy to prove the Matter otherwife; tho’ he doth not
fec the Equity of the Court of Inquifition, at which
he was obliged to appear, by being compelled by a
mabifh Clamour, to purge himfelf of Sufpicions, with-
out any Proof adduced againft’ him ; which looked
very like the Qath ex officio, once required in the Star-
Chamber and High-Commiffion ; and he judges, that to
charge a Perfon with Crimes, which cannot be proved

againf? bim, is an lnjrmvremmt on all the Rights of a
regular Member of a Society: And to excormmunicate
a Sociéty for what is not as yet proved a Crime, or for
not judging a Book, which, as far as was raade to ap-
pear, the Prefbytery was no wayv concerned in, s
ftrange ading, “That the Reader then may be able to
form a rlght Judgment of the contending Parties, let
him refolve this plain Query, viz. Whether the Op-
pofers of enthufiaftick Pranks, fet up under the Namc
of Reformation or Religion; or the warm Admirers
of and Contenders for fuch Things, deferve the Name
of Oppofers of God’s Work? When therefore Jr.
i brands us with fuch black Characters, upon fuch
flender Ground, we judge, that if Adr. T. is forry at
all a: onr Condut, it would feem it mufjghe becaufe it
is fo good, as not to allow him Room to give w
wounding Blows, Can My, 7. think, that. it wasa
fine Piece of Service in My, B---r, with ‘his Pharifee

Phantam, to [et the Ramg/b Legmd:, and Fox’s and
Whits-
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Whitefield’s fabuloas Fournals, upon a Par with Chriff’s
Gofpels and Epiftles ; as if {peaking againft the one was
fpeaking againft the other ! And what doth he, in his
whole Anfwer to faid Pamphlet, but put the ranting
Pranks of Enthufiafts upon a Par with Chrift’s Mira-
cles, and the folid Exercifes of Religion } We own,
that this is the Way to advance Enthufiafm; but will
any tell us, how {uch a Conduét will redound to God’s
Glory, the Good of Souls, or to his own Comfort and
Credit as a Prefbyterian Minifter, or to the Credit
or Comfort of his Aflociates? It is a poor Caufe,
when Men’s own Wrijtings hurt their own Caufe more
than they ferye it; and yet, nothing elfe can be
expected from Men’s efpoufing a bad indefenfible
Caufe. :

To our Complaint, That our former Comfort and
Succefs are much marred by thefe fhattering Divifions,
Mr. T. replies, with a taunting Scoff, thus, viz., A
to Comfort, we believe them 3 but rsfpeciing Succefs, we
thought i+ had been the fame as formerly ; for truly, this
is the firft Time that ever we have heard of the Succefs
of moft of them. |

We reply, feeing Mr. 7. feems to be fatisfied, that
they have been inftrumental of Marring their Bre-
thren’s Comfort: We would atk him, Whether he
judges, that Endeavours or A&ivity to miarr the Com-
fort of others, in their Places or Relations, ever tend-
ed to the folid Comfort of any Chiriftian? And as for
his faying, in Derifion, That this is the fizft Time, that.
ever they bave heard of the Succefs of moft of us. ls it
fo? Can that be owing to their being oftener Speakers
than Hearers; or to their converfiny oftener with our
Male-contents than our Friends? However it be as to
that, we that take time to think and hear, at Seafons,
have heard. of great Things, viz. We have heard of
him that fetched Prefler Fobw’s Head from China,

after-it had been a anli\%[ht buried, and fet it :;uplgn
- is
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his Shoulders again : We have heard of him that cured
Shirley, in the Grand Sophi's Court, when he had been |
twice fhot thro’ with an Ordnance, and had two Can-
non Bullets in each Thigh: We have heard of him
that gathered the vomited Fragments of his Friend,
eaten by the Cannibals, and placed them together, and
reftored him to a perfeét Man again; and we have
heard of 8t. Patrick’s fwimming acrofs the River Boy
with his Head between his Teeth, after that his Head
‘Wras cut off.  And as long as Monks, Jefuits and Fry-
4rs continue to write their own, or their Friend’s Le.
gends, and Enthufiafts their own Journals, we expe&
to hear of many Extraordinaries: Only, as it is the
Misfottuue of fome Men, that they cannot fee, hear
or remember what they do not like, fo it is our Mis-
Yortune (if we may call it fo) that we cannot, while
rational Creatures, believe the tenth Part of what we
Liear, But pray, will M, 7. tell the World, what
%rbat Succefs had Mr. W. or himfelf, but where they
had dan Opportunity to enter into other Men’s La-
bours? Ahd who planted and watered Congregations,
for them .to crow of their Succefs therein? For in
Marytand, Virginia, and North-Carolina, where Mi-
nifters are comparatively fcarce, what News of Mr.
W.’s great Suctefs? Unlefs it may be fuppofed, that
his Letter to the Inhabitants there, begins to bloffom;
wherein, fpeaking of the Negrdes, he faith as follows,
And perbaps it might be better for the poor Creatures
themfs¥ves, to be hurried out of Life, thanto be made fo
miferable, as they generally are in it : And indeed, con-
Jidering what Ufage they commondly "meet with, 1 have
wondered, that we bave hot more Inflances of Self-Mur- §
der among the Negroes 5 or that they have pot more fre-
%ﬂ?ntb rofe ap in Arms againft thesr Owners, Virginia
ath once, and Charles-Town more than ence, betv

ghreatened this Way. | »
" It is bard to fay, in what Senfe it would be better
*oter
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- for Infidels to be hurried out of Life, than to be made
{o miferable as Negroes are here: A Body might think,
that lifting Colle&ions amang them, ‘where they had
any Pence, - is a ftrange Relief to the miferable Poor.
What but the Fear of corporal Punifhment or Death,
keeps Infidels from doing all Mifchief? And if it be
better for them to be hurried out of Life, than to en-
dure the Miferies of it ; would it not be better for
them to be fpeedy in doing fome Mifchief, that may
deferve Hanging ! And when My, W. is cried up for
a Reformer, is not his fpeaking from the Prefs pub-
lickly, fo that white ancf black may hear him, ’})‘hat
be wondcred, that there are not more Jpftances of
Self-Murder among Negroes, and that they do not
more frequently rifc up in Arms againft their Owners,
g great Provocation to fuch ignorant Creatyres to
oth?

However, if Regard for and Attachment to Truth,
in Principles and Praltice, as well as Regard to the
Intereft of Chriflianity in general, and to Unity, Or-
der and the publick Peace, be admitted for Criterions,
to be tricd by Seripture Rules, before equal Judges,
we will be willing to ballance Accounts with .them at
this very Day, with Refpect to Succefs, -

5. The fifth Reafon of our Proteft is, Their in-
duftrioufly perfuading People to believe, that the Call
of God, whereby he calls Men inta the Miniftry, does
not confift in their being regularBgordained and fet
apart to that Work, accoiding to -t Inftitution and
Rules of the Word, but in fome inxifible Motions
and Workings of the Spirit, which nope can be con-
fcious or fenfible of but the Peifon himfelf ;- apd with
Refpect to which, he is liable to he deweived or play
the Hypocrite. | o

We are glad, that Mr, 7. is brought tp Tpeak maqre
orthodoxly %lere. of the minifterial Gall, than in his
Serman gt Nutingham ; fo&thare;t/ze; principal Part z[
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the Call to the Miniftry, is [aid to confif} in aiming at
Gax's Glory and the Gaod of Souls, page 7 ; but here in
he - egular fetting apart of the Perfany, by Trials and
Ordination. ‘There it is faid, that natural Men have
wo Call of God to the minifierial IVork, under the Gofpel
Difpenfation, page ditto; but now, fuch as are regu-
Jarly fet apart, being found in Doltrine and blamelefs in
Life, bywever their inward State may be, are true Mi-
nifters in the Sight of the Church, and their Miniftra-
tions are valid., 'Whei the Church then is the only
Court Chrift hath upon Earth, can any be true Mi-
nifters in its Sight; but fuch as the Church hath folid
Grounds to bclieve to be called of God? But how
will My, T. reconcile this fair Conceflion with what
he adds, wiz. But in the mean time, we think none
fhould undertake the minifterial Work, but thofe that are
truly gracious, What then muft he do, who doubts of
his gracious State ! Muft he ftand out till he gets Af-
furance ? Was it Fudas his Duty, to undertake the
minifteral Work, upor Chrift’s Call, yea or no? He
that defires to fee this Puint more largely handled, may
read the third Part of the Querifis,

What a dark Blind doth Mr. T. put upon the Mat-
ter, in tue latter End of this Paragraph, after a feem-
ing fair Acknowledgement of the Truth, in the Be-
ginning of it, by faying, Now, wbhether thofe inward
pious " Difpofitions '%lbid’ be termed the inward Call
of God to the GofR Miniftry, or only Qualifications ne-
ceffary or pre-reqhifite in the Perfons whom God calls, 1t
eems to be the fame in Subflance, A Debate about
Wiords we judge needlefs.

Itis granted, that it is a Debate about Words; for
{o are all do&rinal Controverfies ; but that it is a meer
vesbal Debate, we deny ;. for without all Peradventure,
tht Call to the Miniftry is one Thing, and the Qualifi-
cations fitting the Per{on for the Office, another ; for
a Perfon muft -be judged qualified, before a Call be

| orderly




(93)

orderly given him; and his being qualified {s no Caii,
but lays a Foundation for it: And the Unqualified can
never be qualified by a Call, or elfe what Need would
there be of, and where would there be room for previous
'[rials, in order to Ordination? And when the ordi-
disary Call -to the Miniftry is mediate, it muft be
external ; and the Notion of ordinary Minifters having
an inward Call to the Miniftry, is a meer Climera.
The Diftinction between the Call to ar.i Qualifications
for the Miniftry, is a material Point in Prefbyterianifm,
tho’ it is poflible, that confounding both may ferve a
Turn in a Babel Catholicifm, -

As to our Charge againft them, wiz. That they
infinuate, that the Gofpel preached in Truth by un-
converted Minifters, can be of no faving Benefit to
Souls; Mr. T. denies this Charge as flanderoug, Wil
he tell us then, what he means, when in his Sermon
at Nottingham, pag. 13, he fays, What if fome Inflances
could be fhewn of unconverted Minifters being inflrumental
in convincing Perfons of their loft State ? The Thing is
rare and extraordinary ; and for what I know, as many
Inflances may be given of Satan’s convincing Perfons by bis
Temptations. Indeed it is a kind of Chance-Medly, both
in the Father and bis Children 5 when fuch an Ewuent
happens ; compared with what isfaid in pag.22,23.

Now is there any Ground in any Part of God’s
Word to believe, that Satan by his Temptations, ever
did or will convince one Soul favingly ¢ for are net the
Temptations he tranfaéls as an Angel of Light, blind-
ing and not enlightening? And how f{landerous 2
Refleétion is it to put the Body of the Clergy of this
Generation upon-a Par with Satan, as to Inftrumen-
tality in faving Convi&ions, in order to raife Prejudices
in People’s Minds againft them and their Miniftry as
fuccefslefs, and therefore unconverted, which is the
Scope of a- great Part of that.Sermon; and we judge,
that this loudly calls for our juft Refentment, as

Further,
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~ Funther, Ay, ¥, in order to wound our Charadter
more deeply with his flanderous Infinuation here, ufhery
it in with a Crocodile Grace, faying, Alas, for then
poor Souls | Partly thro' fgnarance of the Nature of wita |
Religion, and partly thro’ a native Enmity againf? it, and
partly thrd’ fear of lafing their Credit, &c. by its fpread-
ing near theésr Barders ; they are under great Temptation
(inflead of befriending of it) to rife againft ity and try to
pull st down by all thesr Art and Eloquence, |
‘We anfwer, How will Mr. 7. prove, that we are §
snore ighorant than they of vital Religion? Are wefo}
becaufe we have not known Mr, ¥.C.’s Depths of
~$atan and Myflery of Iniquity? Or becaufe we do not)
- underftand Mcflrs. #4.’s and T.’s Jargons and Enthu-§
diafms, fuch as Mr, 774.’s Notion of the fpiritual and
amyftical Senfe of Scripture, diftinét from the literal]
Senfe, which he pretends, none underftands, but the
dpiritual Man ; their pretended inward or immediate
«Call to the Miniftry ; their Pretence of being properk
‘Judges of other Men’s Experiences, and ot being ca-J
pable to judge Men’s fecret State by their Experiences,
&&¢, # We judge, that oppofing fuch vain Notions,
‘proves Lov- nd not Enmity to vital Religion. And
a8 for fear f lofingour Credit by the fpread of this new}
Scheme; we own, that falle Infinvations, rath Cenfures,j’
-and -flanderous general Exclamations, may hurt ourf
“Charaélers for a time, in their Books, and thofe of |
:their Adherents, according to the old Machiavillio
-Policy, Fortitur calumniare et aliquid adhzrebit. Buj
yet, how mortifying News foever it be to Mr. 7. w4
‘can tell him, that we are gaining Credit with our oWif
-Side, which we loek upon to be more valuable thay
i theirs, for all the Cry and Cant, as well as with th§
more knowing of ether Perfuafions, by our Attach]
.ment to Truthand Gefpel Order, in Oppafition to the}
.muthroom Catholicifm, apd mountebank Pradlices
for in many Places the Bells are heard to ring backware
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by the Smiles of Providence upen our Endeavours td
reftore Religion. and -its folid Exercifes; and by the
Difcovery of their wavering Unconftancies and jarring
Inconfiftencies in Dotrine ; fo that inftead of being
under Fears about our Credit, we fuppofe, that ous
manner of writing will difcover, that we ara more and
more encouraged to make a bold Stand againfb their
Tide of Errors.and Diforders, hoping that we ftill fhall
be enabled in God’s Strength to bear a faithful Witnefs
thro’ Praife and Difpraife, Honour and Difhonour, ook
ing to JESUS, and the Cloud of Witaeffes gone before
us, ‘Tho® we muft own, that we are not without fomée
Tremblings of Heart, at the News we hear of the
uncommon and de® Wounds, which fome of them
have given to their own Charaéters, snd Religion itfelf,
by their enormous Dotrines and Praétices, aswell at
the Confufions oceafioned ir many of our Congregations
by their Doings; particularly, we feem to be in fome
Confternation about the ominous State of Afr. T3
Church, and ot othetr Churches over which lie hath
fome Influence ; for, accerding to Mr, T3 own Rule,
they feem to be in a tottering Condition; and in no
}imall Danger of falling, or he of falling therein, aé
appears by what he fays in his Sermon upon Juftification,
whete in p. 4. he aflerts, That the Point of Fuftification
is the Article of a fianding or falling Church: For the’
din pag. 16 and 17, and elfewhere, he feems to be very
clear in the true Doctrine of Fuflification thre’ Grace,
ChrifPs imputed Righteoufnefs, and by Faith y and that 10
Y Jert Fuftifcation parily of Grace, and partly sf Works,
15 an unrocencilable Contradiction ; and that to be juftified
by Works in any Degreey refpeéls thém as a deferving
4 Caufe; and yet Mr. 7T, aflerts, in pag. 15. that Warks
dare neceffary Means of obtaining Yuftification from Gody
fand that Juftification ledwes fame Guslt, which Mr. T.
sy calls potential, and fo is fome-how incompleat : Wher
geherefore the Do&rine of Juflification thus totte#ls\zdin‘

‘ r.




(96)

Mr. T.'s Books, we think Men may, by M. T'’s Rule,
without the Spirit of Prophecy, fay, that M, T.'s
Church is in Danger of falling, unlefs it will reject one
Part of the unreconcileable Contradi&ion of Adr. T.'s
Doérine of Juftification, fo that his windy Applaufe
may fall ; fhould not Mr. T.” then ceafe to moan his
Brethren and awaken his own and his Friend’s Sorrow,
to cry out, Alas for himfelf! his mixt )o&rine of
Juftification ! his falling Church! For how are the
Mighty fallen thus, not in the midft of the Battle, but
- in the midft of their own Aflemblies } Yea, tallen by
their own Weight, or Want of Care! Who of the
other Side is fo inconiiftent in the Do&rine of Juftifi-
cation as Mr. 7, is here in print

6. The fixth Reafon of our Proteft was, their preach-
ing the Terrors of the Law in fuch a Manner and
Dialect, as has no Precedent in the Word of God,
but rather appears to be borrowed from a worfe Dialect;
and fo induftrioufly working on the Paffions and A ffec-
tions of weak Minds, as to caufe to cry out in 2 hideous
Manner, and fall down in Convulfion-like Fits, to the
marring of the profiting both of themfelves and others,
who aye taken up in feeing and hearing thefe odd Symp-
toms, that they cannot attend to nor hear what the
Preacher fays ; and then after all, boafting of thefe
Things asthe Work of God, which we are perfuaded
do proceed from an inferior or worfe Caufe.

. Here' Mr. 7. fcemingly grants, that fome of their
Number are guilty of Indifcretion in their manner of
Addrefs td" the Peaple, tho’ it comes out lamely with
an If, and that they will not pretend to juftify it. But is
it not their.Duty to bear a publick Teftimopy, againft
fuch of their Party as are notorioufly guilty herein!
It is true, we fpeak: here in the plural Number, but
without any Note of Univerfality, which implies, that
we charge more than one of being Aétors in the Mat-

ter ; and if all of them are not equally culpable herein,
| . we

“ Lot
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we fuppofe, not without Ground, that all of them are
Acceff'aries in“the Cafe, by countenancing fuch asdo
fo, by giving them the high Encomiums of fincere,
faithful and gracious Minifters of Chrift; and by their
outragious Qut-cries againft fuch Minifters and People
who find fault with the culpable and very great and real
Indifcretions of thofe of their Party, who are more
forward than others in this manner of Preaching, and
therefore fuccefsful in making fuch Confuliofs in publick
Affemblies : Meflrs, F.Cr.! ¥. Rd. A.Cr, §. F. and
M:Crey, were obfervable for fuch Doings. And when
they are known to be My, 7.’s Creatures, from whem
but from him chiefly have they learned this Way of
Preaching ! And for aught we know, the Reafon why
he of late hath preached more mildly is, becaufe he
hath Cutters and Hewers under him, and Cows to
carry the Ark, and therefore he a&ts the Part of a
Confirmer, leaving them to convert, or rather topervsrt
the People, by fcaring them into their Party; for
when AMr, 7. pronounces it o be no rafb judging to judge
thofe gracelefs, and Oppifers of God’s IVork, who blame
their real Indifcretions; we cannot think'it to be 2
Breach of Charity, to count 7. 7. a Countenancer of
fuch Doings. How came Myr. T here to change theWord
induftrioufly into feditioufly ? We are not, nor have we
ever been againft preaching the Terrors of the Law,
in a becoming fcriptural Manner, to convince Men
of Sin and of Righteoufnefs, for we hold this to be
our Daty, and according to our Meafure, have end-a-
jured to difcharge it ; but what is this to juflify thofe
raging~‘Railings, Devilining, damnuing, Pharifaizing,
duping and duncing, and abufing Men, which fome of
their Number are credibly reported to be guilty of in
many Places, for the Truth of which we appeal to

their underftanding Hearers, who made faid Reports.
As to My, T.’s Conceffion, That boajting of Pesple's
falling imto Convniffon- like- Firs i\? Y the Work of God,
is
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is a culpable Weaknefs in the Perfon guilty of it :  And
that it is, doubtlefs, the Duty of Peaple to keep their
Pajfion; within due Bounds, efpecially in publick Affem-
blies, l:f they interrupt their own and athers Edification,
We appiove of it fo far: But then, we would afk
My. T. why is it, that fome Minifters labour, by roar-
ing Sounds and violent Motions, to difturb Men’s
Paffions in a blind Way ? Is it not their Duty to a-
void what hath {o oft driven the Auditors out of the
Way of their Duty, according to M. 7.’s own Con-
cefion? And is it not Matter of Fa&t, when many
of the Hearers of fome Preachers fell into Convulfion-
like-Fits and roared, that the ufual Note of fuch
Preachers then was, Will any more of you com: #
Chrif 2 When at the fame time they pronounced
heavy Curfes upon fuch as took net fuch Fits, as being
hard-hearted Pharifees, upon whom they called, at
Scafons, in a triumphant Manner, to come and fee the
Evidences of God’s Work, infinuating, that thefe Shocks
wereundeniable Evidences of God’s Work 3 andis it not well
known, that Criers, and fuch as had fhocking Fits, were
often bict, wot to take the Threatenings denounced, to them-
felves ; hecaufe they were not levelled at them, but at thofe
havd-Hearted Pharifees who were void of fuch Appear-
ances £ And when few or no fuch Effeéts happened,
did not Men often hear publick Complaints of the
Fard-beartednefs of the Hearers 2 And is it not Matter
of buct, that many Hearers, by Reafon of fuch Hints,
Il into fuch an Admiration of faid Fits, that, upon
i Sieht of the Down-fallings, and hearing the Rear-
ios of fome, they wifhed themfelves in the like Fits,
v oeir the Sight and Noife were aftonifhing to others !
Ana was v not the common Note of many, How many
e, fo many Converts ! When in_many Inftances,
i weports can be depended upon, many fuch proved
croceding vile foon after: Others ¢ 'nfefled, the Sighs
and Rowrincs of -the Auditors  Lfe€led them; lz:nd

whal
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what woniler is it that fome were thus affelted, whea
Mr. WV fays, in his Journal, part 3, page 74 T hat
thetr yellmsr Groans put bim in Mind*of the Shrickings
and Howlings of the Dummed in Hell? And did not
fome fuch confefs, that they were troubled with Mo--
ther- Fits, who are known to be cured by proper Me-
dicimes? And when it was notorious, that the Vu}gar,
in many Places, were guilty of counting faid Fits, in
the Lump, the Work of God, without enquiring
whether rational Conviétions attcnded them, and
without waiting to fee what Fruit followed ; was it
not their Bufinefs to undeceive fuch, and not to ex-
claim againft fuch as laboured to do this, by putting
a Difference between fuch as had rational Convi&ions
attending fuch Shocks, and good Fruit following them ;
and tho{p who were void of both: And when,. in the
Courfe of the Debates on the Queriffs, on thxs Head,
our Side plainly laid down the above Diftinction, and
faid, that they fpoke only againft refting upon the lat-
| ter Sort, and if any had of the former Sort, that we
were far from judging fuch, and would not have others
do it : How could Mr. B---r count us Reproackers of
God’s Work, on this Account, unlefs he counts the
latter Sort of Fits God’s Work s or elfe, does not he
act very difingenuoufly in the Matter?

We grant, That a Ciofure with Chrift ky Fuith, and
Communion with him by Love, and Cuonformity to him in
humble Hilinefs, to be the Effeéts of the [pecial Opera-
tion of God’s Spirit: But we cannot look upon fuch
fthocking Fits, when no raticnal Conviftions aitend
them, to be Indications of real Concern of Mind, but
rather of the Stupefaltion of the ‘Mind, by meer
Frights and Terrors.

Mr 7. adds, But even before it has thefe Effeéts,
viz, a Clofure with Chrift, &c. while Sinners are only
Izewazlmg Sin, chicfly thro’ Fear of divine Wrath, we
tbmé we have Reafon to hope, that it is a common Work

N 2 | of
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of that Foly Spirit, whom Chrift has premifed, to con-

vince of Sin, n order to Cionverficn ana Confolaticn.

But what is this to fuch {uoecking, fnfekfs Fits,
wherzin fome Women are known to have rozred hi-
deoufly, and to have tumbled, in 2 very uriicens
Manner, in the publick Cengregaiion; wihiclr wers
plain Indications, that fuch were, for the time, bende
the right Ufe of their Reafon. and could not ¢ive any
toierable Account of rational Convi&ions? for of fuch
we fpeak. And we would have Mr. 70 explain him-
felf on the Head, Whether he means, that common
Convi&tions are neceflary to prepare the Soul for fpe-
cial ones : or, that Nen may not have cemmon Cen-
vi&tions, thro’ Fear of divine Wrath, but only when
God’s Spirit is at Work with them, in order to Con-
verfion or Confolation ?

Mr. 7. adds, And al:5) femey, under Convitisn of
Sin, fhould be overceme with Excefs of Sorrow or Fear,
we think that a milder Cenflruction might be put upon
this, than to ajcribe it to the Devil.

We anfwer, Who hath more plainly and publickly
afcribed thefe Convulfion-Fits to the Devil, than that
moft able, faithful and ufeful Minifter of the Gofpel,
their Fricnd Mr. 777 in his Journal, part 3, page 63,
where he faith, Thefe bodily Coanvulfiens, I belicve, come
from the. Devil, &c.  We fuppofe, that Mr. ¥’s zood
Opinion of Mr. 7, will not fuffer him to fay, that
he believed this without fome rational Ground, And
if what Mr. /. adds be true, That the Devil wants to
bring an evil Report upon the IVark of God, new going on,
by fuch Fits, do not they taxe the Devil’s Part, who
ufe Methods to further fuch fad Appearances; and
condemn thofe for Oppofers of (;2d’s IWark, who labour
to nndeccive People about thefe Fits, by afcribing them
to inferiour Caufes? And if the current Report be
true, that Mr. 7- had the Care of corre&ing this Part
of Mr. #.’c Journal, how did not ke ftop the Hand

0!
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of s dear wnd moft eminent k'xic.z;‘d", from woundin
Religion in the Cradle, in their new Caehalick Houfe
And when Mro T, was levelling a bouncing Cannon
st our Heads, by infinuating, That no wo fe Rvpu]m
tetion of God's IWork could be expeted from a profeffe Bﬂ'
"fmmy of all Religion, than vhey bave from their
oren in this Particular 3 fhould net Mr. ‘T i}’aew fo
much Mercy or his moft dear and emineis. 37 tiend, as
Jto bid him flond clear, that he might have Ebow
Room to draw the Arrow to the Head, to kill the
Dogs, at a cheaper Rate than wounding his dear Bro-
tter under the firth Rib ? For, as bad a Repnﬁma/zm |
as it 1, 1t is Mr. 77’s own, |
But no focner is the above Cannon dzfcharged but
behold another of a bigger Size, charged with chuined
Builets, is a firing upon us, in thefe Words, But while
wr protefting Brethren were expreffing warm Refentments.
again/t the /%71 of God, under the plaufible Umbrage of
W [ccming exceptionable Accident 5 methinks they /beuld
have taken fome Carey to avoid hirrid reflefiing againft
the facred Scriptures, and even againft God bzmﬁlf
And fhould not Mr. 7. take fuch Care of his own
Reputation, as not to join horrid Reflections upon his
Brethren for his own Praife, left, by coupling fuch
heterogeneous Breed, he might endanger the whole
Cargo? But to ‘make good the above Charge, Mr, 7.
proceeds, faying, When they fay, we preach the Tarrors
of the Law in fuch a Dialeét as hath no Precedent in the
Vard of God, but rather appears to be borrowed from a
wor fe Dmla‘? daes not the comparative worle, neceffa-
rily Juppafe a pofitive bad ? 8o that the Meaning of the
Sentence is thisy; The S’ci zpturﬂ contains a bad Dmleﬂ‘
but they have cboﬁn worfe.  And when they [peak of our
Bocy?mg of People’s Qut-cries, &c. as the Work of God ;
which (fay they) we are perfuaded do proceed from an in-
feriour, or worfe Caufe ; Does not this fuppofe God him-

if (Mr, T, fhould have faid abfit é/afpbemm) 80 b; d'
| | a
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bad Caufe, in their Apprehenfion ? But left the Reader's
Stomach {hould turn at fuch fulfome Eruations, Mr,
7. kindly aromatizes them with a fmoaky Whift' of
pretended Charity, in thefe Words, Ba? baping 1his
was the Slip of their Peny I thevefore pafs it without any §
Suither Obfervation, |
Before we reply, good Manners oblige us to thank
him for the next; but as for this, we defire to be ex+
cufed, till we are convinced of fome Reafon for it,
It is hard to fay, Whether Mr, T, thews more Il will
to his Brethren, or betrays his own Ignorance in Lo-
oick, Grammar, or Language, more, in this complex-
malicious Infinuation 7 If a School- Boy fhould blunder
at this rate, we think he would deferve a Reprimand;
and if it were not for the old Proverh, viz. That the
Frieft hath fiaot .22t he was a Scholar, we would ad-
niive at Mo, 7.'s Stumblings herein: For may not the
comparative, wer/e, ftand in Oppofition to good, better,
~befty &%. as well as a comparative to bad ! For what
Blunder is it, in Logick Grammary or Lauguage, t0
fay, this is good, that is worfe ; this is better, that I8
worfe ; this is the beft, that is worfe ; this is excellent,
that is worfe ; this is tolerable, that is worfe ; this i
valuable, that is worfe, &°¢ # Is not an inferiour Caufe
a worfe Caufe than the Supream, tho’ neither be bad!
How elfe could God charge his Angels with Folly? Job
iv. 18. And is it not written, ibere is is none good but
oney that is God # Matth, xix. 17. Hath Mr. T, never
read that Place in Fobn ii. 100 Every Man at tht
Beginning doth fet forth good Wine ; and when Men havt §
well drunk, then that which is worfe: Ergo, by Mr
T.’s Rule, the firft was bad, O rarel Doth the
Prince’s of the Eunuchs Saying unto Daniel, in Dan
i. 10. Why fhould the King fee your Fuaces worfe liting
than the other Children, which are of your Sortf fup:
pofe that the Faces of the other Children looked bad !
read 1 Cor, viil, 8. and xi, 17. When theréforc ouf
- Expreffion

-,
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| Expreflion is agreeable to Scripture-Languaxe, how
“could we, by it, refle€t on God or Scripture? 1t is
"{ hard, that Mpr. T, is obliged 10 borrow the Help of
meer Nonfenfe, to kindle a Fire to forge out Blaiphe.
f mics, which he pronounces, without any feeming K-
gret, to fix Guilt on his guiltlefs Brethren! As then
ne hath taken Pleafure in begetting fuch monftrous
drats, 'tis but juft he fhould father them: For we
cannot think it is any Crime, to remove them from
our Doors, at which they are unjuftly laid, to his.
We appeal to all our judicious Readers, whethér Mr,
M 7. treats his Brethren Chriftian-like, Gentleman-like,
Scholar-like, or fair Opponent-like, in this and the
like groundlefs Infinuations ? In fhort then, we ac-
knowledge no Slip of the Pen® nor Error of ours, in
the Cafe : But the Blufter here raifed, is the four Fruit
of the Error of Mpr, T.s Heart, whofe abundant
Prenenefs, to blacken our Charalters, feems to break
out flagrantly, in fuch uncharitable, groundlefs Infinu-
ations, to the hurting of his own Character, by aim-
ing to give ours a left-handed Blow. It is ;poor Lo-
il gick to fay, That becaufe there are Thirty-two Points
in the Seaman’s Compafs, therefore the regular Sailor
muft always fail due North and due South: And if
My, T’s Logick here be any better than this, let him
go on in his further Obfervations,

Further, Mr. T. atks a bold Query, to conjure down
the Debate, viz, Must not they be flone-blind, that do
nt feey that theve be all the Evidences of a Work of Ged
sow amomg us, that can reafonably te defircd ?

Had My, T. faid, That we have all the ufusl Evi-
dences of Party-making, we might grant it; and if
that doth not fatisfy, we will further grant, that as
Chrift faith, his Father worketh hitlicrto, fo fay we.
But whether the Work, now carried on among us, be

» Work of Mercy, or of Fudgmenty or of both, énay
' adimit
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admit of Enquiry. It is our prefent fixed Judgement,
that there ure fome Appearances of both,

1, Of Judgment, In that Men feem in many Places
to be piven up to an high Degree of Delufion to believe
I.ies and Fables, and to delight in divifive Principles
and Pradlices, and vain Janglings, in a blind Zeal,
when at the fame time they difregard and caft off the
folid Exercifes of Religion.

2. Of Mercy. 1. In that others féem to be more
inquifitive after,and better attachied tol'ruth and Order,
God feems to firike in to blefs Endeavours for their
Efablithment; and we hope that Men’s feecing the
Errors, Wandrings, Unrcafonshlenefs and Inconfiften-
cies of Party-Zealots, as well us their feeling the monrn- §
- ful kffeéts of Diforders and Difcords, may have a defi-
rable Effet on many, by what we find already, |

2, We judge it a greut Mercy, that the Snare of
the Fowler is in many Places broken, by the ftrange
Difcoveries Providence hath made of the Warkings ot
the Myftery of Iniquity, under a relizious Cloak, which
tho’ they are accompanied with fuch awful Strokes to
fome deceitful Workers, as are envugiy to make Men'’s
Hearts ach and their Ears tingle ; yet we hope there
may be Mercy in them to better Men, by caufing them
to ceafe from Man, to watch and tremble, and to walk
humbly with their God.

" But whether we have al/ the defirable Evidences of
a gracious Work of a Proteftant Reformation carricd
on by our new Catholicks, is worthy Confideration
ALL is a big Monofyllable, too big for the ; .siares,
"tis enough’ for the Comprehenfores to reach their Mea-
fure of it. We are more beaten to the Game, than to
be born down with daring Confidence, Party.men’s
vain Boaftings, Say-focs and glaring Shews, for fear cf
a groundlefs Cenfure ; and therefore we {moothly deny
the Matter of Faét to be as Mr, 7. fays, asfar as we
have had an Opportunity to acquaint ourfelves there-

with : Far, ' Q{‘o I
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Su, 1. Would it not be delirable to all true Profe-
fants, that Mcen in reforming had a more orthodox
scheme, than thae‘of Mr, /74, which is a motly Mix~-
ture of Popery, Enthiufiafm, ‘Antinomianifm, Armis
pianifm, mixed with Calvinifm; the laft of which
feems to be contrived for a Vehicle to carry down the
former { | ,
| Qu. 2, Would it not be defirable, that Men in
refoiming, fhould take Scripture for their Rule in

.M:xtters of Faith and Praétice, and both as to the
manner and matter of Duty, and not plead one while
Extraordinaries to overturnit in both ! Another while
Do not Men plead the Smiles ¢f Providence, or Succefs,
s 2 Warrant to counteraét Scripture Pgecepts or
Order? - | | @

9u. 3. Would it not be defirable, that Men fhould
fhew a due Regard to T'ruth, and the Analogy of Faith’;
and not propagate, palliate and defend confefled Errors,
as My, B, did in his Anfwer to the Querifts

- Du, 4. Would it not be_defirable, that Men fhould
fhew a due Regard to the Rules of Gofpel Difcipline,
by taking regular Steps, naming particular Perfons and
Faéls, and making Externals the Foundation of Judge
ment 3 and not make general Exclamations and dar}

Infinuations, a Handle to flander, backbite, and rath

judge the fecret States of orderly Profeflors ?
I 9u. 5. Would it not be defirable, that Men fhould
appear more awed with an holy Jealoufy of their own
Hearts, and lefs vain-glorious of their own Graces and
Comforts, as well as lefs cenforious of the Hearts and
States of others, when they can prove no Charge
lgagn? them in Principle or Pradtice, than many feem
fo be - | \
Qu. 6. Would it not be defirable, thzt Men fhould
have a due Regard to their folemn and publick
Vows, of attending, upon the regular and ftated Admi-~

O | niftratiena
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niftrations of their ewn orderly Paftors, and not forfake
their own Affemblies, asis the manner of fome? |

Du, 7. Would it not be defirable, that Men fhould
have a due Regard to the facred Relation of Puftor and
People, contraéted by mutual and folemn Vows, fo a
tiot to break the Bond afunder, nor difiolve it without
juft and evident Reafuns, and ufing Gofpel-Methods to
~ femove QOffences, if any be given, as is the manner of
our late Converts !

- 9u, 8, Would it not be defirable, that Men would
prove their Doétrine with Sciipture-Proofs, and not
ufe folemn Afirmations, as Mifrs. V. and T. do, or
Declarations of Men’s fecret Lxperiences, which are
as unapt to-conhrm a Scripture Doclrine, or to beget a
Divine Fuitk, as a Plow isto rideon ?

 Qu. 9. Would it not be deffrable, that Mcn fhould
have a due Regard to the publick Peace, the common
Intereft, and even the Ufefulnefs and Charaéters of
orthodox and regular Minifters, who planted and wa-
tered Congregations, in which upftart Intruders pro-
claim their Succels } | |
- Qu. 10. Would it not be defirable, that Men fhould
have a due Regard for the Rights of. all Prefbyteries,
Mimifters and private Members, in their proper Sphere,
and not cry up the Rights of a Minovity, to overturn
thofe of a _Majority, and the Rights ot one Prefbytery
or Minifter, to deprive others of theirs in their proper
Stations ? -

£u. 11, Would it not be defirable, that Men fhould
fhew more Regard to Orthodoxy and Regulaxity, “han
is done by fuch as pronounce the Orthodox and Kegular
carnal and corrupt Pharifces, apd the Heterodox and }
Diforderly the only gracious and faithful Men ? -

Dn. 12, Would it pot be defirable, thar Men fhould
thew fome Ingenuity and Impartiality in fpeaking of
their own Party and of others, and pot pronounce their
i Party’s wrong Exprefiions anda irregular Pa&ice? \

gOO(
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ocd, upon the Pretence of the Perfon’s good State,
f)eﬁgn and Meaning, when the good Expreflions and
regular Praices of others, are pronounced naught, by

fixing upon them the Imputation of a bad State, Defign

or Meaning, when no fuch Defigns or Meanings appear
in Men’s Words or Aétions, but the contrary ¢
Qu. 13. Would it not be defirable, that Men {hould

be more inquifitive and carcful than they feem to be, in

acquainting themielves in what they can and are called
to know of one another, in order to condult their
Deportment towards them in a Chriftian manner, fuch
s, Men’s Gitts, Principlesand Pratices? And would
it not be defirable, that Mecn fhould: be lefs inquifitive
into, or at Jeaft lefs cenforious and jealous of one ano.
ther’s fecret State, Aims and Defigns, any further than
they appear in outward Actions, when we have neither
Call nor Ability to fearch Men’s Hearts ? | |
Qu. 14. Would it not be defirable, that Men fhould
have a greater Regard for God’s Iuftitutions, and lels
Admiration of Men’s Perfons, Opinions and Inventi
ons, than feems to prevail? L
Qu. 1§, Seeing Sincerity is Truth in the hidden Parts,
Would it not be defirable, that Men fhould prefs ong
motker more to Scif Examination, and pretend lefs to
eamine one another's Interiors, and depend lefs upoh

others as proper Judges of their inward Iixperiences

and Searchers of their Hearts? Becaufe in Reality they
are no judges at all, proper or improper, of what s
internal as internal, &9¢. &'¢c. &9,

As for the Account Mr. 7. gives of the Reformation,
were it proven as truc as it is %air and glaring, it would
be macter of fuch Joy, that would make our ‘drodping
Hearts to jump, and turn our Hofannaes inte Halleln-
jahs ; for we have prayed and wifhed out Share for fuch
a Revival as is here fpoken of. =

We fhall not be fo rafh as to pretend to judge Mat-
tors before the time, 7, ¢, Whether there be Trath ifa

Oz the




| their inward Graces; and it might be counted a darin;

 Complexion, juft as Mr, Painter pleafes, or as go
Will o ill Wi : ‘
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“and Vice and Debauchery feem to gain more Ground in
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the Aceount as to fome Inftances 3 for that is no Pare
of our Debate; for we know but our Part of what i
manifeft ; Secrets we leave to GGod : Nor fhall we pre.
tend to determine, Whether there be fuch an Utopia as
Mpr. T. here defcribes fomewhere in diftant Parts ; for
we live at Home : But yet if Men will allow us 1he
Rights of private Judgment, we think, ’tis but juft we
fhould be allowed to fufpend our Belict in the PPoint, |
till we hear fomic valid Proofs, or elfe are invited w0
come and ice: Fora Party-man’s Say-ic in one Ear,
when Experience contradits it loudly iv both, is too
feeble to beget Faith.  For tho’ we fhould grant, That
in Timesof yore, when Men were all that was good
and defirable, fubje€t to no Miftakes, and fpoke no
Falfhoods in their own or their Friend’s Behalf, if
ever there was fiich a time 3 Men’s own verbal Decla.
rations for themfelves, might pafs for valid Proofs of

Piece of prefuming Boldnefs, to oppofe an Argument
which depended on fuch ftable Maxims, which like the

Koinai ennoiai, are never to be denicd, fuch asare, Ak}
his Fellow, Whether he is a Thiet, &¢c. But fince
};andora’s Beg: is opened, our Saviour hfa» broke down
this Claim, by faying, If I bear witnefs of my felf, my
Witnefs is not true, gAnd when Experie{;ce {e{l's us,
that in this iron Age, a fluent Orator with his oricnt§l
Colours, will inftantly {ill the Wrinkles of the mof
furrowed Face, and again deform the moft beautiful
Nl prompts him. Seeing therefore we
have not a large Stock enough of "Time and Candles to
Tua thro’ the Woods to find out Mr, T.’s Utspia; for
it is the Cry of many, and that in many different
Places, that {olid Religion feems to lofe Ground fafter,

‘one Year, fince this new Commotion, than they gained
before in ten; and that among thofc who appearf
— , - Aebauchedl
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“debauched, there are more than a few of thole who
~were lately famous for their being Criers, and Fallers,
‘and Pretenders to Conviétions, &¢.. 'We hope there-
fore, that A4r. T. will in his next, tell us, where to
find ¢his fine Reformation, otherwife we. defpair of
~coming at it, For when we ask fome of Mr.T.’s Party
‘Wheie it is? We are told, It isin New-England ; and
probably when enquired of at New-England, it is here,
And we are much miftaken, if Mr, T.'s Elifian Fields
be net a meer Mefech, if not a Babel, in the Efteem of
many us judicious as ever he was, or islike to be. And
weappeal to Mr, 7. and his Party, ‘Whether they have
- not been much difappointed in many Inftances that
“have made as great Boaftings and as glaring Shews, as
any of the reft for a timef! And can Men rationally
~expeét, vohile they judgeot Men’s gracious States by their
~own [Jeciarati ws and vain Boaftings, but that their
Difupphintmunts will multiply in proportion with their

Increafe in Number? .
However, as far as our Experience reaches, blind
- Party-Zeal, Rage, Evil-Speaking, Cenforioufnefs,
Difregard to 'I'ruth and Order, Difcord and Debau-
chery, feem to abound to fuch a Degree, where the
Love of Noveltics prevail, that if there be any Good
going along, it is fo clouded, moreor lefs, with thofe
- Things, that it is hard to form a right Judgment of it:
And the Appearance rather grows worfe than better,
but where Party-Zeal begins to cool. Bue yet, .if at a
long Run, it will appear, that any are wou to the
Truth, or are ftirred up to their Duty, we hope . we
thall rejoice thereat, and give God the Glory, when we
fee Grounds to believe it ; and wé judge, that this will
~ be very confiftent with our prefent bearing of Witnefs
againft Men’s undecent, unfcriptural Preaching of
- Terrors, and their prompting Men to reft on Fits and
Qut-cries . for Converfion-Work, as a blameable Con-
uét; for the’ fuch unfcriptural Methods may prove
. | Occafions -
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 Oceafions of good to many, by God’s over-ruling
Provideace and Blefling, yea, may be Occafions of
more real Good to fuch, who in Word and Praétice
confcientioufly bear witnefs againft them, than thofe
~ that admise them; yet their natural [endency is
- Damage and Hurt ; for no unfcriptural Methods nor
the A&ors in them, can be faid to be the proper and
 comunendable Caufes or Inftruments of the Good
- God works thereby, And we doubt not, but that in
the Event, God will approve of fuch as bear a faithful
- Witnefs againft fuch fcripturclefs Methods as prove
- Occafions of Good to many, when he will difapprove
of fuch as have been adtive in uiing fuch Methods, and
- yejeét them as Workers of Iniquity,  So that no Doings
 of ours, but fuch'wherein we kecp to his Word, can
“in the Review, iflue in the Comfort of the Docr, even
~ tho' the Work done may prove the Qccafion of much
Qood,'as is plainly feen in the Selling of Fofeph, and
Curist’ Crucifixion ; for how elfe will he hereafter,
as well as now, magnify his Word above all his Name?
| ﬁow little  then to the Purpofe 1s Mr. T.’s Acco nt
re ! R
~ Here Mr. 7. obviates an Objection, faying, If it be
 objetted, that many of thofe, who are [aid to be under
~ good Impreffiuns, are guilty of rafh judging. =
- Whereto Mr. T. replies, That he cannot think it
rafh-judging to believe thofe to be gracelefs, who in the
midft of Means of Conviction, do babitually cppofe God’s
Werk, under the Covert of fuppofed or vead Indifcretions.
- We anfwer, that we judge, that in thefe Words:
1. Mr. 7. fets himfelf up for a Patron of the Rafh-
judging among us; for doth not he bere give Liberty,
1s far ~s his Judgment can go, to judge fuch gracelefs,
who fpeak againft their real Mdifcretions, which is a
jenifying Term for their grofs Errors and Diforders ;
to that by this Rulc, ‘none have a Right te pafs for
¢ racious, but his blind Party Admirers, . Her |
' 2., Here
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2. Here is a plain begging of the Queftion ; for the
Hinge of the Debate is, Whether thofe chat fand »wp
for an orderly ftunding Miniftry and its juft feripturad
Rights, or thofe that plead for an intr*r,z;{ing itinerary
| Miniftry, and aét accordingly, are caitying on God'
Work in a Gofpel Manusr ? o
3. Let Mr. T. come to Particulars, and name one
fcriptural Principle or Pra&ice, which we have oppofed §
Mcn may as well call the Ilirt behind thie Door the
Houfe's Cleanlinefs, as call real Indifcretion, 4., Errers
and Diforders, God’s Work, Is not oppofing the resl
} Indifcretions of good Men, one neceffary Mcthod to
B further God's Work ina Gefpel Marner ¢ |
4. Are Men’s Declarations for theiw %ives, and Par-
¥ ty-Men’s crumpeting one another’s Prailvs, fit Means
d of Conviltion, of the Goodnefs of Men's (2crat Stateg
8 to any rational Man ; when the great Cry ha\% already
| sppeared to be downright Diflembling, -in fors:, in
§ others a Morning-Dew 5 and have not others cenfoffed
¥ their Miftake,*and come over' to us? And we appeal
i w0 all impartial Obfervers, whether the beft of their
'} warm Party, do not appear very deficient, in Regard
to Fruth and Gofpel-Order ; - and do not their very
Leaders, 2t lealt many of them, difcover much Dif-
¥ ingenuity, in theoir cleaking Errors and Diforders,
2 both in Ward and Writing ! But fuppofing that Men’s
| Appearances, as to Devotion, were ten times beteer
than they are, would this be any Rule for'us, to wink
at Errors and Diforders ; which are, beyond Contro-
verfy, apparent: When, at the beft, Men can have
no more than a Frobability of one anothers gracious
State? But if Men weve fure of one another’s Piety,
§ fhould not they bear Witnefs againft one another's Er-
~§ rors and Diforders, if tkey really defign a Reformation?
Lew, xix, 17. Or eMfe, wi-t will iy bs in fome, but
| burtering one bad Way for another; and in others,
better for worfe? - T

v, The
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7, The laft Reafon of our Proteft was, Their of
fome of them preaching and muintaining, That ull
true Converts are as certein of their giacious dtute,
as a Perfon can be of what hasknows by s outward
Senfes ;3 and are able to give a Nurrative o the Time
and Manner of their Converfion : Or elfe they conclude
them in a natural orgracelefs State: And that e gracions
Perfon can judge of another’s gtx"acious State, otherwiit
than by their Profeffion and sife.  That People are
under no facred Tye or Relation to their own lawfully
called Paftors ; but may ledve them when they pleafe,
and ought to go where they get m it good.

As to Mr. T.'s firt Paragraph lere, the Sum of
which is, That Afurance is attainable and lyjcable ; and
that fome gracious ouls attain it in this Life, and others
do not. ¢ own this to be right Orthodox ; and it s
" the Subftance of what we havs been contending fory
~ on this Head, all chis while: But thet: the Mifery of
~jcis, that, if held to, it will blow up one of Mr. V'8
and his Party’s beloved dividing-Tenets, wiz. Thal |
" avery one that is in a State of Grace, knows it whici
‘hati been fo much cried up thro’ the Country ad
was preached by Mr. T, himfelf, in the Hearing of
‘one of our Number, who immediately ufter conteried
with him upon the Head ;  befides thar, many others
have reported, that they heard Mr. T » exprefing him-
(elf to the fame Effe®,  And fecing Mr. T, declared
publickly, at New-Caftle Prefbytery, that he louked
upon himfelf obliged to defend Mr. 17.s Doétrine,
againft any that oppofed it ; Will he tell us, how will
he reconcile his prefent profefled Judgment with what
My, W, fays, in Vol, 2 of his Serm, printed at Phi-
ladel[bia, page Y11, Jt is to be hoped, {aith he, that no
ane here prefens need be informed, that before we can be
Shriftians indeed, we muft receive the Hily Ghofty muff
be born again jrom above, and have the Spirit of God

witneffing with our Spirits, that we are the Sons of Ga;iv }
| ¥,




o (153)

R M. T, adds, But inthe mean ticne e’ think, .o
| 0/l \vho ave converted, ordinarily have a. ler or greatér

Dugree of comporteble Perfuafion of thei~ gracieus State,

i her immediately wpan their Clofure wirs Chyiff, or
Jome time a/?er'wm'(z, when Faith is in Esereife, dither
fir a lwger or fosrtey Twredion,

We reply, If A, 77 means a bare Perfuafion of
our good State, by a comfortable Perfuaion, this may
he without Cirace, and (Grace may be without it.
Dut it M. 4, lerely menns a well.grounded Hope,
tho' we can allow, that tiue Believers, in a general
Way, have more Glimmerings of Hope, or lefs
Doubts and Feats, about their State, at fome Seafons
thun others, fur a lenger or flnrter Duration ;. But
ety we dare not conilemn fuchy who, like Hemang
are diftracted with “I'errors, being afflited with Me-
lincholy or under Pefertions, if they appear otherwife
pious ; for pious Souls put forth fome of the ftrongeft
f Exercifes or Aélts of the Faith of Adherence in the
Dark 5 and how long (God may leave fome pious Souls
inder Darkne(s, for wife Ends, he no-where, as we
kiow of, tells us. 7 |

We grant, That thofe twhae are converted in adult
§ Ao, can generalls vemember the Means of their Convit-
gy Sed quid boc ad Iphocli boves # What is this to
the Purpofe? For is not Convi&ion one Thing and
§ Converfion another ! And may not Men have Con-
victions before and after as well as at their Converfion ?
And may not Convittions raife high, where no Con-
verfion foilows ? Jfa. xxvi. 18, S |

But whereas Mr. 7. adds, That thefe that are con-
verted in adult Agey can give a [atisfatory Account of
their Experiences, to thofe who are proper Fudges of fuch
Thirgs, s not this confefing to'a main Branch of
the Charge, viz. That fome Men gre proper Judges
of other Men’s inward Experiences! But who are

fuch with them, if not they themfelves? Will whole
| I P Buflels
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Bufhels of Salt and Sugar make this Exprefiion fi-
voury ! For Men ure proper Judges only of what is
evident or manifeft ; and that as far as it is manifeft,
or what we can have legal Evidence of, even in Kx-
ternals: And where we have no certain legal Evidence
of the Matter, ought not we to fufpend our Judg-
ment ? For to condemn Men upon meer Piobabilitics,
iv the Heighth of Injuftice. But to prevent Miftakes,
we grant, that knowing Minifters, or private Chrifti-
ans, may point out Scripture Marks of faving Con-
vi€ions, to diftinguith them from common ones,
whereby Men may try themfelves; but they cannat at
all try others, by fuch Marks, We grant further,
that Men may judge, whethcr Men’s Declarations of
Euneriences be orthodox, or whether the Declarer be
wrgwm and orthodox in fuch Points of experimental
xweligion, with tuis Provifo, that they fpeak as they
¢thiuk, or mean as they fpeak; otherwife, if Men's
macaning point North, when their Words point Scuth
ot Welt, as Adr, B---r reprefents Mr, 7.’s Words
and Meanirgs, we will defy any Man to judge as much
as Men’s Ordsodoxy, by fuch Declarutions: For is it
not evident, that Man can judge no more pofitively

herein than the Declaration, which is externalr But
*tis folly for him to pretend hereupon, to judge Men’s |

inward Expericnces pofitively, which arc ftill fecret; §

or to judge Men’s fecret State by the bare Account of
their Conviéions, when fuch Conviétions, for aught
we can tell, may be common ones, and the Account
given of them may be falle. We thercfore challenge
My, T. and his whole T'ribe, to nominate any mcer
Man, who is a proper Judge of other Men’s inward
Experiences, fo as to be able to pronounce a pofitive
Judgment of their State thereupon: And Jet them
ranfack, not only their Budget, but alfo their whole
Catholick Sack or Store ; for we abfolutely deny, that
eithet Meffrs, ¥4, T. or the Pope either, and %ive
— im
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him the Chair and Council too, are proper Judges of
Men’s inward Experiences ; or that any meer Afan
can do this in an ordinary Way ; or that any fuch
ever could be proper Judges hereof, but fuch as were
endowed with that extraordinary Gift, of difcerning
Spirits. For, as on the one Hand, no gracious Perfon,
even tho’ he hath Aflureance, can, in an ordinary
Way, give legal fatisfatory Proofs of his inward Ex-
periences to others, to found a pofitive Judgment up-
on; for a Man’s own Declaration is no legal or valid
Proof in the Matter: "So on the other Hand, there
is no ordinary Rule given to Men, to know when
Men’s Mouths and Hearts do agree. Is it not then
felf-evident, that it is meer Pretence in Men, to fay,
that they are proper Judges of other Men’s inward
Experiences? To fay that Men are proper Judges of
what they cannot pafs a pofitive Judgment upon, is
High-land Irifb, fit for the Alps, but unfit to be fown
in arable Ground. We do not fear all the Meflrs,
Plafterers and Painters in the Country, for all their
Stock of untempered Mortar, and their Skill in mix-
ing Catholick Colours and QOils, on this Head.

But Mr. 7. feems to come nearer to the Point, by
adding, Ve know of no Way of Fudging, refpeciing the
gracious States of others, but by their Doftrines, Experi-
ences, and Prafiice.

We anfwer, Seeing Ar. 7. plainly makes a third
Branch of Experiences, diftinét from Profeflion and
Praétice, doth not he ciearly own the Charge, viz.
That they maintain, that gracious Perfons may judge
cf the gracious State of others, otherwife than by their
Profeflion and Pra&tice? And yet, what but a Branch
of Profeffion, is a Man’s Declaration of Experiences ?
It is true, 2 Man’s inward Experiences are diftinct
from Profeffion ; but furely he muft be a wife Man,
that can make any thing but Profeffion, of Men’s De-

ciaration of Experiences to others, Unlefs then Ar.
P2 7,
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7. will fay, that a Man's own Teftimony, for himfclf,
be a proper Evidence; how can the Hearers of fuch
Declarations be proper Judges of Men’s Experiences,
upon the bear Hearins of their Declarations; which,
for aught the Judge knows, 1ay be altogether faife?
For may not the Declaration be a Dove, when the
Expericnce is a black Crow ? Hath not Chuift explud-
ed a Man’s own Teftimony of himfelf, as an invalid
Evidence in the ecclefiaftical Court, as weil as the
eivil Law hath done it in the civil Court, by f.ying, /f
I bear Witnefs of myfelf, my Witnefs is not truc? I[f
therefore, even in Externals, a Man is no Witnefs in |
his own Caufe, how fhall he be a valid Evidence in
Internals? When Judges judge for 1he Lord, who i;
with thom in the Fudrment, is it not a Fault in them,
to judge pofitively by Guefs, as well as it is in the k-
vidence to fwear by Guefs? Will Mr. 70 tell us,
where hath God required it of ordinary Minifters or
People, to make pofitive Judgments of the fecret Statcs
~of orderly Profeflors; or to fet up a Court of Inqui-
fition, to pry into one anothers Secret State, any tur-
ther than it appears in their Profcflion and Practice!
And when the Appearance in both is good, is it not
finful Jealoufy and Uncharitablenefs, to think and
fpeak evil of fuch? And when in both or cither, the
Appearance is bad, is it not downright Deccit, to cry
up the good Man to palliate the Errors and Diforders
of fuch? Hath not this been the Knack of Errorifls
and Enthufiafts in all Ages? |

To clear himfelf only, and that but in Part, of the
Charge, That fome of their Number conclude thofe
in a gracelefs State, who cannot give a Narrative of
the Time and Manner of their Converfion, A#. 7.
yeplies, I know of none of the rejeéicd Brothen, that do
or ever did believe it to be juff or proper, to judge any 10
bein a natural or gracelefs State, meerly becaufe t’)tl’ﬁ

»~ cou
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could not tell the Time of their Converfion ; if they bave
Evidences of the Thing it is emough, |

We reply, What Evidences doth A, 7. count a
fatisfactory Account? WIll the probable Evidences of
a (3uipel Profefhon and Practice do? Or doth Mr. T,
expect a Declaration of the Manner of their Conver-
fioiy ! For he faith Nothing of the Manner, but flides
ovef it.* And how can any know the Manner, with-
out knowing the T'ime! Have not they often preach-
ed, That none can bein a gracious State without
knowing it ; and that to affert the contrary, was hel-
lifh, damnable, and devilith Doétrine; and that it
were as ubfurd to fay, that a Man might pafs from the
State of Nature into a State of Grace, without know-
ing it, as to fay, that a Man may come out of a dark
Dungeon into the Light of the Sun, without per-
ceiving the Change ! And how oft hath the Senfible-
nefs or Difcernablenefs of the Workings of God’s
Spirit, in all true Converts, been compared, and put
upon a Par with the Pangs of a Woman in Child-
bearing, the Shinings of the Sun, the Blowing of the
Wind, the Falling of the Rain, and with the Stab of
a Sword ; in order to prove, that none but thofe that
know it were truly grac.ous? But how impertinent
fuch far-fetched Comparifons are to the Purpofe? If
we confider, that tho’ it be true, that the natural
Birth is not without fenfible Pains, ordinarily to the
Mother ; yet the Babe knows but little if any thing,
and remembers lefs of them. Befides, what a vaft
Stride is there between feeling Impreflions in general,
and knowing fuch Impreflions to be the Fruits of a
| fpecial and faving Operation of God’s Spirit ?

Mr. T. adds, Nodoubt there is a Relation between a
Paftor and his People; right Qrthodox : But there is a
[But] or two in the Tail, which will fnatch away all
from us, if we do not ho!d our Grip well : For Mr, T,
adds, (1) But the Defign of this being to promote élm’r

| 00d,
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Goad, we think it unreaﬁnable, that it fhould fubfiff ;.
the Prejudice of that which its dcfigned to proinote.

We reply, Who then fhall be judoc in the Matter
Should not it fubfift at leaft until Paftor or Flock car
produce fome weightier Reafons in a proper Judicature.
for diflolving the facred Bond? Cuan that Relation,
contracted by folemn Choice and Vows, and confirmeg
by Prefby tenal Authority, be regularly diflolved but by
Prefbytenal Authority, and in the fume publick Mana-
ner it was contra&ed? Can Mr. 7. think, that a2
Whim taking Paftor or People difiolves the Bond be-
tween both ? Or that faid Relation fhould fubiift only
until a bold Intruder comes, that can pronounce the
Word extracrdinary with fome Grace, let his Perfor-
mance be never fo mean, or that {hail pretend, that b
is [pirited unto uncommon Labours in anothcr Slun’s Fiel ',
to beat his Drum for Voluntiers ? If this be not tl
true Scope of Afr. T.’s Arguings here and in his Sermo
at No ttmgbam, let him fpeak out. Bv the fume Rule,
David fhall be King, until Abfalsm blows the Trumpet,
then no Portion in David is good cnougzh for the old
Son of Belial, if Shime: be a fit Judge; and if Huiband
fhall be Hufband only, till a brisker Spark comes, Is it
nut better not to meddle with Marriage at all?

Further, Mr. 7. faith, Howevery in ordinary Cafes,
we think it to be People’s Duty to make regular Applicatio
to their Paffors for Liberty to go where they get the greatefl
Benefit.  (2) But when Mintflers confpire to oppofe the

AVork and faithfid Servants of Ged, in the moft cpen and
fiagrant Manner, we fee no Harm in this Cafey in ufing
an extraordinary Nlethod,

We anfwer, What if the Minifter and Elders judge,
that the Reafons given by Church Members, for their
leaving their own Paftors, be Non-relrvant, muft not
they cenfurc accordingly ?  In ordinary Cafes, &c,, pray
what is there extraordinary on their Side more than ours,

but what is juitly to be exploded, w:iz. Extraordinary
Errors,
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Errors, Diforders, Intrufions, rath-Cenfures, Clamours,
Exclamations, vain-glorious Boaftings, Fits, Pretence
of Sights and Vifions, Roarings, Tumblings, together
with fome monftruoufly wicked Prattices, fuch as that
of Mr. F. C.s lately publithed, wherein Men ferve
not God, but their own Lufts? And for the Charge
of confpiring to oppofe God's IWork, or them in any good
Work or Ways ; itisa flagrant Falthood, which we
challenge them to prove. It would be ftrange Divinity
tofay, that David and his Party were guilty of Con-
piracy, in oppofing Abfalem’s rebellious Confpiracy, and
if our Cafe be not parallel, let others judge. As for
their magifterial pronouncing themfelves the faithful
frvants of God, in Oppofition to the other Side;
they may read our Anfwer partly in Prov. xvi. 2. and
xxvil, 2. and xxx. 12. 2 Cor. x. 12, 18. Did we ever
oppofe them for their Faithfulnefs, or are not all our
Articles of Charge againft them, levelled againft Un-
fithfulnefs to God and Man ?

Doth not the Blafphemy of Men’s Hearts break out
fagrantly, when ordinary Minifters, who pretend to
hold the Parity of Prefbyters, and that they are for
promoting vital Godlinefs in an united Way with their
Brethren, do at the fame time give it out, that they are
ixtraordinary Perfons, Ergo, Catholick Bifhops; and
herefore muit have Liberty to make diforderly Intru-
fons upon and Difturbances unto their Brethren, by
making Rents, Factions, Parties and Divifions in the
Congregations under their Care, under the Pretence of
Reformation ? And upon a falfe Cry of Extraordinaries,
tripture Rules and Methods mu/t be fufpended out of the
Way, as unfit to be obferved, that Men may do Evil
hat Good may come , for if Men fufpend Scripture-
ule, what but the Devil’s Method can they take to
ring Men to Chrift, in fuch Points as God’s Rule is
upended in ! And that this falfe Pretence may take
fte®, Mr. 7. feems to pronounce the Times extra-

ordinary ;
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erdinary 3 fo that all our Church-Members are at once
loofed from the facred Ties of Vows and Relations,
and may forfake their ~*derly Paftors, without as much
as a regular Applicatic': unto them, to bid them adien,
and there is no Harm in the Cafe, if we believe 4dr, 7,
(and what can the Pope fay more! ) becaufe-all their
Followers are fome' fort of Catholicks, and therctuie
may ufe extraordinary Methods,: to fervea T'urn, and
leave Scripture Methods to poor carnal Men, as 1if the
righteous Man was under no OQbligation to cbey the
Law. But hold, tho’ the Law is not made for the
righteous Man, yet it is made for the lawies and dit-
obedxcnt, whatever their Pretences and Nuames be;
and it is the carnal Mind and not the fpiriteal, whicl
is too wanton to be fubject to the Law ot God. Where
can Mr. 7..pick out fuch an Appearance of carnal-
mindednefs in our Writings, as is legible in his tre-
tence of Power to lay afide Scripturc- Methods, and
to fufpend Scripture-Rules under the Pretence ot Extra-
ordinaries? And we leave it to all Men of Thought
to confider, Whether diflolving the Bonds of ail Kela- |
tions, and the Obligations of relitive Golpel-iJuties,
that Old and Young may dance a ig of Extravrdinarics,
be not one of the ftrangeft Reformuations the World
ever knew ? For if this be Reformation in the Reation
of Paftor and Flock, will any tell us, why will not the ¢
fame Method be Reformation in cvery 25 weil as in
one Relation, when Men’s Horns grow lang enough t~
make Shoes of them ? But let not Men be deceived, Gid
will not be mocked with the Name of God’s “ GrK,
when the Devil gets the Sacrifice and Otedience tco,
Where are the Gentlemen now, who made fuch Qut-
cries-in their Apology agamPc cthers, for adding (as
they fuppofed) to Scripture-Rule 7 We thinl : » tul
Time now to return the Chace ;. for may noc we iay,
If Chrift hath given our Brethren any extraordinary
Commiffion, hath not he fomewhere fignificd it ? Wmt :

!(‘

|
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1 is become of the Perfetion of Scripture and Parity of
Prefbyters ?  Are we now gone beyond the End of all
Perfe@ion? Is not this Pretence to Extraordinaries and
§ and a&ing accordingly, an Invafion upon Chrift’s
Kingly and Prophetical Ofice too? And is not ic
1 inconfiftent with Chriftian Liberty, the ancient Difci-
pline, the Rights of Conftience, of private Judgment,
and the Rights of other Prefbyteries? Is Adr, 7. in-
fallible in his Pretence to Extraordinaries, or hath he
Power to legitimate diforderly Intrufions, Separations
and 8chifms? Is ndt fuch an itinerary intruding Mini-
ftry, a Refle&ion upon the Reformation from Popery,
becaufe our Reformers threw out the Order of Begging

§ Friers, &c. And are not fuch Pretences to Extraor-

dinaries, fupetftitious, enthufiaftick, groundlefs, un-
ferei&tfuira!-, antiferiptural, unjuft, unneceflary, anti-
prefbyterial and uncharitable? Who but Impoftors in
all Ages pretended to Extraordinaries Sever fince the
ceafing of extraordinary Officesand Gifts) in organized
Churches, to cloak Errors and Diforders, as long a8
there was a found Standard of Doétrine and Dufcipline
adhered to? And if we do not ftand to our Standard
in both, Why do not our faithful Men bear Witnefs
againft us 7 - Is their pleading Extraordinaries, in order
| to make room- for their Plea for Likerty to fufpend
[ Scripture-Rules and Methods, and aéting accordinglys
a valid Proof of their Faithfulpefs or Prefbyterianifm ?
let others judge. Do not their Intrufions upon us, and
their encouraging our Flozks to leave us in a diforderly
unfcriptural manner, neceffarily fuppofe a Sufpicion cf
the Infufficiency or Unfaithfulnefs of Minifters and
Prefhyteries, for the Performance of the Task Chrift
hath “afligned thom ? ‘Therefore fay we, Turpe ¢f
doctori, e,  Dued tibi fieri non wis, &e. to which we
add, 8tulti dum fugiunt vitia in contraria currunt. - Doth
A Mr. T, know nothing of encouraging oxr Flocks 1o forfaks

N inadiforderly Manner mowf ‘
forderly o It
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Tt is acknowledged, that “ ' the Reafons aforefaid,
w e protefted againft our Brewaen’sRight to fit and vore
with us in our Judicatures, till they renounce their
ararchical Principles and Pra&ices, and return to the
Prefbyterian Plan, And now having examined Mr,
7.’s Remarks upon our Proteft, we alfo lcave it to the
impartial Reader, after comparing his and ours together,
to judge, whether we had not fufficient Ground to adi
aswe did. It is our prefent Bufinefs to confirm our
former Reafons, and not to ofter new ones, any further
than our neceflary Defence reqaires it, We are as
- little afraid of their Budget, as they are of ours, altho’
theirs by this time may be fwolien into a Sack, if Mr,
7. hath woven his Web, &c, for unlefs they can ad-
vance fomething that is more confiftent, and better
founded than this feems to be ; we judge, that mufter-
ing our whole Strength in replying thereto, would be
throwing it away to little or no Purpofe ; for befides
that many Parts of their Defence fecms too weak to
bear a Blow, their Catholicifm is fuch a motly Mixture,
whofe Force is divided againft itfelf. We delight as
little in Controverfy as our Brethren, as our Condud,
in bearing many publick Infults, and keeping our own
Places, without difturbing them in their proper Sphere,
when they difturbed our Borders with their diforderly §
Encroachments, noify Exclamations, and faétious
Practices, witnefleth : Befides that their Libels, Proteft
and Apology at the Synod, the laft of which is now
publifhed, as well as their abufive fa&ious Sermons,
gave us Provocation cnough to retort, were we for
controverting ; fo that there was no room for, nor need
of feeking Occafion of Debate ; for we had but too
much of it, But now, when after all our [orbearance
of the Mal-treatment given us, we are oliged to appea
in the juft Defence of our Conftittition, and of our
ov.n juft and facred Riglts, we are reflvlved to reply,
till we have put Mattess in fome clear Light ; but how
many
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many Anfwers this may coft us, we know not ; for we
are run pretty far in Arrears, for want of beginning
fooner, Befides, that our Antagonifls feem to come
and go, as may appear by comparing thefe Remarks
and their former Apology and their other Writings;
fo that it is more Labour to find them, than to give
them Battle, for all the Noife at'a Diftance. We are
as caly asthey can be about the Judgment of the
World refpe&ting our Condué ; for tho' fome bold
Ignaroes pretend to judge the carnal and gracious States
of orderly Profeflors pofitively, making Men T'ranf-
greflors for wholefome Words, when oppofite to their
Errorsand Diforders ; yet we know, that fuch Judg-
ments are niothing but ({nful Clamours,

It is ftrange, that Mr, T. who juft now feemed full
of Courage, and called for our whole Strength ; yet
when he came to our clofe Reafonings in our Proteft,
he only mentions and drops them, upon the flender
Pretence of having overturned our Foundation. We
hope sherefore, that when he finds by this, that our
‘Foundation ftands its Ground ftill, that he will reply
to our Reafonings thereupon in his next; or elfe they
will appear like a Touch me not.

Mr. s thinking, as he fays, that we are guilty of
Anarchy and Schifm in our Proteft, tho’ we proteft
againft both, is no allerting, much lefs is it proving,
that the Matter is fo in reality ; it is enough therefore
till better Proof, tiiat we think otherwife, and plead
Not guilty. Judgments and Affurances founded upon
Guefles, may be fuficred to pafs, when they fall in
B Men’s Favour ; but they hardly can bear a Ttaverfe
¥ upon a fair Trial, when a Defendant is injured there-

.4 by, if Juftice takes place. And as to what we infift

upon in our fecond Reafon of our Proteft, relating to
Rules in general, and the A& in Debate in particular,
thither we refer the Reader, as well as'to the Anfwer
to their Apology, The Reader will find that our

Q2  Judg-
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Judgment is, That aspublick Agreements or Rules are
the Bonds of all regular Societies; fo we infift upon
the Obfervation of our publick Agreements by all that
will be accounted regular Membess of our Society or
Synod 3 and we claim no more in fuch Matters, but a
Right or Liberty to agree with as many as will agree
with us, and to diflent from fuch as diffent from us,
and to aét accordingly ; and without thus much be
granted us, we do not fee how to prevent the Necedlity
of implicit Faith and blind Obedience.

We alfo declare our utter Abhorrence of all fuch
Pretences to Power in Churches, which are built upon
the Ruins of human Nature, or upon the Ruins of
the proper Rights of Synods, Prefbyteries, Minifters or
Church-Members, in their proper Sphere ; and on that
Account, we rejeét the vain Pretences of ordinary
Minifters 1o Extraordinaries; and their Claim of 2
Power to fvfpend Scripture- Rules upon the Account of
faid Pretences 3 and Mea’s vain Notions of an inward
Call to the Minytry, and Men’s Pleas of Rights of pri-
vate Judgment of a Minarsty, to difannuland overturn
the regular Votes of a Majority, for the Eftablifhment
of Agreements in a free Society ; and Men’s colouring
diforderly Separations of Flocks from their proper and
orderly i"aftors, without any regular Application to fuch |
Paftors for Confent, or as much as oficring juft Reafons
~ for a Difmiffion, under the fair but falfe Name of
extraordinary harmlefs Metheds 5 for we rather look on
them extraordinary wicked, And on the fame Ac-
count, we rejeét the Pretence of pofitive judging of the |
fecret States of orderly Profcflirsy by their Declarations of
Experiences, and treating them accordingly, which Mr.,
T. feems to claim, when he infinuates that fome Men
are proper ‘Fudges of other Men's Experiences,  And it
they fay, that they only gusfs the Point, then we reject
the Claim to cenfure or to exclude any from Church
Privileges, upen any 8ir's Gueffas 5 for if Ptcib;éteneg,

ynods
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Synods and Congregations;  muft- recelve every 'bold
diforderly Intruder or Esrorift, upon his Preteace of
an inward Call- end Extraordimaries, without any legal
Proof for either, upon pain of being counted Oppefers
of God’s Wark, by Popes; snd if every Paftor either,
muft be allowed to keep or turn Men off, or put from
Church-Privileges, upon his Sir-gueffes, or clle be
obliged to receive Church-Members upon their vaxnting
Declarations, and to let them go off again upon their
Plea of Extraordinariesy Inclination, ‘Fudement, or of
their being better edified elfewherey or of Gueffes that the
Paflor is a carnal Many Will not Obligations to fuch
Aétings rob us of our juft Rights, as M, as Chriftians,
as Proteflants, and as Prefiyterians ¢ Yea, will not
| fuch Methods, if yielded to, guld us of onr Reafom and
N Confecience with a Witnefs? As therefore we are
1 profefled Prefbyterians, we declarey that we know of
no Plan of Church -Government better adapted -than
ours, to preferve our Rights as Men, as Chriftians, as
Proteflants, and as Preflyterians, as well as Authority
and Government, and. to fence out implicit Fasth and
Hind Obedience ; for we judge our Plan fcriptural, - both
as to Do&rine, Worfhip, Government and Difcipline ;
and when we plead for this and no other, we cannot
but . think, that Jdr. 7. who was lately a profefled
Prefbjterian, is gone pretty far off ¢he Hinge, when
he paints our Pleas with the opprobrious Names of
Gingle and Cant : For if he can convince us, that we
hold one Point of Order or Government, but what is
Prefbyterial, we will give him a Bow, Thanks, and the
Point up to boot, Coe '

As to our Prayer, That God may arife, and that,
‘Jhis Enemies may be fcattered, and that thofe who hate
"Jhim may flee before himy if there be any: particular
Application made of thefe  Words' to them, thatmuit
be by themfelves ; for we fpeak in general Terms,
What now is Lecome of Mr, Finly's mntingBilt.:

i
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Blind Fatality in Men, to take what is fpoken in the
general by Mr. Wd. againft carnul Minifters, to them-
felves? When in reality he was very particular in
ranking all our Side with the Pric/ls of Baal, and the
Dragon. What is becomeé of Mr. Finley’s fine Scoff
now, viz. Does their Confeience apply it to themfelves ?
when Ar. /77d. had done it plainly in print ; but the
‘Matter is not fo here : But yet when they brand us with
the opprobrious Charaéters of Oppofers of God’s Wark,
and Encmies of wital Religion, ¢, tor our ftanding up
for Truth and Order, in Oppofition to their Errorsand
Diforders, and make general Exclamations againft us
upon the Account of their groundlefs Sufpicions of our
fecret State; it is no great Wonder, if at laft they
provoke us to return the Chace, fo far as to cenfure
their Principles and Pradtices in many Points, more
oppofite than ours to folid Religion and Gofpel-Order;
and while they adhere to fuch Principles and Praélices,
we cannot but count them greater Oppofers of real
Reformation, than we are; tho’ we pretend not to
judge their fecret State, Nam qui dicit que non decet,
audiet quee non vult,

We are ftill ot the Mind, that breaking down the
Hedge of Difcipline and Government from about
Chrift’s Vineyard, is far from being the Method of
Caufing his tender Plants to grow in Grace and Fruit-
fulnefs ; and further, that the falfe Notion of Catho-
lick Bithops, and Catholick Flocks, and aing accor- |
dingly, is breaking down of the Hedge of Prefbyterian
Diicipline and Government 3 and what Sort of Inclo-
fure, but a Common, can be made by a Catholick
Hedge, we know not; for we judge it to be incon-
fiftent with the very Notion of Chrift’s Chyreh, as
-a Garden enclofedy a Fountain fealed, or as a Vineyard
given cuty by Parcels, ta proper Keepers, as we read of
it in Cant. iv, 12, and viit, 11,  And as to the Charge
of our being guilty of unfcriptural Impofitions,d we

eny
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deny it; tho' it is true, that our Brethren are pleafed
to call that unfcriptural, which we call fcriptural.
And we think, that the Parent hath as good a Right
to call his Child by the Name he gave it, as another
hath to call it by a Nick-name, unlefs there be fome
Proof to turn the Ballance, befides impofing of Names.
But when a Minority difagree with a Majority herein,
{ how can they walk together? For'united Schifm is
much worlc than an orderly Separation. ‘Our Proteft,
as well as our prefent Defence of it, fhew that we
have not feparated from our Brethren without weighty
Reafons for our fo doing ; and that we have ufed En-
deavours to remove our Differences, Year after Year,
till all Probability of attaining our Defign, in a fcrip-
tural Way, failed us; and that we bore many and .
repeated Abufes patiently; and therefore we deny,
that our Separation from them was rath ; and judge,
that we fhould have obliged them either to reform or
[ feparate fooner, had we done right, |

We contend for no Impofitions, but are very wil-
ling that every Man fhould judge for himfelf, and every
Society fhould judge for themfclves, as a free Commu-
nity, and for none but themfelves ; and that all order-
ly Minifters be pares ; and that the Spirit of the Pro-
phets be fubject to the Prophets in our feveral Judica-
tures, and of confequence, that the Pretences of or-
dinary Minifters to an inward Call to the Miniftry,
and to Extraordinaries, until they prove their Claim,
be exploded for fpurious; and that a Minority fubmit
to a Majority, or feparate from them: O elfe, what
but Contention and Confufion can be expeéted in fuch
a Society ! And that Men’s vaunting Declarations for
themfelves and Party-Men, any further tban' Pratice
confirms them, be null in all our Judicatures, And
we appeal to all our underftanding Readers, whether
our feparated Brethren are not guilty of unfcriptural
Impofitions on us, by their diforderly Intrufions in;o

the
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the Bounds of other Prefbyteries and Minifters, under
their Pretence of Extraordinaries, and an inward Call;
and of their being fpirited unto uncommon Labours in
our Vineyards, in an intruding Manner; and their
Claim of Power to fufpend Gofpel Rules for a time;
- which if it be not the full Mark of the Beaft ; yet our
Books are falfe, if it be not Part of it; or elfe, let
them name the orthodox Proteftants, who ever claimed
fuch a monftrous Right ; and in Attenipts to impufe
unqualified Members on‘ the Synod ; and in their im-
pofing their diforderly Miflionaries upon our Vacancies,
and Attempts to fix them therein, as Paftors, in an

intruding Manner, |
- That fome particular Rules of Churches are enly fo
far to be valued and obsyed, as they [erve to anfwer their
- fappofed Defign, viz. The Edlification of the Body, is
granted : But then the Query is, 1. Who are the pro- }
per Judges in the Matter? 1, o, Whether the whole
Body conjunétly ? Or is every Member a proper Judge,
and fo at Liberty to counter-aét them, where and
when that will ferve his Turn, under the Pretence that
" they do not ferve their fuppofed Defign? It is very
abfurd, to allow particular Members of the Synod to
tranfgrefs Rules agreed to by the Synod, when the
major Part judge them for the Intereft and Promotion
«f Chrift’s Kingdom ; for that would be to injure it:
For if this were granted, what would the Agreement
fignify ? For the lazy and not the free Hoife wants the
Spur, and to truft to a leaden one is but double Difap-
pointment ; reeling faft backwards, and from Side to
Sidc, is a jadith Prank, 2. Ought not Mr. 7. to dif-
tinguith between particular Rules, which are plainly
fcriptural, and prudential Rules, made in Emergencies!
For if the Obfervation of all particular Rusles, be laid
afide at every one’s Pleafure, of what Ufe will the
general Rules be? And will not this be- the Way, to

caft Scripture-Rule, with [fhmael, out of Doors ? “}:ho
then
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then will be the Prefbyterian? And what will M. 7.
do with a great Part of his Apology, wherein be falfely
charges the Synod with Anti-feripturalnefs ?

Our Hope of Ged’s Return unto us, upon our tho-
rough Humiliation, is unfhaken, for all 44r. 7.’s nib-
blings at it: DBut whether we are more blinded with
Prejudice or otkheiwife, who judge that the Floods of
Errors, Difcrders, Contentions and Confufions, broke
in upon us, now ina Time of War with a foreign
Encmy, and when moft of the Kingdoms about us are
in an Uproar and engaged in Wars, looks like a judi-
cial Strcke; or they more blinded with Enthufiafms
and Party-Zeal, who'judge thif God, by fuch a Stroke,
15 returned to us in Merce, ro favour Lion for our Yoy,
we leave to the Readers to judge, and Time to clear
up. Our Children muft have very bad Tutors to ine
frruét them, if they will interpret cur Proteft againft
Errors, Diforders and anarchical Intrufions, #s be an
Oppefition of God’s IFork 5 or that our Separation from
our PBrethren, upon the Account of thefe Things, is
fchifmatical, when Endeavours to remove our con-
fciencious [Differences proved fuccefslefs ; albeit Mr.
7.’s Writings, and thofe of his Adherents, will fhew,
that our angry B:ethren have branded us with the blaclz
Charaéters of Qspofers of God’s Work, &ec. to verify
the old Proverb, Cisdins accufat Meechos, 1. e. Satan
rebukes Sin.

As for Mr. T.’s Plainnef; in Speaking, we do not at
ali complain of that; but are well fatisfied with fuch
Parts of his Writings, rough or fimooth, which are
slain : For we judge, that he hath given us confider-
able Advantage thercby, and upon that Account we
will thank him, if he be more plain in his next; for
a good Caufe never was nor will be hurt by honefk
Plainnefs. But yet, we are very far from judging,
that his Cry about God’s I¥urk, and Oppofition of it, and
his Pretence to L xtracrdinaries, and his Notions of an

R inward
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inward Call to the Miniftry, and of fome Men’s being
proper Fudges of other Men’s inward Experiences and of
Mcn’s Ability, in an ordinary Way, to give a lgal,
Ja'isfallory Account to others of their inward Experi-
ences, fo as to put them in a Capacity of proper Fudges
in the Matter ; and his making a Declaration of Ex.
periences to others, to be fomething diftin& frem Pro-
feflion ; and bis Pretence of their being [pivited unto
vncommon Labours, contrary to Scripture Rules and Order |
and his Plea for fufpending Scripture or Charch Rules
Jor a Scafon, as well as bis Cenfures of our fecret States
as alfo his Pleas of the Rights of Confeicnce, a»1 of
private Fudgment, fet up in Oppofstion of, and to dijun=ii
the Authority of Synods and otber Church “Fudicatur.:,
to agree about the Terms of minifterial Commurion
in their own Society, and to oblige all that will be
counted regular Members to comply with fuch Terms
as are eftablithed and fixed by fair vote, as being jud red
fcriptural or neceflary, by Reafon of Emergencies, for
the compleat and decent fulfilling of Scripture Com-
mands, by a Majority, who, in Matters fubjeét toa
fair Vote, are the Body in all Societies, facred or civil,
together with many more dark, blind Pufhes in A4y,
7.’s Writings, to be plain; and thercfore defire him
to explain them in his next.

And as for Mr. T.’s profefling, for himfelf and his
Brethren, That they wifb us all needful Nercies from the
Bottom of their Hearts.

We reply, We could with alfo, that they could give
us fome probable Proofs of their good Wifhes, that
would leok any thing feafable, when felt: For good
Words, by the by, are a more hungry Food than thin
Water-Gruel ; though with a mean Dith of fome-
thing that is more nourifh'ng, they may make fucha
%‘OOd Sauce, as to turn a l:ianer of Herbs into a richer

taft, than a ftall-d Ox wi h Frowns, Tauntings and
X nocks. For the Cebler’s Ga:y when he tried to ftrall&
CCe
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feed her with Bovs and Thanks, was famithed oute
right ; but fome 8-t of a Bow, at Partirig, is better
than none, Wben therefore their Words, Writings
and Fa@s otherwife cuntradict their prefent Profeflion,
and when we have but the Words of one for the reft;
for it doth mot appear.‘that Mr. T, here fpeaks in
Concert with his 5renr¢'n, nor they with him, when
they aie left to anfwer for themfelves in fome Steps of
their Mifcondu& ; only Afr, T, pretends to know their
Difpofitions and Hearts Wihes, we judge it reafonable
to fuipend our Faith of their Hearts Withes, till we
fee and hear further ; hoping, that if fuch good Wifhes
to us have any Room in their ¥earts, whether at the
Brim or Bottom, unlefs they be drowned or over -prei-
fed with fomecthing that is very weighty a-top, we
fhall hear more comfortable News of their Conduct
towards their Brethren, than we have received for .
fome Years paft. For we never liked the Melody of
Facob’s fmooth Voice, when we felt the Weight of
Efau’s rough Hands and heavy Fifts,

Did we think it worth While, we might make
Declarations too ; but fecing the World in many Places
is furfeited upon fuch Fare, we forbear . only we judge
we may boldly fay, whatever Good we did our Bre-
thren, we did them knovwingly no Harm, or elfe let
them witnefs againft us, and-come to Particulars,
~ And now wefhall leave it to our Readers, and Mr.
7. both to judse, Whether we do not come up with
him for Plainnefs ; hLoping, that as we profefs, thata
confcientious Regard to the Intereft of Religion, and
its folid Exercifcs, and of our common and valuable
religious Rights, have engaged us to fpeak our Part in
the prefent Debate ; fo alfo, that our Writings ate
Condu fhall difcover, that Truth, the publick Peace
and Gofpel-Order, are what we contend for, 2 Gar.
v, 13, For whether we be befides ourfelves, it is to God s

or wiether we be fober, it is r/br your Caufe.

~ May the Lord, whofg the Succels is, "2dd Xis entichii; Bleffing heve:
nato | R 2 The
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The REMARKS on the
APPENDIXKX,

EXAMINED.

/iR, T, here charges us with giving a ftrange Mil-

* reprefentation of what happened after the Protelt
was figned ; our Defign in the Appendix was not to
relate every minute Circumftance of what was then
tranfalted, but only to take Notice of fume Thing;
that might fecve to give the Publick a fhort View of
our Proceedings; and we have faid Nothing in that
Narrative, but what we are able to maintain to be
Truth and Matters of Faét againt Afr. T, and all
that will efpoufe his Caufe,

1. Weare blam'd for faying, that the Brunfwick-
Party infiftcd that the Proteftors fhould be caft out of
Memberfhip (pag. 32) tho' Afr. T. (as is ufual with

73 a Game) is more careful to fpeak

him at the Pinch o
for himfelf than his Brethren : We fuy the Brunfwick-
Party did infift, that the Proteftors fhiould be caft out.
And feeing he fpeaks only for himfelf, is there not fome
Ground to think he durft not fpeak for the reft ; but as
he fays bhe knew nothing of this, we would afk him,
Was he afleep?  Did his Surprize at this extraerdinary
Method of Proc.eding, put him inte % Quandary, a
Confufion, or a waking Dream, as in pages 7 and 8?

or fhall we conclude that his Memory failed him }ip
this
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this Cafe, ns he tells us it did in another'of the Hke.
Nuture, pag. 5. "Tis certain, that he was prefent whes
My, Bluir and feveral other Members of: the Party)
infifted, that fince we had protefted, it was our Part to
with-draw, for they were the Svnod; and M T.
him{elf feems ftill of the fume Mind, that it was their
Part who had protefted, to with-draw, as having no
Right to be looked on as a Part of the Synod ; "becaufe
their proteftins fignifies (fays he) that the Synod wes a
Number difiinét from them (pag. 34) and when the
Roll was counted with a View to caft them out, he was
av aflive as bis Brethren; and yer atter all he has the
Frone ta fay be bnew Nothing of it: But we nced not
wonder at this Decluration, when we compare it with
one of the like Nature, pag. 8, where he leaves 4.: -
Brethren in the Lurch as he has done bere, and S,
that he knewo Nothing of encouraging the Flocks o8 the
protefling Brethren to forfake their Miniflry, when the
“whole Country knows that it is a noterious ¥alflwod,
and that he has encouraged them both from the Pulpit
and the Prefs, to do fo, He cells us, fuch a Thought
never entred into his Heart : We never ailxdaed, that
Mr. T. always thought before he fpoke or aéted; nor
do we pretend to tell the Thoughts of his Heart, but
what was tranfalted by that Party. And what if 4r,
T. had neither thought nor aéted in this Aftair # Is he the
whole Party ? Does he think for them all 7 But after all
his Noife, we cannot judge him fo innocent in this Point
as he pretends, if we dare venture to judge any Thing
from his Writings, For it is evident, from the whole
Tenor of the{;rote{’c, particularly from pag,7 and §,
that the Protelters were fully determined never more
to fit with thefe Brethren, unlefs they firft gave them
Satisfaétion in the Points complained of ; but were
determined with as many as wouid join with them to
maintain the Rights of the Synod, and the Prefbyte-
tian Church in thefe Parts: Aftet reading the Proteit,

the
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the rejected Members offer’d Nothing like a pacifick
Overture, or a Satisfa€lion for fuid Grievances ; but
inftead of tlhis Iwe hadﬁ unchriﬂianL Reproachey, fuch ay
we were folemnly protefling grofs Lies befire Almight
Grod, ami/om- Elders were /ité‘/i';:('biﬁg w/zar{/.wy had nfw{
heard nor confidered y which was a grofs Falficod : "T'his
brought the Affair to that Crifis that both could not fit
%ethcr in one Body, but one of them muft with-draw :

r. Blair infifted, that the Protettcrs were the dif-
futisfied Party, and that they were the Synod ; takin
it for granted, that all that had not figned the Pmteﬁ
would join with them, and that thefe protefting Brethren
fhould with-draw ; in this he was fipported by the
Porty, and for this End they counted the Roll, to try
if they had the Majority. Now when Mr. 7T, faw,
that he and his Party muft either with-draw, or give
Satisfaétion for the Grievances complained of, fecing
the Protefters would not fit with them, unlefs they did
fo ; was not his counting the Roll for a Mujority, a

lain Evidence, that he was more willing to curry his
%aint this Way, even tho’ he thould oblige his Brethren
to feparate, than to give them Chriftian Satisfaction
and yet he fays, fuch a Thought never entred into his
Heart. Credut judaeus apella.

2. Mr. T, asks, How we could affivt what we could
not know without thesr Declavation, twhich we had not,
namely, that they concluded, that all thofe Members wh
had nat figned the Proteft would join with them, Anfw.
T'hey told us this in plain Terms, when they told us,
that " they were the Synod, and that we fhould with-
druw, and in purfuance of this, they counted all the
Members who had not figned the Frotedt, in the Num-
ber with themfelves; and what was a concluding that
they would join with them, if thi. wasnot? or what
cculd be a plainer Declaration of their Mind than this!
And does not Mr, . declare the fame Thing, whenp

he telis us, pag. 33. what they conciuded vpen was t};lsa
N that
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that thofe who had "not figned the Proteft, had nét
rejefted them, and therefore fo far on their Side of the
Quettion, shat they could join with them in Judicato-
ries : It feems from thefe Words, that he thoudght that
the Protefters could not join with them; and yet he
counts the Roll for the Majority, who in refpect of
Number, had the Power of cafting out; and yet would
make us believe he knew Nothing of a Defign to turn
them out of Memberfhip: But where is the grofs
Mifreprefentation in our faying, that they concluded all
thefe lelm': would join with them, when Mr, 7. here
fays, the Thing they concluded upom was, that they could
jotn with them in 'Yidicatories, Is it not a joining in
Judicatories that we are fpeaking of in the lgiacc; Jet
the World then tell the Difference between what we fay
and what he fays: Is it not a Shame to quibble at this
Rate? Doesit fhow a Love to Coatention, or a Want of
fomething to fupport a finking Caufe, when Men are
put to fuch poor Shifts ! - |

3. Mr. 7. blames us, page 33. for calling the Pro-
tefters a great Number ; the Truth i, fays he, there
was but a fmall Difference between them and us, as to
Number, ~ All we faid is, that vhey infifted that a great
Number of us, whe are now the Synod, fhould be caff out.
of M:nberfbip; but did not fay, that the Proteftors
were a Number {maller or greater than the Brunfwick-
Party, but only that they were a great Number of
the Synod: And is not this a Truth that cannot be
denied ? Our Synod, before the Breach, confifted of
above Forty Minifters, from thefe dedué@® the rejeéted
Brethren, and are not the Twelve Prcteftors a great
Number of them that now compofe the Synod? Is

' it not a Shame for Mr. T. to ftrive thus to raife Duft

to blind his Readers? He fays, there was a fmall Dif-
ference between them and the Proteflors, as to Number ;

1 bue¢ had this [mall Difference been in their Favour, it

is not likely we fhould have heard it taken Notimﬂ:f of
afier




(136 )
after this Manner, Had it-been in their Favour, they
had been the Majorityy who, in refpect of Numbrr,
could have caff outy and would not have been caft out:
And why will he fay, that there was a Mujority of
Non-protefling Miniflers, Let their Mumber be neve
fo great, if they d'd not join with himy when he o
much wanted them, to what Purpofe does he blind the
World with an Infinuation, that his Party was the
Majority ! There were Tuelve Proteftors, with thie
Addition of Eight Elders; and when he mufters up
his fhattered Brigade, he can make but Ten; fiom th:

it is cvident there was not a Majority of the Non-pro
teffing Brunfwick-Party: Of thefe Ten, Mr. Crag
head was under Sufpenlion at the Time, and it w.
agreed by both Parties, that he fhould not fit as
Member till his Caufe was determined, and this w
not done at that Time; AMr, Alexander, another ¢
that Number, was at the Time difowned by his Pre
bytery as a Member, for his Drunkenncfs and oth
bad Practices; and tho' the Brunfwick-Party infiftec
that he fhould fit as 2 Member betore the Grounds ¢
his Rejeétion was examined j vet it is contrary to wl
the Rights of Prefbytery to admit him after that Man-
ner: So that of the Ten, two were difowned as Mem-
bers by their Prefbytery 5 and if fuch will pafs cur-
rent in their Mufter-Roll, why did not they infert |
their eminent Friend, Mr. Fobn Grofs, to help them
out at a dead Lift, tho' difowned by his Prefbytery !
Nav, what is abfurd and ridiculous, we have v,
Rowiand in the Account, who was never acknow-
ledged as a Member by the Synod; and why not
{Vhitefield and the ff"\‘%?eys? Why not the whaole Body
of the Moravians ? Why not all the Cardinals in the
Conclave at Rome? For we have, long fince, allo
protefted againft thefe eminent Props of the Rumiyh
Church. If Mr., T, had not too high an Opinion of
himfelf, or teo low a Conception of his Readers and
Oppofers,
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Oppofers, he would not reafon fo loofly ; for in Reali+
ty, when we dedudt the two that were under Sufpen-
lon, there was but Sewen Members prefent that were
protefted againt : And if we fhould allow them the
Benefit of counting up  Meffrs, Andrews, Gillefpy,
Hutchinfon, and A Flenry, with themfelves (which is
what they have no Right o demand, inafmuch as
none of them juined them at the Time) their Num-
ber, with this Addition, would be but Eleven; and
this is not a greater Number than that of the Protef-
tors, which he afierts with as much Confidence as if
?c had given Demonftration for it. [t 15 evident, fays

e ; "tis well he did not add, 9. E. D
4. Mr, T, grumbles, becaufe be has dream’d fome
time, in his Confufion of Thoughts, that the Proiefting
Breothren affert they are the Syned: Where in the
‘World did he meet with this Aflertion! Where have
they faid, that they are the Synod?! 'Tho’ they have
always maintained, that they are a Part of this Body.
No, tho’ too many have been carried 'into Errory and
Diforders with the prefent Tide of Pretences; yet we
have Reafon to thank God, that the greateft Nurnber,
by far, of thofe that belonged to our Synod, have hi-
therto” done nothing to forfeit the Charaéter of Pref-
byterians ; and for this Reafon, notwithftanding that
the Proteftors do not lay the Strefs of the Debate on
Numbers, but a irm Attachment to th: weil known
Rules of Prefbytery; yet they have no Ground to
affert more than what they have faid, That they are
a great Number of thofe that now compofe the Synod.
He further adds, But I think it 15 eafier for them 1o
a(}rt than prove : Right, and why does he not tell us
alfo, that two and threc are five? But all that they
afferted' we can prove, wiz. that they area Part of
| the Synod ; and does Mr: 7. deny this? No; itisa
Queftion he does not care to difcufs, tho’ he ventures
to'touch-it it a Diftance wigh a-Queflion, and it j/ulr)m :
v , ocs




( 138 )

Does not their offering a Pretefi before the Synod, fignify,

fays he, that the Synod were a Number diftinét from
them, in thetr cwn Fuasgment 2 For it feems unreajonable,
for @ Number of Men to offer a Proteft to themfelves.
We anfwer to this Queftion, That the offering a Pro-
teft to the Synod, nnphes, that they who offered it
were Members of this Judicature ; for it is their in-
difputable Right, as Members of the Svnod, nay, as
fome of the Number of the Synod, and nat dz/z’zn& from it,
to enter a Proteft, as often as any Emergency calls for
this Step of Proceeding: This is what has been always
pradtifed by the Members of the higheft Judicature in
the Prefbyterian Church ; and is thc Judzment of the
reformed Churches, in this Point, let it agree with
Mr. T.s new Scheme or not.  What are Protefts but
folemn Appeals to God and Man, to witnefs, that the
Proteftors do not approve thofe Meafures which they
cannot redrefs ; and this is left on Record, for a Tef-
timony to Pofterity, that the Church did not wholly
give Way to, or fall in with the Things protefted
again{t : But is it not the moft wild and unreafonable
Thing in the World, to alledge or infinuate, that this
forfeits to the Proteftors their Right of Memberfhip ¢

this would be to punith them for the Faults of others.
Indeed, it the Proteft has not the defired Effeét, after
the Realons of it are given, then the Proteftors have a
Right to withdraw, if they cannot live in the Society
with a good Con:cience: But if they fee no Caufe ts
make a Breach, but be paflive in the Affair, their pro-
tefting does not forfeit to them the Right of Sitting as
Members; and confequently they may proteft, and
ftill continue of the Number of that Judicature before
whom they offer the Proteft. Did Mr, 7. and his
Brethren, who protefted againft our A&, think that
this Step cut him or them off from being of the
Number of our Synod ; if fo, why do they now trou-

ble it? Or what Right has "he or that Party, who
are
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are none of our Number, to trouble us with their Clas
mours and Diforders ! If they protefted, and wers
ftill, notwithftanding this, regarded as Members of
the Synod, till their antiprefbyterial, unchriftian Pro-
ceedings made it neceflary to bring them either to a-
mend or caft thém out; why have not the Proteftors
now as good a Right to be efteem’d Members as they
had then ! Does the Extraordinaries of the new
Scheme eftablith fuch extraordinary Meafures as this ?
Or have they a Right to difpenfe with Chrift’s Laws
and People’s Rights under fuch Pretences! So that
the Proteftors Right, to be looked on as Members,
ftands unfhaken by his Queftion: But fays he, it feems
unreafonable for a Number of Men to offer a Proteft to
themfclves. How can Mr. T. fay, that the Proteftors
did fo, in this Cafe? Were they fure that fo many
would join the Brunfwick-Party as did ; and the for-
“mer Proteftors were the Men that the Proteft, now
giygn into our Syncd, was ievelled againft, and all
that would join them in their antiprefbyterial Meafures,
.| whieh was not then fo well known ; and if the Great-
nefs of the Number of Proteftors (who are not indeed
the half of our Synod) 'makes our Proceedings look *
ftrange, let it be confidered, that all Protefts being
publick Appeals to God, Angels and Men, as to the
Equity of a Cafe of Confcience infifted upon, which,
by Reafon of ftrong Oppofition, cannot be regularly
carried in a Judicature, tho’ the Proteftors were the
Majority then prefent ; yet we were fallen into Parties,
] and thefe Brethren had rcjefted all our Propofals for
i} Accommodation, as we have thewn alreally, and with-
food coming to a ['rial in the debated Points; -and
had they come this Length, their Principles are fo un-
] happy, that they hold that a Minority cannot be ob-
;] liged by the Votes of a Majority ; and they claim’d a
- Right of Memberfhip, when guilty, notonly of Non-
compliance to, but alfo .of contemptuoufly counter-

S 2 acting
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acting'our Terms of minifterial Communion, or our
fundamental Rules of fucial Union,  Thus our highcft
ftated Judicature was fo confufed, that there was no

Remedy left but protefting; for Matters were come

to that Pafs, that we muift either give up our Con-
flitution, and all our valuable Rights, as Men and

Chriftians, for the Sakc of a Umon, only in Name,
with Men that made it their Bulinefs to traduce and
blacken us; oreife by this Method, oblige them
either to referm or feparate : And this is no new nor

ftrange Thing, to them that will lovk back 1o the
Reformation, when fuch Mecafures were taken; fo
that thefe Things being duly confidered, it necds not
feem ﬁrange, that the protefting Brethven gave in a

Proteft, and adted the Part that they did. But as Adr.

T would infinuate, That we cannat eaf tly prove surjolves
the Syned.  We anfwer, That there is no need to
prove what none denics; for he himfelt has not ves- |

tured to do fo: And if any Occafion czll'd for Proofs

of this Nature, we could fetch them from under Air.
7.’s Hand, in this Paper, which muft be current Les
monftration to all his Followers, and none elfe wiil
give themfelves any Uneafinefs in this Aff ir, or we
are much deceived. Does he not blame us, ;.zge 30,
for cafting them out of Communion, for their confcientions
Non- canfarmzty to our unjcriptural Canony as he is pleas’d

to term it. But to whom does this Canon belong,

S .
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or who made and maintains it, but the Synod? Or

with whom were they in this Communion, from

which they are excluded, but with the Synod?! Or

who have a Power to exclude Prefbytery, but a Sy-

nod ? Does he not tell us, page 35, that t/wy were loth

10 be caft out [1 bhajpily, withwut [peaking in their own
Defence.  Who could caft themn out but our higheft |

Judicature ? Or whofe Place was it to hear a bdcnce,
had they offered it, but the Synod? Do not they tell
us, that Socicties !za»c ) .nw}zt to judge of the Quau-

lifications

~w .

- .
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likcations of ‘their own Members, and to rejeét fuch
as render themlelves unworthy Communion ; but they
fhou!d be firft heard in their own Defence, before they
be condemned and rejefted? Here is a fair Acknow-
ledgment, that they were Members of our Society,
that we had a Right to condemn and rejeét them, as
unworthy our Communion ; but they complain, that
this was done by us, without giving them a fair Hear-

ing ; and is not this to fay plainly, we are the Synod,

in whofe Communion they were, who had a Right to
call them to an Account, and to condemn and reje&
them as guilty : Nor is the Complaint, that we bad ne
Right 1o try them. and caft them out, but that we caft

| them ~yt too bujtily, without their [peaking any thing in:

their wun Defencey, and this we fhall confider in its
proper Place. * But as Mr. 7. and his Party would
make the World believe, that they are truly Prefby-
terians, we would be obliged to him, if he would in-,
form us when Prebyterians preached in the Bounds of
their Brethren’s Congregations, without their Confent:
or contrary to their Minds, as thefe Brethren have.
done! When did they condemn their Brethren, as.

gracelefs, as the Sons of Sceva, and Men who are unfit

for their Office ; and preach in their Congregations,
as if they wanted Minifters, or were flarving for Lack
of the Bread of Life, when they had Paftors of their
own, whe were found in the Faith, and of a Gofpel
Life and Converfation; and all this without telling.
them their Faults, or allowing them a fair Hearing be-
fire o proper Judicature? But this have they done,
When did Prefbyterians infift, that Prefbyteries had a
Right to licenfe and nrdain whomn they pleafe, and to
uhlige a Synod to rece.ve, as Members, all that they
t ink £t to ordain, withcuat allowing them the Liberty

ot a further Tsial of their Q?aliﬁcations, when they
jare fufpected of Deficiencies ! This is to defiroy the
Joubardination of Judicatures, and to ¢?hiu away the

Rights
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Right that cvery Society has to judge of the Qualifica-
tiony of its own Members @ Bue this they have done.
When did Prefbyterians give fuch a fatal Blow to all
paftoral Nelation, encouraging People to leave their
own Pafters, tho' graciour Men, to follow fuch as
have greater Gifts? Or when did Prefbyterians main-
tain, that th» Pharifees, who held Juftification by
Works, were orthodox or found in the Faith? B
thefe Things A2, T. has done, in the Sermon preached at
Nottingham, which is efpoufed by all that Party., When
did Prefbyterians take on them to ordain Minifters, ot
fend Supplies to Vacancies, in the llounds of other
Prefbyteries, without their Knowledge, or contrary to
their Inclinations? Is not this to lord it over their
Brethren? But this they have done. Was it cver
known that Prefbyterians contended, that the Rites
and Ceremonies that are ufed by the Church of Eng-
land, were Things indifferent, as fome of them have
done? If they think themn Things indiffercut, are
they not Schifmaticks, in breaking oft from that Church
on this Account! When did Prefbyterians cry down
Order and Difcipline in Chrift’s Houfe, and pretend
a Liberty to lay by Chrif¥’s Rules, under a Pretence
of a declining State of the Church, or extraordinary
Things? When did they fet up an Auricular Confeffion
under a Pretence of knowing Men’s gracious States?
But thefe Things are they guilty of, aud avow, But
iv will border upon a fpeaking Evil againft Dignitics,
to afk them fuch Quettions. Are they not the only
faithful Minifters of Chrift in thefe Parts, or My, W
fpoke amifs ! Have they not good Intentions in all
they do or fay ? And who but the Wicked will dure to
and fault with their Aéions? They ate clofely attach’d
to Mr, IV, ar! bi, Followers, who is cloiely attach'd
to the eltublitbed Church in Englund, or he fpeaks
Falfhoods himf{uli ; who then dares deny, that they are
true Prefbyterians, becaufe they are mungrel Clurch-
_men? 5, We
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§. Weare charged witha grofs Miflake, pag.'34, for
faying, that when fome who d.." vat fign the Pratest, con-
vinced them, vie. the Brunfwick Brethren,. that they
would be none of their Party, u&an this they thaught it
expedient to withdraw ; to this Mr, 7. anfwers, fome of
the protefling Brethren convinced us of no fuch Thing,
neither was any Thing like this the Occafion of our withe
drawing ; we flaid till the Moderator commanded Silence.

Anfw, But in what can this grofs Miftake be ¢ We
faid that they concluded, that all the Members that
had not figned the Proteft would join with them, and
they were exact in counting the Iioll, and found that
 when they had counted them all with themfelves, they
could not make a Majority ; but fome of the Membess
- who did not fign the Proteft, convinced them they
would be none of their Party, and upon this they
thought it expedient to withdraw, It is plain thatwe
are {peaking of their counting the Roll for a Majority,
in order to oblige the Protefters to relinquifh Member-
fhip; and when we fay, that fome of the Members that
did not fign the Prote[{ convinced them that they would
not be of their Party, it is evident we are. fpeaking of
their Conduét at that Junéture, when they were count-
ing the Roll, ia order to caft out their Brethren, as
appears by our adding Upon this, that 1s, when they
were difappointed both as to the Number that they
confided in, and the Attachment of the Non-protefters -
to them in fuch a Strefs, they thought it expedient to
withdraw, And did one of thefe Brethren join with
them in this Atiempt ¢ Did not Mr. Andrews openly
declare, he would not join with them ! And diu not
Mfjrs, Gillefpy and M Henry convince then . by their
Non-appearance for them, at the Time when . it was
now or never in the Point of out-voting and turning
the Protefters out ! Will Mr. 7. fay, that he would
have withdrawn from Memberfhin at that time, had
thefe Brethren joined his Party, and thcy beconic the

Majority
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Majority ? Or will he fay, that the Proteficrs, who
could not in Confcience f{it with them, unlefa they
amended their Faults, would not by this Management
have been obliged to withidraw ! Or 1s the Miflake in
faying, Upon this Difappointment  they thouglit it
expedient to withdraw ! What then was the Oceafion
of their withdrawing, if this was not? Was it the
Moderator’s command.ng Silence, as is here ‘aid, or
his concluding the Seflion with Prayer, as is here infi-
nuated in this fame Page, that occafioned their with-
drawing fiom Mcmbcrﬂup with the Svnod ! which is
what we are fpeaking of ? Are they fo well pleafed with
Noife and chatca, that Silence works fuch ftrange
Things upen them ! Or did Frayer feare them away
from the Synod now, more than at other Times? No,
it was their Difappointment in counting ﬂw Roll, and
the Colducfi of the non.protefting Brethren on whom
they had fo much Dependance, to help thom to makea
Majority, and not the Moderator’s comm:ndin Silence,

nor yet his Prayers that made them withdraw from our
Synod.

6. We are charged with a Mifreprefentation, for
faying, that their withdrawing put the Houfe into a
little Confufion : The Con .u/zafz the lfoufe wwas in, {ays
he, was neithe, after nor accaf doried 1y this TT Tthdrawing,
it was before we came away, and cccefizncd by the Reod-
ing and Signing the Proteft.  Antw. Vie did noufay,
thc Houfc was in no Confufion before they cume away ;
for it is true, that our Synodical Mectings thefe two
Years paft, have been fo confufed by a Mobb and
Rabbtc that crouded after their Hecls, that we were
difturbed in the Management of our Aflairs witlin the
Houfe, and infuited out of Doors; fu that it was ma-ed
in Synod, that we fhould 1ollow the Example of the
General Aflembly in Scotland, and other religious
Societies, who admit none but fuch as have fome Bufi-

pefs to manage in the Judicaturc: Dug it is a Miltake
that

B —— g —
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that the'reading the Proteft put the Houfe in Confufion;
for there was a profound Silence while it was reading,
ind little Difturbance while it was figning, but what
was occafioned by 1ome unchriftian Refle@ions caft on
our Elders by fome of that Party : True indeed when
the Brunfwick Party were counting the Roll to caft out
the Protefters, we heard the Gallery ring to caft them
ut 3 which thewed the Eagernefs of their Adherents
o have a Breach, which they often boafted of, and
arneftly defired before this Meeting, But ‘will Mr. 7.
§iv, that the Houfe was no Ways confufed by their
Fithdrawing from Memberfhip ? Was not the Mode-
ator’s commanding Silence, and praying in the midft
f a Seflion, a Confulion? Was not the diforderly
rowd that throng’d out at their Heels from every Part
f the Houfe, fufficientto confufe? Isitnotcvident, that
hefe Things {o far confufed us, that the Moderator
ould not keep his Place, amd the Synod carry on
ufinefs, ‘till the Coaft was clear ! How then can he
ave the Face to call this a Mifreprefentation ¢ Is he
ot guilty: with a Witnefs of the Crime he lays at our
Joor ¢ |

% Page 35, Mr. T. allows, that Societies have @
ight to judge of the Qualifications of their own Members,
td 2o rejec? fuch as* render themfelves unworthy of thesr
ommunion. O the Force of Truth, how will it prevail
tlength in {pight of Refiftance? If Mr, T. would but
lhete to this Conceflion, our Debates would foon be
an End, and all his lonz-windzd Apology for diflent-
ng from our A&s or Agreements that difpleafed him,
d been needlefs. If our Synod had a Right to judge
the Qualifications of their Members, How could he
ave the Face to ftand ® in our open Synod, and.oppofe
Ppis, and claim a Right for Brunfwick Prefbytery to
dain the Men they thought qualified, and oblige the
mod 'té receive them ! 1f ourSynad had a Right to.
1ge what' Degrecs of LearnTing the - chought neceffary
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in the Candidates that they intended to receive intofa.
Memberfhip ; had they not alfo a Right to try them,]be
and to lay down Meafures for their Satisfaction in thisjor
Point ! And did we defire or intend more by this A& ! |di
Did we force Mr. 7. or any young Man, to complyja
with it agahnft their Confcience and private Judgment g
If they did not like our Agreement, they had freejl
Liberty to join with fuch as they liked better : But wadf
not Mr. 7. unjuft, to complain that the whole Bodyj
fheuld prefcribe Rules for their Members, and yet he}J
and his Party will take on them to prefcribe Meafuregf
for the whole Body of which they were but a Partjt
and drefs all that will not fubmit to their Decifions 1
Bears Skins, and fet the Rabble on them ? Is he not
ftrangely inconfiftent, to plead for the Rights of Con g\
fcience and private Judgment to himfelf and Partygt
and to deny this to the Synod? Muft he not by thigfa
Conceflion, fairly give up his Plea againft our Aét forgh
the Examination of Candidates, and condemn then
Refiftance they make to it ; or elfe aflert, that everyju
Society but the Synod of Philadelphia, have a Right ta
judge of the Qualifications of their own Members? Hen
allows, that they might reject fuch as render themfejyegth
unworthy of their *Communion ; and have we dongh
more than. this? We have only rejeéted fuch Men ag«
were unhinging our Conftitution, ruining our Charac§/
ters, and depriving us of all our Rights as Men andm
Chriftians, without the leaft Hope of Redrefs. But the
Complaint is, that we fhould firft have heard them ing
‘their own Defence, and then condemned and rejecte
them. Yes, by all Means, had it been pofiible for us td
bring them that Length as tc give a fair Hearing whei
defired. Did not Mr.Gilbert Tennent and Brethren, reg
fufe to give their Brethren of New-Ca/tle Prefbytery, &
fiir Trial ? Did they not alfo refufe ta clear themg
when they had fuffered by their blackning the wholg

, Synod with general Libelsé Was there not 1‘? fail
. “ Quhe
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Foundation laid to have all our Grievances confidered
and redrefled, when Mpr, Alifon tabled a Complaint
before the Synod againft Mr. Craighead, for his dif-
orderly Intrufion into his Congregation, to rent and
livide it, againft his Mind, the Mind of the Seflion,
find the declared Opinion of the Congregation in
Reeneral ! Did he not complain, that this was an
[nfringement of his Rights as a Chriftian and a Mini-
dter of the Gofpel, and an unhinging our Conftitution?
WAnd Mpr. Craighead was not the only Intruder, nor
MVir. Alifon the only Sufferer : It was one of the Rea-
fons for which the Proteft was entred ; the Mind of
e Synod was earneftly defired and intreated in this
Affair of common Concernment, that fome Meafures
@might be taken to remedy this intolerable Grievance:
.fNo Party was objefted againft; but he, fupported by
'ghe Juftnefs of his Caufe, was willing to have the Thing
igairly canvafled ; and why was this refufed ? Did not
ghis Method natively open a Way for thefe Brethren to
\@n{wer for themfelves, and to propofe healing Mea-
Wures? What better Way could be devifed in our
‘&ircumftances, than to allow one of the Sufferers to
ldmake known his Grievances to the Synod, and togive
*%he Perfon that offended, an Opportunity to vindicate
iqhis Conduét; and then leave it to the whole Body to
\gccommodate the Difference, having judged in the
‘fiffair ! How vain is it to pretend, that thefe Brethren
gould anfwer for their Mal-condué to the Synod, when
ey would not allow this one Grievance to be difcufs’d,
vhen their whole Number, fave one, was to fit as
udges in the Affair ! Is it not vain to think, that the
Qear Servants of God, as they ftile themifelves, would
Pc accountable to Fudafes, falfe Apofiles, and Sons of
‘Peeva ¢ Would they that were {o pofitive that they were
ngaged in the Caufe of God, that they would not
'ddvife with the reform’d Churches, becaufe they look’d
90 them as corrupted, condefcend fo far as to be judged
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by gracelefs Men that had no Call of God to the Mi.
niftry ? He fays, they were loth to be caft out fo haftily
without fpeaking in their own Defence: What kind of
a Defence does he mean ? Were they willing then
when they could no longer play their Pranks witl
Impunity, to come to anfwer for their Mal-conduét?
If 1t be fo, it had been our Happinefs we had taken
fuch Meafures fooner, But was this Defence to be§
offered to the Synod as'a Judicature, or was it not? Iff
it was, will any Body beiieve Ay, 7. that he would
have allowed the Twemty that protefted againft them, tgf
fit as Judges when they were Accufers ! or wili apy
Body think, that he judged it a fafe or a prudent Stegt
to have fo many, in fuch important Aflairs, tried andy
decided by four Minifters and a few Elders? or wili anffr
reafonzble Man think, that fo few would undertakdf
fuch a weighty Matter? If the Defence was to bgf
made extra-judicially, we were not only ready to heag
3t, but he was prefled by a certain Member, before the
Rupture, to produce the much-boafted of pacifick
QOverture, and let there bea T'rizl made for Peace and
Tove ; but all to no Purpofe: Has he not alfo had
fair Opportunity of being heard by the impartiaf
World, and of vindicating himfelf and his Brethren
as far as he can, by our timely Publication of ou
Proteft ! His printed Sermon and its divifive uncharig
table Tenets, and thc Congregations that are ever
where rent and torn by their Induftry, are flanding
Monuments to proclaim the Truth of what we com
plain of ; and when they were unhinging our Contti
tution, corrupting the Purity of Dodtrine among us
robbing us of our Charaéers, and depriving us of alf
our Rights as Men and Chriftians; nay, when thef
vefufed to give us a Hearing, when call’d to it in §
proper Judicature, and had rendered it®impracticablf¥
for us to live in Communiciy with them, unlefs thejt
smended 3 have we not, upon .the jufieft Groundgth
. ) turng
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yried them out of our Saciety ! We fhall beg Leave.
play before our Readers, fome of the reproachfid
anguage he has plentifully beftowed on the Body of
ur Synod, and the Body of the Clergy of this Gene-
jtion : In the Sermon dedicated to the People of
Nottingham, we are reprefented as Hirelings, /Cater-n
ulms, Ietter-learned Pharifees, Men that have the Craft
f Foxes and the Cruelty of Walves, plaifiered Hypocrites,
arlets, the Seed of the Serpent, foolifb Builders, Men
hom the Devil drives into the Miniftry, dry Nurfes,
rad Dogs that cannot bark, blind Men, dead Men, Men
offeffed wzt/) the Devil, Rebels & Enemies to Gody Guides
Qoat are flone blind and flonc dead, Children of Satan that
e their Father may do good ts Men's Souls by Chance-
fedley, Dawbers wito untempered Morter, moral Negroes,
Qult without favour, that fiink in the Nufirils both o
&od and Man, Judafes whafe chicf Difire is to finger the
\enny and to carry the Bag, hireling, murderous H/pa,-
g rztes, that are to take Gare left we feel the Force of a
Halter in this IVerld, or an aggravated Damnation in the
d ext Jubtle felfifh Hypoﬁ ites that wiuld not let one hone(?
lan come into the Minifiry if we could help it, Swarms
ff Locufts, Crowds of Pharifees that have as.covetoufly as
nfpruelly crept inte the Miniftry in this adulterous Genera-
ofion, who as nearly refemble the Charaller of the old
5 | /ym ifees as one Crew’s Egg does another, whofe Hearers
rgpre blind as Moles and dead as Stones 5 Succeffors of Ni-
angtodemus, blind Leaders of the Blmd Formalifis, dead
n§Drones, Sons of Sceva, with a fine Iong String of Prayer:,
iffalfe Apofiles, deceitful Workers, Minifters of Satan, &Je.
s#ire not thefe bafe and uncharitable Reproaches unbe~
Jeoming any Chriftian, much lefs a meﬁer of the
iguofpel, both from the Pulpit and the Prefs! And the
Pulpit Difcourfes of their F riends have been of a Piece
) 1th this; -as when Mr, WWhitefield preached a Sermon
it Philadelphia, he told a numerous Audience, that

here were but few faith{ul Minifters of Chrift in thefe
P ar ts;
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Parts, and if he muﬂ be plain and name them, it wy
the Tennents, and thejy Adherents; the like he did
Fog' s~ Manuor ; ; and Mr, Davenport made no Scrup
to rail againft the Body of our Synod for above thre
Hours one Night, in their own Hearing, as if they ha
been in a gewéral Way carnal gracelefs Men, tha
Party only excepted : Nay, Mr. Fialey has gone 'fo
in his printed Sermon, 2s to infinuate, nay, to aflest
that many Miniftzs and Peonle who have oppofed fuc
Proceedings as thefe, have finned the unpardonable Sin
And even thofe honeft People who were perplexed t
know what to do, who nelther durft run into thei
Method of rafh Judgmg, &¢c. nor yet durft fpeak againf
fome Things they were in fufpenfe about, left they migh
poflibly mar the Work of God ; thefe are by him ui
chantablv ranked with the Followers of Baal: Hj
Words are thefe, pag. 38, Perbaps fome of you will oy
we are not againft it, (1. e, the prefent Work whic
they call a Reformation) but do you not fhow that you arg
not for it 2 Are you not more cordial with its Enemies tha
Friends 2 Are you not always making Exceptions againf].
it ¢ I look on all Neuters as Enemies in the Affairs f
Religin; away with your carnal Prudence, and eithel
fol/ow Ged or Baal: Hethat is not aftually with us i
againft us. Is it not ftrange to hear fo httle Charitg
towards all, without Exception, who <id not join witi§
them in every Thing, be it right or wrong? for therd,
is no Liberty to make Exceptions. In the Apclogy
annexed to Ar. T.’s Remarks on our Froteft, we aif
reprefented a;s Men that demand 2 biind Obcuten.ce
our Diftates, aind affume a Power tnat Chrift lhias n
where allowed in his Word, (pag. 54) Weare Inva
ders of Chrift’s Royslties, commencing Kings in hi
Kingdom, or rather fetting up a Kingdom of our ow!
in Oppofitior. to his, (54 and 53} And what wor
Crime can they charge us with than Difloyalty to, N
High-Treafon ag«unﬁ Clmﬁ Jeivs. If the Would w_
otk
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take their Word for it, we are firiking at the Perfection

of the Scripture, and eftablithing Superfition, (56) are

Enemies to Chriftian Liberty, (dit.; are undermining
that Church Difcipline Chrift has appointed, and are

irawing Men off from the Laws of God, (o the Fancies

d and Traditions of Men, (57, 58.) We are charged
§ likewife with encroaching on the Rights of Conf{cience '
§ and private Judgment, (59) for either claiming Infal-
libility, or making what God declares finful to be:

accounted lawful, (61, 62.) Ina Word, we are un-

charitable and fuperftitious, and condemn the Refor-
mation from Popery, ¢c. (64.) If we be, in‘truth,
fuch a Body of Profligates, as we are hcre painted ; is

there an honeft Man in the World that knew us to be
§fuch, but would be afraid to keep Communion with
us ! They would make hafte and depart from fuch a
§Synagogue of Satan, left they fhould be fwallowed up
fin their Sins; and yet Mr. T, declares no lefs than
thrice in his Remarks, notwithftanding thefe black
§IndiCtments, they never intended to f[eparate from us:
§ What a ftrange Reformer ishe, and what 2 monftrous
§Reformation would it be, ‘that would tolerate fuch
$Things, were they true ? And therefore we are un-
gwilling to keep Communion with Men that entertain
ffuch hard and uncharitable Opinions of us; for they

fhew little Faithfulnefs, little Regard to Truth and
moral (Goodnefs, that would not feparate from us, if
they believed that we were, in a general Way, fuch

t@Men as they reprefent us; and if they do not believe

thefe Charges, . Why are we drawn in fuch Colours.?

af0r are thiey fit to be admitted as Members of any Chri-

ifitian Society, without Repentance and Amendment,

v@vho can fo unjuitiy rob Men of their Charallers? But

rifafter all thefe Rep-oaches and hard Names, with which

afve have been loaded for near the Space of two Years,

o4
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bok publickly and privately, from the Pulpit and from
the
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the Prefs, without being able to obtain any Satisfatio.
for vur Grievances j what have we done by Way ¢
Retaliation ! ‘Heve we cpndemucd any of them o |
gracelets ! . Flave we forced them to comply with ou |
Aéts or Agreements ! Have we hindered them to joir
with any Society "thdt ‘they thought better than we be
To fet up for thomfclves ! Are we not ftill willing t
hear their Defenze ! To liften to any Terms of Ac-f
“commodation that are reafonable and Chridlian }, And'
arc. we .ot flill willing, . withiopen Arms, to receive
them, wpos rheir rejecting what Opinions’ and bregking
off what Practiccs we judgeito have no Foundation in
the Word of God, ang rctudr'ning again to their Duty,

- May the GOD of T'ruth and Prince of Peace, Jift
up his Standard, and fway his Scepter, - for the
“Promotion of T'ruth, the Healino of our Divifions,
the Difcovery of ‘Errors, #nd for the Refloring of
Pcace ‘and Gofpel-Order in the Paluces of our
diftrefled Zign /. that Prolperity may abide therein
after all its Toffings . and Afli&ious, that it may
appear HE fill dwells in the Bufh, tho™ it be in
Flames. B .

F
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" THE END.
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