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Io the Rev Mr. James Chandler, 

Paſtor of the Weſt Church in Rowley. 

Rev.“ Sir. 

- HEN your ſermon, preached at Nezwbury-Port, 
June 25, 1767, made its appearance from the 
preſs, my leiſure hours were taken up with 
a particular buſineſs, that prevented my giving 

that attention to a certain marginal note, p. 27. whi 
it juſtly deſerved. | 
What I ſhall now offer therefore relative to ſaid note, 

will not, I hope, be looked upon fo much out of due 
time, as, on that account, to be unworthy of your notice. 
Nor will you, Sir, or others, who compare the contents 
of your note, with ſome things I have publiſhed, conſider ' 
me as impertinently and unreaſonably intruding myſelf 
into the preſent buſineſs: And my addreſſing you in 
this public manner, will not, I preſume, be thought rude 
and unbecoming, as it is upon a ſubject publiſhed to the 
world, and, in my apprehenſion, of no ſmall importance 
both to yourſelf, and to the credit and intereſt of religion. 
My deſign is not to enter mto an mtemperate, angry 

debate with you, but to attend, with calmneſs to the fub- 
ject before me; in doing which, though I may ſpeak 
with ſome freedom, I ſhall endveaour to treat you in a 
manner becoming your ſtation and character, and my 
own. Bur, indeed, Sir, had I met with this note any 
where but among your writings, and without your name, 
J could not eaſily have been perſuaded it came from you, 
it is ſo different from the opinion I had formed of you, 
az a gentleman of a more candid and generous * 

or 
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For the charge you here bring againſt ſome of your 

brethren, is certainly high, and muſt appear, either of a 
very. criminal nature on their part, or of à very injuripys 
one on your's; and ought not, I conceive, to have been 
produced by any one, but with clear and ſtrong evidence 
for its ſupport :—the evidence you have offered for this 
purpoſe I ſhall examine by and by, 

But that 1 may write the more intelligibly, and the 
better avoid giving any juſt occaſion for complaint, I 
ſhall here remind you, and myſelf, of the ſubſtance of 
your note, by carefully tranſcribing the whole of it. 
You begin it, by alluding, in this manner, to ſomething 
you had ſaid in your ſermon, in favor of confeſſions of 
faith; and againſt ſuch as diſapprove of them. 
\ ® The occaſion ot ſuch a teſtimony and warning is 
this Our age produces a generation of men who like 
not the faith on which the proteſtant church was found- 
ed, and has ſtood hitherto. Some of them are men of 
powers, and draw away diſciples after them. But they 
have not been able yet, to obtain a general rejection of 
the religion of our fathers, and the ſetting up of their 
own ſcheme, in the room of it, in theſe churches. Yea, 
but few of them dare openly and directly to attempt it; 
but they are labouring fr it artfully ſeveral ways, 
One way is—by teſtifying againſt creeds, confeſſions 

of faith, and every thing of that ſort: —pleading that 
they are ſet up in competition with, and as of, even more 
value than, the inſpired ſcriptures, Whereas, they know 
that the church meaneth not ſo.— It is the doctrines 
confeſſed, and not merely the uſing of confeſſions, that 
their aim is againſt, There is this evidence of it 
They ſome years ago ſent abroad the aſſembly's cate- 
chiſm, which is in uſe among us, ſhear'd and patch'd to 
make it agreęable io Dr. Taylor's ſcheme, with a preface 
recommending the uſe of catechiſms, only adding that 
they muſt be according to truth ; for which reafon they 
had made the alteration, This catechiſm, like a wan- 
dering ſtar, ſtrangely appeared among us, and as ſtrange- 
Iv withdrew itſelf ont of our ſight, Another 
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Another of their artifices to get rid of the doctrines 

which the church has long thought to be doctrines of 
the goſpel—neceſlary articles of faith is to repreſent 
them as matters of controverſy, and ſo, of indifference 
in religion. And if they can find, in theſe confeſſions, 
or in any of the writings of the orthodox, an error or 
lip, they harp upon that ſtring, as if they had gotten _ 
that which invalidates the whole. 
Another device yet, which fome of them have 

againſt the faith of theſe churches is—to throw out, at 
every opportunity, their flouts at our confeſhons of faith, 
and at the men who are zealous for orthodoxy : as if 
they meant to banter chriſtians out of their religion. 
By theſe things they deceive unſtable ſouls. And if we 
are always ſilent, they will grow bolder till, and be like 
to give religion the greater wound. 
That man is to be honored, who appears to have a 

ſpirit of piety himſelf, and to aim at the promotion of it 
in others, though his creed differs from eſtabliſhed forms. 
But in ſome caſes the church needs warning- to be 
on their guard.” 

This, Sir, is your note ; and that it is levelled againſt 
ſome of your brethren in the miniſtry, I ſuppoſe, no 
one can doubt, 

I ſhall now conſider firſt the charge, or accuſation 
you here advance againſt your brethren, and then exa- 
mine the evidence you offer in ſupport of it ; in order 
to ſee whether it is ſufficient tojuſtify you herein. But 
previous to my entering upon theſe points, I would juſt 
take notice of a paſſage or two in your ſermon, contigu- 
ous to this note — for J intend not a general examina» 
tion of your diſcourſe. 

Towards the bottom of p. 26. and at the top of p. 
- 27; in giving adyice to your hearers how to chuſe a mi- 
niſter, you ſay to them“ You will therefore look that 
the man be alſo ſound in the faith. By ſoundneſs in 
the faith, I mean goſpel- doctrine The truth as it is 
in Sal. And I may add—Agreeablencls in the _ 

& « N 7 — Wit 
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with the confeſſions of faith of proteſtant chu 

* thoſe of them which are generally known am 
„ For that theſe confeſſions are, mainly, and with 1.1; 

exceptions, forms of ſound words, agreeing with e 
facred ſcriptures, the moſt pious and learned divine f 
many ages have ſufficiently proved: and you will ane 
reaſon to refuſe a candidate that laughs at them.“ Im. 
mediately upon which you add, © But the fcrip:iire is 
the teſt to try all doctrines by,” &c. And by this. laſt 
ſentence, Sir, © but the ſcripture is the reſt to try all 
doctrines by, it appears to me, you have intirely over- 
*#hrown, and rendered null and void, all you had ſaid 
before in favor of confeſſions of faith. For if the ſcrip- 
ture is the teſt to try all doctrines by, are not the doc- 
trines in theſe confeſſions of faith to be tried and judged 

. of. by this rule? And if ſo, are theſe el, of 
faith to be received for truth, and to be conformed to, 
either by a candidate for the miniſtry, or by any body 

| elſe, any farther than they appear to them agreeable to 
. ſcrripture? For who is to try doctrines by this teſt? Ts 

it only this, or that particular man? Or only a particu- 
| lar number of men? 3 
| | You ſay, indeed, © That theſe confeſſions are, marry, 

and with ſome exceptions, forms of ſound words, agreeing 
with the ſacred ſcriptures, the moſt pious and learned 
divines of many ages have ſufficiently proved.” And 
ſo, it ſeems, the point is ſettled forever. 
But permit me to aſk, Sir,. — Had theſe pious and 
learned divines any peculiar privilege and authority to 

| ſee, and determine, and ſettle points of faith for the 
| reſt of the world ? As every man muſt believe for him- 
| ſelf, muſt not every man ſee and underſtand for himſelf; 
| and conſequenily muſt not every man examine and try 
| doctrines, in order to judge of their truth f 
$ And what have theſe diſtinguiſhed divines proved? 

| Have they proved that theſe confeſſions are in the whole 
agreeable to ſcripture ? or that they are ſo only in the 
Wain, i. e. in part? If they have proved the oy 
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_ — — 

— OR 

— — —— — 
KEE — 



C79 
have yon, Sir, or any body elſe, a right to make excep< 
tions? If they have proved only the latter, ſhould not 
they, or you have declared what particular articles are 
to be excepted ; that we might know how far thefe 
confeſſions are to be received with an implicit faith; and 
how far it might be lawful and fafe, to try and judge 
of them by ſcripture ? | , 
Lou here bring to my mind father PauPs account of 

one Richard, a franciſcan friar, who was a member of 
the renowned counzil of Trent. He afferted, and his 
opinion was embraced by others of the council, “that 
the doctrines of faith were now ſo cleared, that we ought 
no more to learn them out of ſcripture :—at leaſt, the 
ſtudying of it (i. e. ſcripture) ought to be prohibited to 
every one, that is not firſt confirmed in ſchool di vinity. 
Neither (ſaid he) do the Lutherans gain upon any, but 
thoſe that ſtudy the ſcripture.” * ed, IgG 

But are not the ſacred ſcriptures to be, as much, a rule 
to us, as they were to thoſe who have gone before us? 
And are not we as really to ſee and judge for ourſelves, 
as they? If fo, every man, I conceive, is ſtill ro deter- 
mine for himſelf, how far any confeſſion is right, and 
to be received by him for truth; and is to make ſuch 
exceptions as he thinks proper. And then, of what 
importance, Sir, are any of theſe confeſſions, as ſtandards 
of truth? To ſpeak of them, or repreſent them in this 
light; and to fay, at the ſame time, that the ſcripture 
is the teſt to try all doctrines by, appears to me, I con- 
feſs, to be making a perfect play-thing of them; toſ- 

ſing them up with one hand, and ſtriking them down 
with the other: And if a candidate, or any body elſe, 

ſhould laugh at them in this view, I ſhould think he 
ought not to be blamed for it, nor to be refuſed at all 
the more for this, by any ſenſible and judicious people. 

But I ſhall now proceed, Sir, to conſider the charge, 
or accuſation you bring againſt ſome of your brethren : 
And this is mainly contained in the two firſt paragraphs 

* Paul's Hiſt, Coun, Trent, p. 149. 
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of your note, which are thus: © Our age produces 2 
generation of men who like not the faith on which the 
proteſtant church was founded, and has ſtood hitherto, 
But they have not been able yet, to obtain a gene- 
ral rejection of the religion of our fathers, and the ſets 
ting up of their own ſcheme, in the room of it in theſe 
churches : yea, but few of them dare openly and directly 
to attempt it, but they are labouring for it artfully 
ſeveral ways.“ 

There appears to me, Sir, ſome confuſion in your 
guage here, unleſs we underſtand you as ſuppoſing, 

that the faith, on which the proteſtant church was foun- 
ded, and the religion of our fathers, were one and the 
ſame thing. As this ſeems molt likely to be your mean- 
ing, I will charitably underſtand you in this manner, 
without criticiſing upon your expreſſions : or, to put the 
caſe in the moſt favourable light poſſible, that your 
meaning is,—The faith on which the proteſtant church 
was founded, was the faith of our fathers ; and upon 
this faith their religion was built: ſo that they who like 
not the faith which was peculiarly the baſis of the pro- 
reſtant church, like not the religion of our fathers; and 
they who endeayour to reject the former, do, by this, 
endeaycur to reject the latter. | | 

Suppoſing this, or ſomething much like it, to be your 
meaning, the accuſation you here bring againſt a num- 
ber of your brethren, is to this purpoſe ;—that diſliking 
the faith on which the proteſtant church was founded, 
and has hitherto ſtood, and the religion of our fathers, 
they are artfully endeavouring a rejection of theſe, and 
to introduce, in the room thereof, a ſcheme of their own, 

Yon muſt ſuffer me now, Sir, to alk you, —what was 
the faith on which the proteſtant church was founded ? 
For, that we know this, ſeems neceſlary, in order ta, 
underſtand the nature and magnitude of your brethrens 
crime, and to ſee your juſtice in thus accuſing them. But 
I really fear you are here acting an unfair part, and en- 
deayouring to impoſe upon your leſs knowing and in- 

5 | | telligent 
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telligent readers. For was not the faith on which the 
proteſtant church was founded, this ?—Were not the 
principles, upon which the firſt reformers from popery 
diſtinguiſhed themſelves, and eſtabliſhed their ſyſtem of 
religion, ſuch as theſe ?—That the word of God, con- 
rained in the books of the old and new teſtament, is a 
full and perfect rule of faith and practice: — That every 

man has a right to underſtand, and judge of the ſenſe of 
theſe ſacred writings for himſelf ;—And therefore, that 
in matters of religion, he is obliged to ſubmit to no hu- 
man authority is bound by no decrees or determina- 
tions of popes, councils &c. 
This, as I underſtand, i. e. the belief of theſe doctrines, 

and receiving them as juſt and right principles, was the 
faith on which the proteſtant church was founded; 
upon which it has ſtood hitherto; and I may add, upon 
which alone it can ſtand, or our ſeperation from the 
church of Rome be vindicated. For, if theſe principles 
are to be given up ;—if we are not to ſee, and under- 
ſtand and judge for ourſelves :—If we onghr ro ſubmit - 
to human authoricies, in matters of faith, our fathers: 
certainly did wrong in N off from the church of 
Rome, and thereby rejecting the degrees and determi- 
nations of thoſe who were eſteemed pious and learned 
men, and introducing a ſcheme of their own in the room 
thereof ; and we their children, as having been brought 
up, and hitherto lived in their errors, ought penitently 
to return to the boſom of the Romiſh church. 

As to our fathers, or the firſt reformers renouncing 
the doctrines of purgatory, tranſubſtantiation, praying 
to departed ſaints, &c. all your proteſtant . 
preſume, renounce theſe, as much as you do. And as 
to the doctrines of original ſin, particular, abſolute 
election, &c. which, perhaps, you had in your eye, upon 
theſe the proteſtant church was not founded, any more 
than the roman catholick church. Theſe are doctrines, 
the faith of which is common to both: The papiſts 
believe them, as well as proteſtants, and perhaps, in as 
many ſenſes as proteſtants do. 

Was 
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Was it juſt then, Sir; was it not highly injurious in 

you, towards your brethren, to charge them with diſ- 
liking, and endeavouring a rejection of the faith on 
which the proteſtant church was founded, and of the 
religion of our fathers ?—lIs it not, at leaſt, probable, 
that they whom you here point out, and brand in this 
manner, like this faith much better than you do, and 
would abhor the thought of rejecting the religion of 
our fathers, ſo far as it was built upon chis bottom, or on 
any bottom agreeable to the holy ſciptures. 
And what muſt we underſtand by your ſaying—* Our 

age produces a generation of men, who like not the 
faith,” & c? If you means by this, that ſome of your 
brethren in the miniſtry diſlike the faith on which the 
proteſtant church was really founded, I have no doubt 
bur that your aſſertion, as here applied, is, though I 
hope not deſignedly, yet directly and abſolutely falſe. — 
And if you mean by this, that they do not like and be- 
lieve the doctrines of original fin, election, &c. in the 
high and rigid ſenfe of ſome, even then your aſſertion 
is not true. For has no age but ours produced ſuch 
men? Have they, juſt now, ſprung up like fo many 
muſhrooms ? I cannot help fearing, Sir, that by theſe 
expreſſions, you intended to convey ideas to your rea- 
ders, which you had not in your own mind, or which 
you knew to be falſe, For ſurely you cannot be ſo 
unacquainted with eccleſiaſtical hiſtory ; and particularly 

with the hiſtory of the Cr and of the proteſtant 
church ſince that time, as not to know, there have been 
ſuch men in every age; and men of great and diſtin- 
ouithed characters. Such men are not new and unheard 
of till this age. They lived before as well as fince the 

_ . Proteſtant æra, even in the days of the apoſtles; and 
will be found, I doubt not, fo long as Chriſt ſhall have 
a true church upon the earth. But the novelty of 
things, fometimes tends to diſcredit them : and men 
may be ſtrongly rempted to ſpeak of things they diſlike, 
as new, in order to rob them of that reſpect and honor 
they deſerve. | But 
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But I proceed now, Sir, to examine the evidence you 

have offered to ſupport your charge againſt ſome of your 
brethren, viz. that they diſlike, and endeavour a rejection 
of the faith on which the proteſtant church was found» 
ed, and of the religion of our fathers, &c. And your 

language here is of this purport ;—that though few of 
them dare openly and directly to attempt this, yet they 
are labouring for it artfully ſeveral ways. 

But do you know, Sir, even of a few ſuch ? do you 
know of any one, who openly attempts this? Is there 
among Proteſtants ſuch an enemy to their diſtinguiſhin 
faith, as one who pleads againſt the divine authority 5 
ſcripture? - Againſt the right of private judgment; 
and who would ſet up human authorities -ereeds 
and confeſſions, as ſtandards of truth? Let the baſe and 
ungenerous betrayer of the proteſtant faith, be produced 
to public view, that he may meet with that reproach 
and ſcorn which he juſtly deſerves, and then withdraw 
himſelf to thoſe regions of ſpiricual tyranny, and flaviſh 
ſubmiſſion, ro which he properly belongs. 

You ſay * they artfully endeavour a rejection of the 
faith, &c.—(firſt) by teſtifying againſt creeds, confeſſions 
of faith, and every thing of that ſort,” &c. This, Sir, 

is, I think, the oddeſt kind of argument, to prove the 
point aimed at, that ever I met with, Had you brought 
it to prove, that they liked, and were endeavouring to 
eſtabliſh the faith on which the proteſtant church was 
founded, it would, I conceive, have been directly to 
your purpoſe, But to mention their teſtifying againſt 
creeds and confeſſions, as an evidence, that they would 
overthrow the faith on which the proteſtant church was 
founded, i. e. that they would ſer aſide the ſcripture as 
the ſtandard or teſt by which all doctrines are to be tried. 
and would ſet up creeds and confeſſions in the room 
thereof ;—th's is very odd indeed. 
But they endeavour a rejection of this faith, &c. by 

teſtifying againſt creeds and confeſſions :“ pleading 
(you ſay) that they are 7 up in competition with, and 

| | - a 
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as of, even more value than, the inſpired ſcriptures.“ 
Now, ſuppoſing they teſtify againſt creeds and con- 
feſſions, only in this view of them, J preſume, you will 
allow that this is no fault. And this, I believe, is the 
only light in which they are teſtified againſt by any of 
your brethren. Burt, ſay you, © they khow the church 
meaneth not ſo.” Meaneth, not how, Sir? If theſe 
creeds and confeſſions are improyed by the church, or 
by any body elſe, as ſtandards of truth; If explicit 
conſent, or conformity to them, in ſentiment, be re- 
quired of any, in order to their being allowed to be 
right in their religious opinions, are they not then, ſer 
up in competition with, or as of, even more value than, 
the inſpired ſcriptures? For, if the ſcriptures are ſtill 
allowed to be ſuperior to theſe ;—if the doctrines con- 
rained in theſe creeds and confeſſions, are to be examined 
and judged of by ſcripture ;—If every one is allowed to 

receive or reject them, as they appear, to him, to agree, 
or diſagree with the word of God,—this is manifeſtly 
reducing them to nothing again, as ſtandards of truth; 
and there is no occaſion for any body to teſtify againſt 
them. 
Jou fay, © the church meaneth not ſo.” Pray, Sir, 

may I aſk you, what, or who you mean here by the 
church ?—for this is a word of very general uſe, and 
pretty uncertain meaning, By it, a Papiſt means the 
church of Rome ;—An Epiſcopalian among Proteſtants, 
means by it, the church of England : And among Dit- 
ſenters, or non-conformiſts, it has difterent meauings, by 

men of different perſuaſions and denominations. I am 
confident, indeed, you would not be underſtood to mean 
by it the church of Rome, But then, do you mean the 
proteſtant church in general? Some parts of this ac- 
knowledge no creed or confeſſion, but the bible, and 
reſtify againſt all others: And different parts of the 
proteſtant church have confeſſions of faith, diverſe from 
one another; and, in ſome particular articles, inconſiſtent 
with each other. Do you mean, by the church, all tha 

| churches 
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in this land ? Even all of theſe do not acknowledge 
any confeſſion of faith, but the bible. Or, do you mean 
only thoſe churches, or particular chriſtians, who think 
and believe juſt as you do? Certainly, Sir, you will not 
fay this :—you will allow ſome to be of the church of 
Chriſt, who do not think exactly with yourſelf. But let 
who, or what will, be intended by the church, you fay, 
it meaneth not to ſet up creeds and confeſſions in com- 
petition with, or as of, even more value than, the in- 
ſpired ſcriptures. But if it meaneth not this, will you 
be ſo good, Sir, as to ſay what it doth mean, by the 
uſe of theſe things: For, if you can exactly declare 
this, it would I believe, go a great way towards ſettling | 
the diſpute abour them. | 
Jou go on and fay——* It is the doftrines confeſſed, 
and not merely the uſing confeſſions that their aim is 
againſt,” But this I conceive, Sir, is, at leaſt, very un- 
warily aſſerted. For, are there any of your brethren, 
who are againſt all the doctrines; —or againſt the doc- 
trines in general, in theſe confeſhons? Your manner 
of expreſſion plainly admirs of ſuch a meaning. But is 
this true? Would you, upon reflection, venture to aſſert it? 
And if not, you will grant, I hope, that it is, at leaſt, pro- 
bable, their aim may be, rather againſt uſing confeſſions, 
i. e. as ſtandards of truth, than againſt, the doctrines, 
in general, contained, or confeſſed in ſuch writings. 

f your meaning is, that they are againſt only ſome 
articular articles in theſe confeſſions, it would certainly 
ave been juſt in you, to have pointed theſe particular 

articles out, and not to have thus raſhly accuſed them 
beyond their deſert, And that this was your meaning, 
ſeems probable} from what you offer immediately, as 
proof that they are againſt the doctrines confeſſed. — 
There is (fay you) this evidence of it. They ſome 
years ago ſent abroad the afſembly's catechiſm, which is 
in uſe among us, ſhear'd and patch'd, to make it agreea- 
ble to Dr. Taylor's ſcheme,” &c. Did they ſhear it all 
away, Sir? or did they patch it *cill the original was 
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ite obſcured and loſt, and it became intirely another 

g ching If not, they might ſtill allow it to be well enough 
in ſome points; perhaps well enough in the main ; and 
theiraim might be only againſt ſome particular things con- 
eained in it; and not againſt the whole; and it was then 
very unjuſt in you, to accuſe them in this general form, 

Yau yourſelf, Sir, allow, there are ſome things in this 
fort of writings, exceptionable ; And, I ſuppoſe, you 
would be willing, either to ſhear off theſe, or to patch 
and mend them more to your mind. And have they 
done any thing more? Perhaps, indeed, they have not 
ſbear'd and patch d, juſt in in the manner you would 
have done,. — for all workmen do not operate exactly 
alike; but had they not the fame right to judge for 
themſelves, in that matter, that you have? Aud would 

you condemn them for an action, you would be willing 
to do yourſelf ? 

I remember to have ſeen this new catechiſm, as it was 
called by ſome, but do not particularly remember how far 
it was altered from the old one; nor do I know whether 
the alterations were deſigned to make it agreeable to 

Dr. Taylor's ſcheme. But our enquiry, reſpecting ſuch 
kind of writings, ought to be, I apprehend, not whe- 
ther they are agreeable to Dr. Taylor's ſcheme, or to 
Mr. Chandler's ſcheme; or to the ſcheme of any other 
uninſpired writer, but whether they are agreeable to 
the word of God. | | | 

You proceed, in your next ſection, thus“ Another 
of their artifices to get rid of the doctrines which the 

church has long thought to be doctrines of the goſpel— 
neceflary articles of faith is—to repreſent them as mat- 
ters of, controverſy, and ſo, of indifference in religion.” 
Here again you uſe the word church, in what, I 
conceive, muſt be a very ambiguous and indeterminate 
ſenſe. The whole proteſtant church, Sir, i. e. all its 
members, do not believe alike concerning all doctrines: 
— Some receive, as doctrines of the goſpel, and N 5 
articles of faith, what others do not. Which part, re 
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who are the church? What are the peculiar opinions 
which are diſtinguiſhingly characteriſtick of this body? 
And what doctrines have theſe men repreſented as 
matters of controverſy, and ſo, of indifference in re- 
ligion” ? Have they repreſented in this light, all the 
doctrines owned by the church in any of her confeſſions ? 
If not; the charge here is highly unjuſt, If they have 
repreſented only ſome particular doctrines in this light, 

are they certainly to be blamed for this? Are not ſome 
of theſe, really matters of controverſy? Are not thoſe 
fo, at leaſt, which you allow to be exceptionable? _ 

Yon go on. And if they can find in theſe con- 
feſſions, or in any of the writings of the orthodox, an 
error or flip, they harp upon that ſtring, as if they had 
gotten that which invalidates the whole.” May I likewiſe 
21k you here, Sir, who you mean by the orthodox? 
Whether only thoſe who think and believe exactly with 
yourſelf; or whether you allow others to be ſo, who 
endeayour to make the ſcripture the rule and meaſure 
of their ſentiments, though, in ſome things, they may 
differ from you ? You ſeem to make uſe of the words . 
orthodox, and orthodoxy, juſt as you do of the word church, 
as if you ſuppoſed every body would underſtand, at 
once, what you meant thereby: whereas theſe are 
words of a very vague uncertain meaning, and need to be 
defined when we would ſpeak with any exactneſs, which, 
I conceive, we always ought to do in matters of criminal 
complaint and accuſation, I ſhould chufe to define the 
words orthodox, orthodoxy, orthodox men, &c. in this 
manner, but fear I ſhould not have your full and hearty 
approbation. Orthodoxy, is right opinion or ſentiment, 
in religious matters. Opinions are right, fo far as 
agreeable to ſacred ſcripture. Men are to be eſteemed 
orthodox therefore, not from their opinions being agree- 
able to any confeſſions of faith, as ſuch, but from their 
being agreeable to the word of God: and he is the moſt 
orthodox man, whoſe opinions are moſt clearly taught, 
and moſt evidently ſupported by facred ſcripture, 2 | | ut 
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Zut, to proceed. You ſay—“ If they can find an 
error or ſlip, in theſe confeſſions, or in any of the wri- 
tings of the orthodox, they harp upon that ſtring, as if 

had gotten that which invalidates the whole.“ 
The whole of what? Why, of theſe confeſſions and 
writings. But this, I preſume, Sir, cannot be true. 
No inſtance can be produced of one of your brethren, 
who imagines this invalidates the whole of ſuch con- 
feſſions or writings ; or, that would have this thought, 
by others, to do ſo. 

You, yourſelf, it ſeems, have found ſuch errors and 
' Dips in ſome confeſſions ; and you harp upon that ſtring, 
i. e. venture to mention theſe, as exceptions. But would 
you think it fair treatment, if, from hence, I ſhould in- 

ſmuate, that you imagined, or would have it thought by 
others, you had gotten that which invalidates the whole 
of ſuch confeſſions ? If you were not angry at this, 
would you not deſpiſe ſuch meanneſs? You maſt not 
think hard of it then, if a number. of ſuch things in your 
note are, at leaſt, deſpiſed by ſome of your brethren. 
In your next paragraph you ſpeak thus. Another 
device yet which ſome of them have againſt the faith of 
theſe churches is—to throw out, at every opportunity, 
their flouts at our confeſſions of faith, and at the men who 
are zealous for orthodoxy: as- if they meant ro banter 
chriſtians out of their religion.” It muſt be uncertain 
here, Sir, who you mean by theſe churches ;—whether 
the proteſtant church in general: or. the churches, in 
general, in this land, under their ſeveral denominations ; 
or only ſome particular churches, whom you may look 
upon right in the faith, as diſtinguiſhed from others. 
It muſt likewiſe be uncertain who you mean by the 
men who are zealous for orthodoxy ; whether they who 
are zealous for ſome particular things in religion, which 
are matters of controverſy ; or they who are zealous 
for thoſe great and important things, which are moſt 
clearly and indiſputably taught in the word of God. 
But be theſe things as they may; I preſume, the repre- 
1 1 1 ſentation 
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ſeutation you here give of ſome of your brethren, # 
without any juſt foundation that your aſſertions re- 
ſpecting them cannot be true; and are of a very inju- 
rious nature. For what evidence have you, that there 
are ſome of your brethren, who are againſt the faith of 
any proteſtant churches? i. e. againſt the faith of ſach 
charches, in the whole ?—who diſlike, and would con- 
demn every article in their creed? Your general charge, 
ſuppoſes this, or, at leaſt, that they are againſt the 
main and chief parts of fuch faith, Bur, is this true ? 
And, do they, indeed, Sir, at every opportunity, throw 
out their flouts at your confeſſions of faith : and at the 
men who are zealous for orthodoxy? If you would 
have it thought, your brethren have no regard to truth 
and virtue, I am perſuaded they have too much reſpect 
even to decency and good manners, to do this. Some 
of them, *tis trite, may venture to ſpeak and write againſt 
confeſſions of faith, as uſed unlawfully, and to bad pur- 
poſes, i. e. when they are improved as ſtandards and teſts 
of truth, to the diſhonor of the word of God ; to the 
excluſion of the right of private judgment, and to the 
promotion of contentions and diviſions among chriſtians. 
And they may ſpeak alfo againſt the bigotry, and hot, in- 
temperate zeal of ſome, who would aſſume to themſelves 
the diſtinguiſhing title and character of orthodox men. 
But is this, Sir, ſufficient to ſupport your charge here? 

Let it be ſuppoſed that yoti yourſelf, who are now 
but an ordinary miniſter of Chriſt, ſhould take it into 
your head to ſet up for infallibility, and ſhould aſpire at 
the other exorbitant claims of his holineſs at Rome; — 
that you ſhould iſſue forth your decrees and edicts for 
new-modelling the chriſtian doctrine and worſhip, and 
require your brethren reverently to receive, and conform 
to ſuch pontifical orders: And that fome ſhould ven- 
ture to ſpeak againſt your thus exa/ting yourſelf ; and 
thould endeavour to convince the world you had really 
no ſuch powers as you challenged ; and that your pre- 
reading to ule them, and others ſubmitting to them, was 
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unreaſcnable, and of ill tendency ; yea, let it be ſuppoſed, 
that you ſhould be even ridiculed and laughed at, or be 
treated with contempt and ſcorn, under ſuch an appears 
ance ;—could it be mY ſaid, you- were flouted at as a 
miniſter of Chriſt?! No; You would be treated in 
that manner, only ſo far as you exalted yourſelf above 
your proper rank and place, and acted out of character; 
and thereby juſtly merited the ridicule, and contempt 
.of your brethren, | 

Let confeſſions of faith, and ſuch kind of writings be 
kept in their proper place, and be made uſe of only for 
their proper ends; and let men be zealous only for the 
great and manifeſt doctrines of holy ſcripture, and no 
ſober proteſtant, I believe, will flout at either of cheſc. 
And, I cannot help thinking, there may be a very ma- 
terial difference, between endeavours to banter men out 

of true and proper religion, and to banter them out of 
bigotry, abſurdity and nonſenſe ;—the former would he 
very criminal, while the latter would juſtly merit praiſe. 
By theſe things (you ſay) they deceive unſtable 
ſouls.” But, I hope not, Sir. You add: © And if we 
are always ſilent, they will grow bolder ſtill, and be like 
to give religion the greater wound.” So that your 
ſpeaking, it ſeems, 1s to terrify and ſtop the mouths of 
theſe bold and forward men. And if we are always 
ſilentꝰ Who, Sir, do you mean by we? Yourſelf, and 
ſome others whom you would ſtile men zealous tor or- 
thodoxy? And do you really think, that any who 
have a juſt concern for truth, and for the honor and 
intereſt of the proteſtant religion, will be intimidated, 
and ſtruck into profound and perpetual ſilence, by your 
ſpeaking againſt them in the language of this note ? 
Your inſinuation here that theſe men would wound re- 
ligion, may deſerve a ſeverer reflection than I chuſe to 
make uſe of at preſent ; and fo I pals it over. 

But drawing now to the cloſe of your note, you 
ſeemingly put on an air of greater .candor, as if you 
meant, in ſome meaſure, to make up with your — 

or 
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for the abuſes you have offered them. Your language ig 
the laſt ſection is thus“ That man is to be honored, 
who appears to have a ſpirit of piety himſelf, and to aim 
at the promotion of it in others, though his creed differt 
from eſtabliſhed forms.” I ſay, you ſeemingly put on 
an air of greater candor ; for the expreſſion, © that man 
is to be honored,” is of a very uncertain meaning, as 
here uſed. By that man, I ſuppoſe, indeed, you would 
have underſtood that miniſter, or preacher, — he is to be 
honored :— But what honor would you allow him? Shall 
he, with your leave, be eſteemed and treated as a true 
miniſter of the goſpel ? Will you allow him this cha- 
racter and privilege, though his creed differs from, what 
you may mean by, eſtabliſhed forms? I really ſuſpect, 
this cannot be your ſenſe; becauſe it would, I con- 
ceive, be giving up the chief of what you have ſaid 
before, by founding his right to your charitable opinion, 
not on the orthodoxy of his creed, but on the apparent 
piety of his character. So that what Honor you would 
allow to ſuch a man, muit be left, I believe, for you to 
determine, in ſome future time. 

You add“ But in ſome caſes the church needs 
warning to be on their guard.” Here, Sir, I think, 
you ſhould have been ſo kind and faithful, as to have 
ſaid, in what particular cafes, the church, 1. e. any 
church, I will ſuppoſe, needs warning,” &c. for theſe 
expreſſions, as they here ſtand, appear to me, directly 
calculated, ro encoufage and ſtir up thoſe uncharitable 
jealouſies, ſuſpicions, contentions, and diviſions among 

_ chriſtians, which are a reproach to their character, aud 
a diſhonor to the proteſtant religion. 

But I will treſpaſs no longer on your patience, than 
juſt to recommend to your ſober and ſerious thoughts 
the following queries, viz. —— Whether Proteſtants can 
act a conſiſtent part, and be likely to live together in 
peace and love, on any other foundation but this, — That 
they all acknov ledge the ſacred ſcriptures to be the only 
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perfect rule of bach, and the teſt, by which all doctrines 
are to be tried.— That as every man muſt believe for 
himſelf, ſo every man has a right to ſee and underſtand 
for himſelf ;—to judge of the ſenſe of ſcripture, and to 
try all doctrines by that rule :—And therefore, that no 
man, or body of men, ſince the days of inſpiration, ever 
Had, haye now, or can have, any authority to determine 

and fix the ſenſe of ſcripture for others, and io require 
their conſent thereto: In conſequence of all which,— 

"That they ought to exerciſe mutual condeſcention, for- 
bearance and charity, one towards another, in all thoſe 
differences of ſentiment, which are not plainly eſſential 
ro the very being of religion, and to a title to future 
happineſs ; and which are, perhaps, abſolutely unavoid- 
able, in the preſent [tate of weaknels and imperfettion * 2 

Your anſwer to theſe queſtions, with ſuch reply to, or 
reflections upon, the whole I have offered, as you ſhall 

. Wok fi, will be properly received, and attended to, by, 

Rev. Sir, 

your brother, and 

moſt humble ſervant, 

Jobn Tucker. 
Newbury, Auguſt 25. 176 7 
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POSTSCRIPT. 
Rev.* Sir, 

HEN I read your ſermon at firſt, with ity 
appendages, I took ſome particular notice of 
your marginal note, p. 21. reſpecting ſepara» 

tions, and viewed it in its relation to thoſe paſſages in 
the ſermon to which it refers. But notwithſtanding . 
this part of your performance appeared to me very 
exceptionable, yet I was ready to hope, your obvious 
inconſiſtency with yourſelf, would prevent its doing any 
conſiderable damage. But upon a review, ſince I finiſhed 
the foregoing letter, my mind is in ſome meaſure al- 
tered; and I am much afraid, that, however innocent 
your intention might be, what you had ſaid, may be 
productive of very ill effects, unleſs you can be prevailed 
with to offer to the world, ſuch explanation of your 
meaning, as may happily prevent theſe. The main in- 
tention of this Poſtſcipt therefore is earneſtly to requeſt 
your doing this: And that I may make you ſenſible of 
the propriety and importance hereof, I ſhall here trat, 
{cribe ſome paſſages of your ſermon, with this note, as 
referring thereto, and offer ſomething briefly upon them. 
At the bottom of p. 20 and top of p. 22 of your ſermon, 
you addreſs your hearers thus » 
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geſpel, and if they cannot agree in this, they had better 
part afunder, than pretend to unite in that, in which they 
are ſo diſunited,” 
Io theſe paſſages, in your ſermon, your note is an- 
nexed in this form. © This is not deſigned to encourage 
—to give the leaſt countenance to, the ſeparations which 
are now ſo common in this land. The author knows 100 
much of the weakneſs and wickedneſs of ſome of them, 
to mean any ſuch thing. 
- «Neither is it meant to ſuppoſe, that there is occaſion 
for ſuch a diſunion in this church, or to encourage it. 
But rather it was thought, that the mention of the thing 
would be ſo alarming, as to preſuade the chriſtians here, 
to watch againſt ſtrifes and diviſions: —to give up every 
thing but their conſciences—every thing but the truth 
and cauſe of the Lord, for the fake of peace and unity. 

« Yet when truth —neceſlary truth proper means of 
converſion and edification, are what is contended for, 
this is too tender a cafe. to be determined by a majority 
of votes, . ſo as to bind the whole ſociety. And he wha 
is acquainted with the controverſies that have been, and 
that do now ſubſiſt in ſome churches ; will, perhaps, 
think the ſermon unexceprionable. in this point, where a 
ſociety is capable of exiſting as two diſtinct ſocieties.” 
bs — would now, Sir, point you to theſe particular paſſa- 

es in your ſermon. This is therefore what may be 
——. enquired. into - whether they (i. e. a ſociety 
ſeeking a miniſter to ſettle with them) are of one mind 
with reſpect to religion itſelf, and the character of the 
man whom they would have to preach to them the 
religion of the goſpel. For it they can't agree in this 
(in theſe two points, 1 ſuppoſe) they had better part 
aſunder,” &c. 

Will you now, be ſo good as to let me and others 
know, what you mean by theſe expreſſions ? Do you 
mean that a ſociety muſt be exactly of the ſame mind, 
jn all points, reſpecting both the doctrines of religion, 
and the character of a candidate, in order to their uniring 
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in calling and ſettling a miniſter ; and that if they are 
not, it is better for them to part aſunder? Or, do you 
mean that they muſt be agreed only in certain particular 
things, reſpecting theſe ſubjects; and that they ought 
to bear with one another and continue united, though 
under ſome differences of opinion? If this laſt is your 
meaning, ought you not (when giving advice to the peo- 
ple, and laying down rules for their conduct) ought you 
not to have informed them that this was really what 
you meant, and to have inculcated upon them a forbear- 
ing and charitable temper ? | 

If the firſt of theſe was your meaning, which, by your 
language, ſeems to be molt probable, it appears to me, 
Sir, you have: moſt unhappily laid a foundation here, 
for endleſs and univerſal diviſions in chriſtian ſocieties. 
For, how few are they in any ſociety, who are perfectly 
of the ſame mind, in every particular ? And if the leaſt 
difference in ſentiment ought to make a diviſion, how 
muſt ſocieties be crumbled into pieces? How muſt the 
charitable communion of chriſtians be broken and de- 
ſtroyed? Muſt not almoſt every man ftand by himfelf, and 
be obliged to have communion only with his own heart? 

And 1 am heartily ſorry, that your note, which ſeems 
to be deſigned as ſome excuſe, or vindication of yourſelf, 
in what might be excepted againſt in this part of your 
ſermon, is fo very ill calculated ro mend the matter. 
You ſay, in reference to what you had offered in your 
ſermon, “this is not deſigned to encourage - to give 
the leaſt countenance to, the ſeparations which are now 
ſo common in this land.” But how ſtrange is this, Sir, 
Have not moſt of theſe ſeparations been pleaded for, 
and gone into, upon this very ground? viz. diſagree- 
ment in churches, as to the doctrines of religion, or as 
to the characters of miniſters? The church, or the 
mini{ter was ſuppoſed not to be right in all points: 
Theſe ſeparating people found fault with one, or both, 
and therefore went off. And this is the very founda- 
tion you here lay for ſeparations; and yet ſay you have 
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av deſign to encourage—to give the leaſt countenance 
to them, Indeed, I ſcarcely know what you could 
have ſaid, more directly to countenance and encourage 
them, whether you deſigned it or not. 

You add. The author knows too much of the 
| weakneſs and wickedneſs of ſome of them to mean any 
ſuch thing.” Here, I doubt not, you had particularly, 
though not ſolely, in your eye, the ſeparation in the 
welt pariſh of Rowley. This, to be ſure, muſt be weak 
and wicked, But is not even this, Sir, upon the ſame 
bottom, —diſagreement in opinion (at leaſt ſuppoſed) 

either as to religion itſelf, or the character of the mi- 
niſter? If your ſeparating people own your ſociety to 
be, in all points, right in the faith; and the minifter to 
be, in all points, exactly right too, and yet divide and 
ſeparate from you, I will acknowledge their ſeparation 
is diſtinguiſhingly weak and wicked. . f 

You ſay again, referring to your advice in your 
ſermon, © Neither is it meant to ſuppoſe, there is occa- 
ſion for ſuch a diſunion in this church, or to encourage 
it.” But really, I believe, there is occaſion for it, 
not only in that church, but in moſt of the churches 
through the land, upon the plan you have laid down; and 
whether you meant to encourage it or not, it was thought 
to do fo, by not a few, who on that account, were grieved 
at that part of your advice, in their critical fituation. 

« But rather (you ſay) it was thought, that the men- 
tion of the thing would be fo alarming, as to perſuade 
the chriſtians there, to watch againſt ſtrifes and divi- 
fions.” Alarming, indeed, Sir, it was to have this thing 
mentioned, in the manner in which you mentioned it. 
But how, I pray, was it likely to perſuade them to 

watch againſt divifions? You preſented to their view a 
foundation, upon which their dividing might not only 
be lawful but beſt ; was this likely to perſuade them to 
watch againſt diviſions ? was it not directly calculated 
to encourage their parting aſunder ; and even upon ſmall 
differences in opinion? You ſeem to ſuppoſe, indeed, 
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it would perſuade them to do ſome great matters for 
the ſake of peace; © to give up every thing but their 
conſciences the truth, and cauſe of the Lord, for the 
ſake of peace and unity.” But what do you mean here, by 
theſe things, —con/crence—the truth and cauſe the Lord? 
Every man looks upon his own opinion as the truth, and 
his conſcience is, in ſome meaſure, concerned in it; and 
religion, according to his notion of it, he conſiders as 
the cauſe of God. And are not theſe the very things, 
and commonly the only things, on the ſide of thoſe who 
ſeparate from our churches, that are pleaded in favor of 
their ſeparation? None acknowledge they ſeparate out 
of humour ,— Prejudice, or from any carnal views: But 
they are obliged to it (they pretend) from conſcience—- 
for the ſake of truth, and tho cauſe of God. Now, let 
theſe things be excepted, which you ſuppoſe are not to 
de given up for the ſake of peace and unity, and let the 
queſtion be aſked, —what would you have men give up 
for the ſake of peace and unity? and your honeſt 
anſwer, I conceive, muſt be, nothing at all. 

I would not, however, be underſtood here, as ſug- 
geſting, that men ought really to give up theſe things 
for the fake of peace and unity; i. e. to violate their 
conſciences; and to renounce what they take to be the 
truth, and the cauſe of God. This would be, by far, 
too rich a ſacrifice in the, preſent cauſe. But then, I 
apprehend, Sir, there are ſuch things as chriſtian for- 
bearance and charity, which you ſeem. roo much to have 
loft ſight of, in the proper exerciſe of which, men may 
live, and act, and hold communion together as chriſtians, 
without being, in all points, perfectly of the ſame mind. 
St. Paul, it appears ro me, recommends the exerciſe of 
theſe graces or virtues in Rom. xiv. at the beginning, 
and in other places. Him that is weak in the faith 
receive you, but not to doubtful diſputations. For one 
believeth that he may eat all things: another who 1s 
vba eateth herbs. Let not him thot eateth, deſpiſe 
Him that eateth not; and let not him which eateth not, 
Judge him that catelb: fo 5 God hath received him, = 

5 A 



( #6 ) 
And, indeed, if all who do nor think and believe juſt 
alike, are to divide and ſeparate, this muſt introduce a 
greater ſcene of wild confuſion in the churches, than 

we have hitherto ſeen, and the little peace ſtill among us 
muſt intirely forſake this unhappy lan. oy 

You go on to ſay © Yet when trurh—neceflary truth 
—the proper means of conyerſion and edification, are 
what is contended for, this 4s too tender a caſe to be 

| betermined by a majority of votes, fo as to bind the 
whole ſociety.” Here, I preſume, you ought to have 

faid, what is truth—neceſſary truth, &c. For, as you 
implicitly declare that chriſtians being of different opi- 
nions, and ſo contending about theſe matters, is a juſt 

| foundation for their ſeparating from one another; and 
leave every man to determine for himſelf, what'is 2 
 —neceſſary truth, &c. You here open a door for, an 
encourage as many ſeparations, as there are different 
opinions, as to theſe things. No doubt, there are parti- 
cular truths of ſuch a nature and importance, and men 
may differ ſo widely in their opinions about them, as that 
it may be lawful and beſt for them to part aſunder ;— 
But the queſtion is—what are theſe- particylar truths ? 
and what are theſe differing opinions? Every truth, it 
may be ſuppoſed, is not of this nature and importance; 
nor every difference of opinion, and controverſy, even 
4 o 

about the moſt important truths. 
You add, 'tis true, And he who is acquainted with 

the controverſies that have been, and that do now ſub- 
ſiſt in ſome churches; will, perhaps, think the ſermon 
unexceptionable in this point, where a ſociety is capable 
of exiſting as two diſtin& ſocieties,” I dare ſay, Sir, 
you did not mean to include here, the controverſy, or 
ſeparation in the weſt of Rowizy, what others ſoever 
you might have in yiew. A ſeparation there muſt, 
ſurely, be weak and wicked, and ought not to be en- 
couraged by any ſermon. * But have there been no 
truths contended for there? have there been none in 
diſpute, which have been thought by ſome to be ne- 
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* 
But who, Sir, can judge whether your ſermon is un- 

exceptionable as to any particular controverſies, in any 
churches, unleſs you would repreſent . the nature 
and circumſtances of ſuch controverſies? In ſome 
churches, or ſocieties, you here ſuggeſt that a ſeparation 
is lawful, on account of ſubſiſting controverſies; and ſeem 
to allow your ſermon was deſigned to encourage this, 
ſuppoſing a ſociety capable of exiſting as two diſtin& ſo- 

cieties. I do not know how large and wealthy your own 
ſociety is, nor therefore whether a ſeparation can be law- 
ful there or not ; but imagine, you yourſelt look upon it 
too ſmall and weak. And when this is the caſe, as to 
others ;—when a ſociety is not capable of exiſting as two 
diſtin& ſocieties, and yet there is a controverſy in it 
about ſuppoſed truths ; yea, neceſſary truths, what, Sir, 
muſt be done? May truth,—neceſlary truth, be given 
up in ſuch caſes, for the ſake of peace and unity? Is not 
this altering the ſtate of the queſtion, and running off 
from your point, by making the numbers and wealth of 
a ſociety, rather than any controverſy about truth, the 
ground and reaſon of a ſeparation? Had you ſer out 
upon this foundation, at firſt, and argued upon it, 
your ſermon, I apprehend, muſt have been much more 
unexceptionable than it is at preſent. 

But I will treſpaſs no longer on your patience. If 
what 1 have offered ſhall be thought worthy of your 
notice, and you ſhall think proper more fully to explain 
yourſelf, as to this part of your performance, I doubt nor, 
you will gratify many, as, I aſſure you, you will in 
particular, : 
WI Rev. Sir, 

Your's, as before, 

J. Tucker, 

— 4 — 
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