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A DISCOUR}SE.'
-———»wéﬁ———

NanuM i. 15.  Bekald upon the mountains the feet of him
that bringeth good tidings, that publisheth peace; O Judak,
keep thy solemn feasts, perform thy vows: for the wicked
shall no more pass through thee; he is witerly cut off:

The text is, PERFORM THY VOWS.

MAN is a dependant being. He has his cxistence from
God; and cvery thing calculated to render life comfortable
is derived from the samme sourse, Acts xvii. 28. ¢ Ior in
him we live, and move, and have our being.”—This depend-
ance necessarily supposes obligation to that being from whom
he holds his all. The rule whereby his relation to the Su-
preme Governor is regulated is the moral law.  All its com-
mands he is bound to obey. The substance of these is love
to God and our neighbour. To assist in the fulfilment of
these important requisitions, God has instituted various aux-
iliary means, in the diligent use of which, the end is more

N likely to be obtained. Among these we find vowing or cove-
nanting unto God, solcinnly injoined by his divine authori-
ty, Psalm Ixxvi. 11. ¢ Vow, and pay unto the Lorp your
God.” :

Vowing and covenanting are, in scripture, often used indi-
scriminately.  They both imply an obligation which the
vower or covenanter, imposes upon himsclf, by his own so-
lemn act. Vowing, however, may be considercd as differing
from covenanting, in this, that the former does not necessa-
rily suppose more than one party coming under obligation;
whereas the latter necessarily supposes two. With respect
to religious obligations, these terms may be, and often are,
used indiscriminately. In the constitution of the everlastmg
covenant, God has become a party, in all the religious ob-
ligations, into which he commands his people to enter. In
this transaction, God the Father, representing the Trinity,
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stood as one of the high contracting parties, bound by the
solemnity of an oath, Heb. vi. 17, 18. where we are inform-
ed, that for evidencing the immutability of his counsel, and
for the consolation of his people, ¢ He confirmed it” (the
covenant ) “ by en ocath.” Hence ALy (from AL which
signifies an oath) is a name assumed by the Trinity, where-
by they represent themselves as bound under the obligation
of an oath, to the performance of certain conditions, stipu-
lated by covenant. In allusion to the cternity of the en-
gagement on the part of the Trinity, it is predicated of
them, previously to the creation. Hence the first mention
of Deity in holy writ, isin the plural number, under the
character of the swearers or the covenanters, Gen. i. 1. In
the beginning ALEIM, the swearers or the covenanters creat-
ed.the heavens and the earth. God the Son, as mediator,
representing elect sinners, stands as the other party. He,
in their name, has fulfilled the conditionary part of the co-
“venant, and sealed it with his precious blood. Whehn the
representees covenant with God, they only say Amen, to
what Jesus has done, and solemnly engage in the strength
of grace, to a conscientious performance of all comman ded
duties. Hence all these engagements of the people of Geod,
are grafted upon the mediatory fulfilment of the covenant of
grace, and every duty unto which they engage, respects \}hc
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law only as a rule of life in the Mediator’s hand. Al evajn-
gelical obedience must be considered as flowing from, ar:d
evidential of, a vital relation to the covenant Head. Her/ ce
Ysai. Ivi. 6. God calls it a taking hold of %is covenan t.
‘This new covenant instrument, therefore, is already subscrib'--
ed by the Trinity, and vowing, or solemnly binding ourselves 4
to the performance of what it requircs, is only appending ¢
our signature to that eternal deed. Vowing, therefore, is:
only another name for covenanting, and consequently these :
words shall be used indiscriminately, in the following dis-
caurse. : .
The matter of which covenants ought to consist, is, every
daty which God requires of man. And as the solemn feasts
of the Mosaic economy constituted a considerable part of
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the Jewish ritual, they are figuratively put for the whole;
and the nation called to the observance of them, as duties
unto which they were bound, not only by the command of
God, but also by their own covenant-obligation. Hence in
the words of the text, ¢« O Judah ker:p thy solemn fcasts,
perform thy vows.”

In the prosecution of this subject it is interded,

I. To make some preliminary observations.

1.  Jehovah, Father Son and Spirit, is the Supreme Go-
vernor of the universe, Rev. xix. 6. ¢—The Lord God
omnipotent reigneth.”

2. All power, whether physical or mora], is naturally,
necessarily, and independently in him.

8. He has delegated a subordinate, physical power to his
creatures, in the different parts of his vast dominions, to
perform all necessary functions, ‘in the'sphercs assigned them.
To rational beings, hc has delegated, besides, a moral au-
thority. - This is common to angels and men. Our businéss
at present, however, is only with those of our own kind.
To them he has given power in the various departments of
life, to perform acts of self-government corresponding to their
respective relations. We find the exercise of this deputed
authority, commended by the Spirit of God, Prov. xvi. 82.
“—He that ruleth his spirit, is better than he that taketh a
city.” In the exercise of his power, every adult may law-
fully engage, bind, and oblige himself, by promise, Vow,
oath, or covenant, to act as becomes one in his circumstances.

4. The subjects of this'delegated power are, frst, persons
or individuals, in thecir personal or individual capacitics:
second, corporations or societies, in their corporate or social
capacities. As in the human body there are various mem-
bers fitted for the performance of various functions, nc-

~cording to the laws of their natural organization, all subor-
dinate to the good of the whole: so in a corporation,
there are various individuals, engaged in different pursuits,
organized into a coporate capacity, regulated by laws, sub-
‘servient to-the mutual intcrest and advantage of the whole
society. Thus the apostle, 1 Cor. xil, 12. ¢ For as the body
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is onc, and hath many members, and all the members of
that one body, being many, are one body; so zlso #s Christ.”
In the last clause of this verse, Christ mystical, or the
church, is reprcsented as being such a corporation. More-
over, in Eph. i. 23. the Church is expressly styled ¢ His
body.”

5. This delegated authority cannot interfere with the

obligation of the moral law. It would be impious and ab-
mrd to suppose that God gave men a law, suspended his
eternal happincss or miscry upon the observance or violation
of it, and at the same time authorized him to violate it, and
wage war against the throne of the Omnipotent! See the
words of the Divine Legislator, Deut. xii. 82. ¢ What thing
socver I command you, observe to do it: thou shalt not add
thereto, nor diminish from it.”
- 6. As no command of God can increasc that infinite au~
thority which he has in himself; so no obligation, under
which a rational being can lay himself, can increase the
infinite obligation of the divine law, or make a moral duty
of itself more obligatory than it was before. We cannot
wake our natural relation to the Supreme Governor more
intimate than it is alrcady; consequently we cannot draw the
ties of the rule which regulates that rclation closer than God
has made them: yet all lawful cngagements have a super-
added, voluntary self-obligation in them, rendering the.
omission of duty, and the commission of sin more criminal
than otherwise they would have been.

7. In the law of God we find the institution of covenant-
ing. This law requires of us thc performance of certain
duties. It has appointed means for facilitating that per-
formance. It requircs the diligent use of these. And
among others, it requires solemn covenanting with God as
« noted mean of holiness and sanctification of life, Psalm
Ixxvi. 11. ¢ Vow, and pay unto the Lorp your God.” The
obligation of the divine law or the morality of the duty
ds not, however, the formal reason of coverant abligation..
At is the personal act of the covenantor, which constitutes
the formal reason, why a duty when sworn to, is binding as

P S



7

a covenant duty. Were the morality of the duty the rea~
son of covenant obligation, then all mankind would be for-
mally covenanters, becausc the rcason extends unto all, in
as much as the moral law binds every man. Thus cove-
nanting would be indeed a mere cypher, and carry no ob-
ligation in it at all; for it does not affect the morality of
the duty, that being thé same before as after covenanting. -

8. : There is therefore in covenants an intrinsic obligation,
distinct, though inseparable from the obligation of the moral
law. Every moral obligation is inseparable from the moral
law: moral obligatien respects us as moral subjects: as such
the moral law recognizes us in every relation in which we
stand, as bound by every obligation under which we come,
and requires the performance of every duty to God, to so-
ciety, and to ourselves. ' But though this obligation is inse-
parable from that of the divine law yet it is distinct from it,
and belongs to the very essence of a covéenant. Had a cove
nant no intrinsic obligation in itself, . the law of God could
never require us to pay it. Pay what? Payment supposes
that a debt has been contracted. But what is it? Accord-
ing to the hypothesis it is nothing!!! Would not this be
trifling with the divine law? But this suggests a

I1. Heap, which shall consist in an investigation of the
distinction which exists between the intrinsic obligation of a
covenant, and the previous obligation of the moral law. And

1. God in his law binds us by his own supreme authori-
tative command, Deut. xii. 32. ¢ What thing soever I com-
mand you, observe to do it: thou shalt not add thereto, nor
" diminish from it.” Here God as the Supreme Legislator,
binds us to the performance of duty—But in our vows we
bind oursclves by our own veluntary engagement, See Numb.
xxx. throughout. They are called our vows, our covenants,
our oaths, &ec. because we make them in the exercise of that
delegated authority which we hold of God, the Supreme
Governor, to be employed by us, in subordination to his
glory. o : o

2. Both the matter and manner of covenants ought to be
candidly cxamined, snd the rectitude thercof clearly ascer-
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tained, 1 Thess. v. 21. we are commanded to ¢ prove ol
things.” This examination ought to be conducted by the
moral law, the touch-stone of all equity, Isai. viii. 20. «To-
the law and to the testimony : if they speak not according
to this word, # is because there is no light in them.”—But
to examine that which we Anow to be the law of God, that
we may determine whether it be right or wrong, would be
the greatest presumption. To question its rectitude would
be to arraign the Governor of the universe at the tribunal
of carnal reason. '

8. The divine law binds all men to complete perfection

- in holiness, be they ever so incapable of it. It would be

absurd to suppose that their inability, into which they cri-
minally plunged themselves, should set aside God’s right to
perfect obedience from them as his moral subjects. Thus by
their wicked apostacy from God, they would have procured
an indulgence to violate his law with impunity. The law
still binds to perfection. Hence the command of our Lord,
Matth. v. 48. ¢ Be ye therefore perfect, even as your Father
who is in heaven is perfect,”—But vows bind only to a con-
scientious performance of that which is in our power. Nei-
ther may any man bind himself to complete perfection, for
this would be Linding himself to what he knew he could not
perform, Eccl. vii. 20. ¢ For there is not a just man upon
earth, that doeth good and sinneth not.” Would it not be
actual perjury for a man to swear to do what the scripture
declares he cannot do? No vow, therefore, ought to bc
made, which cannot fully be kept, by the assistanee of the
grace of God, in our present imperfect state: Psalm xliv. 17.
the church declares «All this is come upon us; yet have we
not forgotten thee, neither have we dealt falsely in thy cove-
nant.” Now had covenants bound to complete perfection,
neither the church, nor any individual in any period of the
world could ever, with propriety, have made such a de-
claration. ‘

4. The divine law binds to perfection for ever. It will
be the rule of rectitude, cternally regulating our relation to
God the moral Governor, Psalm cxi. 7, 8:; ¢ All his com-
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 tnaidmients are suver ‘They stand fast for ever and ever.”
The sum and substance of them, viz. love to'God and our
neighbour, will continue obligatory even in the mansions of
imunortality.~<But vows are binding only, in this present. life.
They are intended as auxiliarips in promoting holiness and
sanctification: Biit as at death these arrive at perfection,
in the realms of bliss, auxiliary means are unnecessary. In
hell they cai be of no utility. . From-thence, there ig no re-
demption, Ecck xi. 8. “—In_ the place where the tree fal-
leth there it shall be.” . Co
. 5. The divine law is the rulé of actioh. By it all our
thoughts, words and actions are to.be ‘regulated. .Hence,
Psalm cxix. 96; we ire informed that the ¢commandment
is exceeding broad.” Vows and covenants are only a bond
whereby we solemnly engage to adhere to this unerring rule.
We owe a debt of obedience iinto God. His law is the rule
by which the payment is to be regulated as well as the re-
gister ‘wheréin the various items of the debt-are specified.
.Our.covenants are the bonds, wherein we recognize the obli-
.gation and solemnly engage to be conscientious in paying if.
Thus says the Psalmist, Psal. cxi®. 106.. “I have sworn, angd
I will perform i, that I will keep thy righteous. judgments.”
6.. The divine law binds all men, whether they will or not.
All men are the moral subjects of heaven’s mighty -Ruler.
.They can no more evade. the obligation of his law, than they
.can elope from his dominions—But vows and covenants bind
. only such as enter into them, either personally or by repre-
~ sentation. I suppose the obligation of vows and covenants,
.apon such as enter into them personally, will be generally
admitted. It remains therefore in the :
.. III.. HeaD, to prove the transmission of the obligation of
religious covenants to posterity, or those who enter into them
-representatively. In doing this we shall select some of the
scripture passages which establish the point most clearly.
.. 1. We find posterity recognized in the .transaction be-
tween God and Jacob, in Beth-el,: Gen. xxviii. 18. where
the good old patridrch, travelling to Padan-aram, in the vi-
-sions of the night, had a re:;arkable.interview with .God.
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He engnges to give unto Jacob and his seed all the land of
Canian. . Mocetlnnatlmmandyemﬁ'omthat time, this
engagement is pleaded by his posterity, as having been made
with them. Hos. xii. 4. In allusion to this trausaction,
they say, ¢ He found him” (Jacob) « in Beth-el, sand there
he spakte with us.” There he covenanted vmh us in the loins
of our father Jacob.
- 2. We have another remarkable instanee of the tmnmm‘
sion of cuvenant obligation to posterity,. in Deut. v. 2, &
¢ The Lorp our God made a covenant with us: in. Hoveb.
The Lorp made not this eovenant with our fathers, but
with us, even with vs, . whoaveallofmhenshvethsday.
There axe nveralthmgsconneaedwnhtbupamgg pecu-
liarlydgsmmgnutxce. :

{1.) Thecownmherealludedto, mlmdesboutmgbt
ot nine weeks after Israel’s departure from Egypt. Com-
pm Exod. xii. 6. with xix. 1.

{2) It is now the eleventh month of the fortieth- yum
m&eyheganthenr;oumey, Deut. i. 1. They are in the
plains of Moab by Jordan near Jericho, attending to the
tvhoarwal of the law, . *

- (8.) All who had actually an-i personally for themnlves
4ntered into this covenant are now dead save three,. viz.
Moucs, Caleb and Joshua, Num. xxvi. 64, 65.. % But a-
mong these there was not a man of them whom. Moses and
Aaron the priest numbered, when they numbered the child~
ron of Ierael, in the wilderness of Sinai. - For the Lonp hed -
asid of them, They. shall surely die in the wilderness. And
there was not left 2 man of them, save Caleb the son of Je-
phunneh and Joshua the son of Nun.” '

{¢.) All the persons now addretsed, save Calebdeo-
~shua, musat either be such as were minors at the making of
this covenant, and so not able to engage for themselves; or
such as were born after thut period. Yet mark how Moses
-addresses them. He declures; sthe Lorn made not this cove-
‘nant with our fathers, that is, with our fathers only, but alw
with:us, even with ws. who are sll of us here alive this day.
Can words be more explicit in demonstrating the transmis-
sion of covenant obligation to posterity ?
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. 8, We have another example of the same kind full in
point, Deut. xxix 10—15, which respects the renovation of
the Sinaic covenant. Here Moses pddresses the whole con-
gregstion. ¢ Ye stand this deay, all of you before the Lorn
your God; your. captains of yeur tribes, your elders, and
your officers, mizk all the men of lerael, Your little ones,
your wives, and thy stranger that is in thy cemp, from the
bewer of thy wood unto the drawer of thy water; That
thou shouldest entér jnto covenant with the Lorp thy God,
and into his oath, which the Lozp thy God maketh with
thee this day,” '

‘Do this important duty they ere exhorted, from the am-
exdemt;on, that it would be an excellent mean of es
thems in the land whither they went, % Neither,” saith he,
% with you only do I make this covenant and this oath; but
with him that standeth here with us this day before the
Lorp our God, and also with kim that fs not here with us
this day.” ‘Thecovenant is here made with persons of threc
different descriptions. Qne of them is addrested or spoken
fo.  Neithey with yox only,” &c. intimating thst the o~
vepant was made with Zkem but not exeluwsively: others are
compyrehended.. Twe descriptions are spoken ¢f. - Onre of
these ia present, - represented by the words, $¢ Him. that
standeth here with us,” &¢. which evidently point out mi-
pors, who were yet incapable of covenanting for themselves.
The other is sbsent, namely, * Him that 4s not here with
s this day,” This could have no reference to any of the
Jsvnelites then in existence, 3 they were all present. It must
thersfore include posterity, yst to be begotten, together with
2} future secessions to their comnxunity, of those tken con-
sidered strangers and sliens from the common-weslth of
Jrsel. With them, Moses informs us the covemant was
made, aswallasmththoaewhaacma@mteeed into it, in
the pleins of Moab. -

- 4. Another iastance, - mw!uch pootmtyurecagmud
wovenant obligation, ‘is found i Josh, ix. 15, This gove-
sant wes made between the childrep of Isracl, and the
Gibeonites. Between four and five hmndred years after that
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time, the ‘children of Israel are visited with a very severe
famine, in the days of Dav:d, 2 Sam. xxi. 1. And it is ex~
_pressly declared by the Lorp that ¢ J¢ ds for Saul, and foy
kis bloody house, because he slew the Gibeonites.” And at
“the same tlme, ver 9. that very covenant is recognized, and
the breach of it stated, as being the formal reason of the Di-
. vine displeasure. Now, had it not been for this covenant,
the extxrpatlon of the Gibeonites would not have been mput-
~ed to Israel as a thing criminal; for they were compreherided
in the Canaanitish nations, which God had comma.nded them
to root out.
- It may here be thought singular, seeing the Lorp had ex-
pressly forbidden Israel to make any Ieague with the inha-
. bitants of the land of Canaan, that, noththstandmg, when
-they sinfully entered into covenant with them contrary to
his command, this deed should be held valid by God, and
'they pumshed for the violation of it. '

- Perhaps this difficulty may be solved, by distingnishing
the commands of God, into moral natural and moral positive:
-The former, God commands, ‘because they are necessarily
right, and their contrary inconsistent with the perfections of
his nature. ‘The latter are right, because God commands
them. For any thmg we know, they flow from his arbi-
‘trary will, and, had it pleased him, commands different or
contrary wouid have been equally right. These commands,
of course, he may reverse whenever he chooses. God’s moral

 subjects have no right of this kind.. They are bound to
obey every one, even the least of his commandments. The
violation of them is highly criminal. Neither ought we to_
- come under any obligation to do what they forbid. But if
‘any man, or community of men, should 1gnorantly engage
to do ‘what is contrary to a command which is only morsl
positive, provided God recognizes the deed, the person’ or
persons are bound, however criminal they were in commg
under the obltgatwn. This we presume was the situation
of thmgs, in" the point before vs. Israel was criminal in
entering into a league with the ' Gibeonites, oontrary to'the -
eommand of God. -But there was ,nothmg, in the matter
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of this deed, inconsistent with the divine perfections, or eon<
trary to the moral natural law of God. He could never
recognize or sanction an oath, whereby his subjects would
be bound to act inconsistently with his divine attributes.

5. Another passage of scripture full in point is found

“in Jer. xi. 10. God brings a charge against his people in
these'words. ¢ The house of Israel, and the house of Judah
have broken my covenant, which I made with their fathers.”
‘Now it would be inconsistent to suppose, that, God would
charge any with breach of covenant obligation, except those
who had really covenanted; but he charges the house of Is-
rael, ‘and the house of Judsh, with breach of covemant obli-
gation; therefore they had really covenanted. But the
covenant was * made with their fathers,” and yet they are
considered as really bound, as if it had been actually enter-
ed into by themselves. '

6. This doctrine is proved also by infant baptism. It
would be foreign from the pomt in hand, to enter upon a
probation of the propriety of baptising infants. This at
present I take for granted. To those who admit it, the ar
gument will have the same force, as if it had been ptoved. .

Our Westminster Divines very justly observe that ¢Bap-

- tism seals our ingrafting into Christ,—~and engagement to

be the Lord’s.” Baptigm, like circumcision, is a seal of the

righteousness of the faith. Rom. iv. 11. -But seals are
confirmatory of the deeds to which they are appended, and
neoessanly involve an obligation. Now when the person bap-
tised, in infancy, comes to maturity he is either bound agree-
ably to the terior of the obligation, or he is-mot. If heis
bound, whence does his obligation arise? Not from his own
sact, for he was merely passive in the whole matter. It must
."arise from the connexion established by divine institution,
between him ‘and hie parent in this particular act. Betweca
thic parent and the child there is a representative identifica-
tion, so that,’ whatever is acfually done by the father.in this
representative capacity, is virfuefly done by the child, and -
thus the deed of the one becomes obligitory upon the other.
—But supposing the child is not bound, when he arrives at
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matyrity, then his baptism in infancy was uscless, It was o
mere form and cypher. . He wants what was essential to the
erdinance, viz, obligation to resist the devil, the world and
- the flesh, and to be for Christ alone. He ought now to bg
beptized, as having never before received this holy ordinance.

7. The truth of this doctrine may be further illustrated
from the common practice of wills, or testamentsry deeds
among men. By these the heirs of the testator are bound.
1t may be here abjected, that the example is not to the point,
becayse the legatees are bound only in consequence of their
coming inte the possession of the deceased’s inheritance, but
should they disclaim all interest in the estate, the obligation
would not extepd to them. Be it so, Then it will at least
follow, that those who choose to enter upon the religious in«
heritance of thejr ancestors, are bognd by their deeds.. But
is it a mere optional thing, whether they receive the inheri~
tance or not? In whatever our ancestors erred, their deeds
mqld neither bind themselyes nor us. But, so far as they
were right, we are bound to enter upon the inheritance, and
endeavour to tranemit it, with'all possible improvements te
posterity. See Psalm Ixxviii. 1.—Having thus endeavoured
to prove the transmission of covenant obligation to posterity,
it may be proper in the :

IV. Heap, to inquire into the reason of this obllgatmn.
How does it come; that a man ia bound by a deed, done &
theusand years before he was in existence ? . P

1. God will have it sos Ituﬁxedbyhudimappomu
ment, Psglw Ixxvi, 11. He gommands his people to enter
into covenant. ¢ Vow, and pay unto the Lorp your God.”
And,. in the preceding head of this discourse, we have en~
deavoured to prove that God considers posterity hound, by
the covenauts of their. ancestors, Though we could assign.
no ather repsen thas the divine suthority, this would. be
sufficient, God has » right to appoint any ordinance in his
housa that.he thinks proper, We have no right to be cu-
sious about the regson of #is, more than sbout any of his
other institutions, nnkasheupleandtotellu& But we
-¢an giva other reasons. :

e e :«——-'—-—ﬁ_‘
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2. Another reason arises from the permanency of the sub-
ject coming under obligation. It was alrekdy hinted, that
the subjects of delegated power were, firsf, persons in their
pereonal ‘capacities: and second, corporations in their eor
porate capacities. For distinction sake, we shall denrominste
the former a- physieal, and the latter & legal individual.
" Suppose the firet has come under the obligation of a pers
sonal coveénant, binding him to a conscientious performance
of all commanded duties, though his system be daily losing
and gaining, both in a corporeal and mental point of view,
agreesbly to the laws by which his physical eonstitution is
regulated, yet he still continues the same individual, and
consequently ‘lies under the same obligation to duty. Al
the accessions, which his body and mind are constantly res
ceiving, ‘are still enlisted in the service of Jesus. The mosal
law recognizes him as bound to exercise every ucquirement
of body and mind, in subserviency to the religion of Messiah.
Through all his chunges and vicissitudes, his personal iden~
" ftity continues, and consequently his personal obligution.

This holds equally trae with a corporation or Zgal indivis
dual. It is constantly gaining and losing constituent mem<
bers, but still remains the same corporation,’ though not-even
one of those who were its original members continue to exist.
Such Zga? individuals are not chimerical things. God himself
has institated them. The whole human family is one great
corporation. It existed in Adam. To him the charter was
given in the name of all his pesterity, Gen. ii. 17. - All are
born under its influence; and subjected to all its requisitions.
The language of its sanetion is recorded Gal. iii. 10.——
% Cursed 75 every one that continueth not in all things which
are written in the book of the law to do them.” At present
this-is all the inheritance of its constituent members; for
"God has concluded all under sin. Rom. iii. 10. ¢ There is
none righteous, no, not one.”

Ont of the shattered I'ngments of this old corporetion,
God has organized a new one. This is his church. Her
charter is the everlasting covenant, the first enunciation of
which, we have Gen. iii. 15, ¢ It shiall bruise thy bead; and
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thou shalt bruise his heel.” The permanency ofthisicorpo- :
ration is'secured by the stipulation of the ever _coves
nant, Isai liii. 11, * ¢ He shall sce of the travail of his soul
and shall be satisfied.” And Pselm Ixxii. 5. its duration js
guaranteed by the promise of the Father, ¢ They shall fear
thee,. as long as the sun and moon endute, throughout all
generations.” The indestructibility of this corporation being
thus established, it follows, that every constitutional obliga-
tion, under whieh it laid itself, to the performance of duties,
in their nature moral, still binds this permanent society,. in
the same manner aa a physical individual is bound, by a per- ,
sonal covenant, to God, as long as he lives. Every thing in
the Jewish covenants, of this description, viz. in its nature
moral, and not belonging to theit ceremonial, ritual or judi-
cial policy, still continues obligatory on the Christign church,
in all its multiplied: ramifications. The corporation is the
same. The charter is the same. The Governor the same.
The administration has never experienced. any inferregnum.
The temporary institutions, whereby Jesus was. adumbrated
under the Old Testament, have been abrogsted, the shadows
- have given way to the substance;. and the types to the anti-
type. But the corporation is-indestructible. It is now the
same church that was in Egypt, and that uavdM_thqough
‘the wilderness.. The -Christian church becomes the seed of
Abraham, and is entitled to all the privileges of the. Abra-
hamic covenant, Gal. iii.29. < If ye be Christ’s, .then are
ye Abraham’s seed, and heirs according to the. promise.”
This idea of continuity of the. church, under the Old and
New Testament dispensations, is beautifully  illustrated,
Rom: xi. 17. Here the continuity of the church is intro-
duced under the emblem of a tree, having first natural, and
secondly ingraffed branches. It is still the same tree, though
the former be replaced by the latter. ¢ And if some of the
branches be broken off, and thou, being a wild olive-tree,
wert .graffed in amongst them, and with them partakest of
the root and - fatness of the olive-tree.” The church there-
fore, remaining the same; we, by our junction with it, are
become Abraham’s seed, and heirs of all the proxmses and

-
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bbligations of the Abrshamic totporstion. If this be des
a3 1 ~2ife- T am wholly unable to prove, apé rutional
asthission of cofenant obligatioh to pésterity.
enisc of ‘tankind may be browght 46 & cot-
is idea: -The debts lawfally contracted by
of & nation, continde obligatory upon the
iot Tiquidlated) though kil the people Kting
contiaeted showld beextinct; ‘The Hatigsl
1 the teign of Willlem II1. atteches to the
: this-dafy theugh ftot oheof the peréons who
nation, when this debt was ebntructed, is
now alive. If this be denied; there s an énd to all niﬁond
€onfidenée.

tfmmuwmmm it will foltow, thist 38 Chrise
¢ans wde covehantess, it virtae of betng component parts of
thoe sunie Ghurch which covenanted in Horeb. -

T thig ¢orpotuatiefi smuller tnes ate included, such #s‘pare.
Healdr Bhwehes oidl niitions, whith may afso lawfully coves
figat veits God. - These tovenmts diffr from those of thé
Jewish ¢harch, I as much s the later bind a Christim
Ehurches, Vheréulheformuhndmly&epmaanat
ehuithés or nations whith entet into them.:
| 8. Adother renstn of the transmission of obligatidh from
Preceding W Meeeedmg gemerations of the same corporatiom,
Hiiies frem SAmenéas of reliition to the moral” Govetnor of
the universé: - The tbporation collectively, and all its mem«
bets- dndividually, ust neeessatily be related to God, as
Faotel Nabjeess %o & fightfel sovereign. It has been already
Oseted; it Bve Wrle of this telation; i the moral law.
Eyﬁﬁiwmey ate naturalty and fecessetity boumd. - And
14 it relites ovemittts, they bind themselves to a conscien-
tiotrs Bheetvance of ‘what it requires, the obligation must be
Pétpeesal, bechuse the thing required is nlways substantially
the same. Obligation to God may; #d :does, ‘accurlate
upon “moral ‘sibjects, but it cannot be diminished. To-day
I swedt' t6 o cofiscientions performance of duty to ‘God;
whitever saperadded obhgatxon ‘this oath may lay me under,
1s ¥qadlly bindimy to-mmw,cmd To resison can be assiged
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for its dissolution, on any succeeding day of my life, any
more than om to-morrow. The partics are the same. The
relation is the same. . The rule of this relation identically.
the same.. And what circumstance can be supposed to oc-
cur which can possibly loose me, from the obligation under
which I have laid myself, to perform the duties required by
this rule? The same holds good with a corporation or so- .
ciety while it continues to exist. }Hence, the advocate in
behalf of his client will plead an act passed in the time of
Henry. VIIL. - He is right in doing so. 'The act, if moral,
- bound the national society at the time it waspassed The
society. is still the same. ‘

4. There is another reason for the descendmg obhgatnog
of covenants, which arises fronx the impossibility of liquidat-
ing the debt, contracted by covenanting, in such a mannen,
that none of the contents of the bond, shall still remain due
It must indeed be acknowledged, that there are various
debts due to men, which may be completely discharged, and
the obligation of payment ceases with their lignidation.. But
the debt we owe to God, namely, obedience to the maral
" law, even though peyfectly paid, remains perfectly obligatory.
This arises from the nature of the relation, . which -moral
-subjects: must neccssarily hold to the supreme Governor, and
the law by which that relation behoves to be regulatad.
debt of obedience arises out of this relation. The law regu-
Intes its payment.  Both of these are permanent. - If £ give
my bond forthepaymentofadebt, does not this bind me,
cither as long as the debt remains due, or till such security
Beoomes unnecessary? Religious covenants are bonds, - by
wluch mdmduals and societies: bind themselves unto God.
They continue obligatory while the subjects of them respec-
tively remain in life. - For, secingthe debt. remains constant-
ly the same, 1o proper renon can be gwm for diminishing
my ol tion to ps

. 5. The transmission of covenant obhganon appears from :
1he pomanency of the reason, on account of which the cove,
nant was originally entered into. Covemntmg is consider-

¢d o8'a mean of holiness and uniform. regularity of lLife.
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MWhire is the man who with propriety can say, “Yesterday
such a mean was advantagcous;—to-day I have no need of
#t? ‘Would not this be inconsistent with the imperfect state
of - sanétification -in the present life? The obligation of the
covenant must therefore continue as long as thls mean is ne-
cessary.

* 6. The example of thc flock which has gone before us,
and which we are commanded to follow, carries in it an ob-
Tigation. .So fur as the saints who have gone before us, have
followed Christ, we are bound to follow them. Thus the
command of thé Lord Jesus Christ to his spouse;— Go
thy way forth by the footsteps of the flock.” To whatéver
#ltainments in reformation, they may have reachcd, we are
bound to-adhere,’ Phil. iii. 16. 4<Whereto we have alrcady
attained, let us walk by the same rule, let us mind the same
thing.” Their faithful contendings for, and diligent inves-
tigations of truth, which have come to our knowledge, carry -
with them ‘an-obligation to ¢ Go and do likewise.” Itisa
fcature of our moral nature, that obligation increases with
light -and- information. . This is evident from the declaration
of our Eord, Luke xii. 47. 46. ¢ And that servant which
knew his lord’s will, and prepared not kimself neither did
sccording te his:will, shall be beaten with many stripes.  But
he thet knew not, and did commit things worthy of stripes,
ghall be beaten with few stripes. For unto whomsoever
wiuch fs given, of him ehall be much required:  and to whomi
men have committed much, of him they will ask the more.”

- Having thus endeavoured to investigate some of the rea«
sons’ why covenant obligation is transmitted from gmcmﬁon '
to generakion, we shall in the

V. Hxan, endeavourmshowthemomhtyofthedutym
New Testament times. -

. L It was expressly commanded under the Old Testament
dispensation, Psalm Ixxvi. 11.¢ ¢ Vow, and pay unto the
‘Lowp yeur God.” It behoves those, who deny its obliga-
tion.in New Testament times, to prove that it was not, in
its nature, a moral duty, but. belonging te the eeremonial
law, or judicial policy of the Jews. - But this I ptesume, will
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ot ke caglly done.  1f it was a type, wheye is,its antitype.3
What pecuhamy was there, in the circumstances, of thg

Jews, rendering it expedient for them, <o hind the\nselveg
to serve the Lord, while Chnsnans are exempted fm cvery
such obhgauon [

It seems to be the bent of the present generation, to gag
xid of alk the obhgatlons contained in the Old Testament.
Tbese deistical Christians (xf I may be allowed the expres;
sion) resewhlg the children of old, who speke half in the

‘language of Cangan, and half in the language of Ashdod,
But the Old and New Testaments ought to be consideyed
as the two, Statute-books of Heaven. Al the statutes com
tained in the former book, remain bmdmg upon the cons
science, if mot repealed in the lutter, either by express pren

‘ceph, pecessary deduction, _or spproved example. Thers-

fore, before the doctrine of quenannqg be rejected, is anght

to be proved, that it hes been sbrogated by the autbority of

_that divine Legislagor wha first appeinted it. It wayld be

_but reasonable to sllow ys the same pmg;lqga, in queting the
statutes of Hegven, that every lawyer has in re.fcr{m to acts
of Parliament. Though. these were. made in the reigp of

Alired the Great, and thisty flio yolwmes intervened be.

_tween that in which these acta 2r¢ contained, and the one in
which thasg of the present age are recorded, yet, if they are

Rot repesled by spme subsequent act, they remgin pbligatory
on the pation. By these the most important suits will be
decided. 'Why should we deny the same awhoriiy ta the

" unrepealed statutes of the King of nations?

" 8. Scripture prophecies evidently referring to New Testar
ment times, mention its approbation, Isgiah Fix. 18 & In
that day,” (viz, the gospel day or New ’L‘eﬁw times)
“ shall five cities in the land of Egypt spepk the language of
Canaan, and sweer to the Lorn of hests.” And jn the 31st
verse, we are told, #The Logn, shall be knowa to Egyp,
and the Egyptians shall know the Lorn-—gud shall do 4

" grifice and oblation.” A callaseral ory st least, a cansequens
ualpartef&heuchsawtems, that, ¢ they shall Yo & vow
nto the Lard, and perform " 'This is predicated of them
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as & pational doed, dome in 2 collective, socipl pr corpaspte
‘capacity. Its general practice among the Christisnized
Gentiles, their matual co~opevation in the ceuse of God, and
the smile of divine spprohation whicly they shall enjoy in sa
doing, swe beswtifnlly puinted out in the 28, 2¢, and 36
verses.  “In that dag shall there be & bigh-way out of
Egypt to Assyria; and the Assyrign shall came into Egypty

and the Egyptian inte Aseyria: end the Egyptians ¢hall servg
with the Asysians, [ that day shall Issael be the third
‘with- Bgypt snd with ' Aseyrip, eoen 8 hlessngndwm
of the lynd. Whom the Lanp of hosts shall bless, saying, -
Rleswed be Egypt my pepple, and Assyzia the work of my

- hands, and lsppel mine inheritance.”

% The New Testement itsclf secms to recagnize the duty.
Gorq vigh 1.-nThe apostle speaks hcghly to the cemmens
dofion of the liberolity of the chyrch in Macedonia; and
thwwdhumtommbm to the assistance of the poop
saints ot Jemmalom, aad in verse 5th he declares, “And zig
#hey dids -mot a8 we hoped, Rut fitst gave their owqselves te
tho Loxds ond unto us by the will of God.” Hese we have
the louguege of cevensiting, snd every reasom te helievy
that ‘the thing ewistoth alsa, What can he meant by thig
twofold sutrender of themselves, /st yntp God and afjere
wards unto. the ssinte? 16 eanRot, 3ssome, think, refes to
their junckion with the ehurch, fox they wexe ergenized inta
- % shavech gppagity, previoysly to their solemn syrrenden,
In the 1st werse they axe. called the chzrckes of Macedonia,
which implies. theix vealesiastical organization. Neither can
- this pessage, 8s others allege, refer ta the celsbration of the
segrapwmis] foast. Ifit did, is it not strange, that this act
should exesed the apesties' hopes and expeciations. of them ?
“Waa it not ‘rasher 3 thing which he had full resgen to ex+
pect?  The neglect of the duty in these cixqumstances,
ight Hereby bave disappointed bis éxpectations, Lately
argenised i ¢ churdls stete, pomessing th glow and avdesn
‘which almost universgliy gnimate the hearta of new converts,
thex wonld long afer, gnd-epmestly desire the sacesmental
fonpr.  This aet, wherehy they gave themselves auto God, &e
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st therefore, in all probabllity, be solenm, socml coves
mntmg.

/4. .3t was one of the distinguishing - prmlegu of the Jews,
to be in covenant with God. %I am married unto you,”
saith the Lord. ‘The privileges of the Christian ¢hureh.are
increased, and not diminished. The Old Testament dis-
pensation; compared to the New, is denominated a system
of “beggarly elements.” In the present system, there is no
sbridgment of privileges.  Every 'immumity in. the old;
éitlier continues to exist, or is superadded by another miore
valuable, and more adapted to the spirituality of the new
arder of things, in which the-shadows have given plece to the
substance, Heb. xii. 18. ¢ For ye are not come wnto the
mount that might be touched, and that burned with five,”
&c. “But” (verse 22) ¢ ye are come unto mount Sion,”. &c.
- 5. This duty is involved in the church’s relation to .God.
The language in which he recognizes this relation, includes
o much, Hos. ii. 19, 20. ¢ will betroth thee wnto me;” fic:
All real believers are united, by this marriage covenant to
‘Christ, and to one snother.. They are:closely connected
with him as their head, and jeined to one another as mem<
bers of the same body, actuated by the same spirit, Eph.
v, 80. & iv. 25. Covenanting 1s only a solemn recognitiors
of this relation, and engagement to evidence this by a life
dnd conversation becoming the gospel. - In-Isaiah Ixii. 4. a
passage which alluded to New Testament times, as is evidens
from the two verses immediately preceding,  where the:cal.
Iing of the Gentiles and the latter-day-glory are clearly inti-
tnated, national -coveranting is signified under the notion
of ‘marriage relation, “Thou shalt no more be termed : for-
saken,” &c.- - By the marriage of a land unto: God,: ‘weare
pot to understand, that the trees of the foress,.the mountaing
or plains, come:. under - engagemients. - Snrdy it ynust be- the
potion inhabiting: the land. : National marviage implies-a-na-
tienal deedy; whereby the inbabitants, in- their mond-mpa-'
€ity, solemnly covensnt unto the Lords - -

. 6,-God has on various- cecasions, aigually counténaneed
his peeple, in coming under their.social mgﬂgements - Wit



28
ness the Reformation in Scotland, -during the 16¢h cénturin
The zealous Scots cngaged heartily in this work, - rericwed
their bonds agein and again, in adaption to their circnms
stances, and God ‘wonderfully countenanced their: efforts,
and .crowaed them with' success, notwithistanding the sectet
stratagems, and open ‘opposition of the blind votaries of the
church of Rome. And in the 17th century, when God
began to sift the house of Jacob, he did riot suffer he leass
grain of the wheat to be lest, Amos ix. 9. - He performed
to them his promise, Isainh xliii. 4. o the happy experis
ence of the renowned sufferers, he supported them amidss
the most excruciating agonies, to which they were 'subjectod
by the satellites of the man of sin,’ to the sstonishment evem
of their persceutors. . It was abundently evident they enjoy:
ed the smiles of the Divine approbation. The.Sor of God
was. with them in the fiery furnnce, He sent them help out
of the sanctuary, and strengthened them from Zion. He
remembiered their offerings, and accepted their sacrifices;
Psalnixx.2,3. T R
Having . attempted to show the morality of this duty, un- -
der the New, Testament dispensation, we willin the. .
- VI. Heap, emdeavour to ascertain. the times and seasans
when 3, church or .nation is more particularly called to én-
- Itis clear from scripture, that covensnting is net a stited
or ordinary, but an oocasional and extraordinary duty. Te
ascertain the praper season for the performance of this duty;
we must keep our eyes fixed upon the ark of Divine provi-
dence, and carefully observe all its motions, These moves
ments of providence, we are carofully to compare with those,
under which the church of old existed, when she, with di-
vine : approbation, -entered into covenant. Then they be-
campe énsamples unto us: - Similar seasons will require simi~
lar duties. . Whether the present time is o proper season for
covenanting, or whether proper seasons have passed over
our heads, since the last renovation of our solemn covenants,
and have been meglected, I shall not pretend to determine.
Lleave thia to the :decision of the chuzch judicative. All L
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- sl do, %, t» hentio seme of the Hrties and seasofis whedd
the Jewish chureh, with thie approbiation of God, engaged in
chisduty. Ewéry iteh mby eempare %lie present | ‘Hme ’Mﬂ’l
thné; ond judyps for hisnself.

“1. Thnes of public Memilistioni for npostasy Foin Gods
wem o be propet sesting, Jer. 1. 4, 5. 1 Bu those @aj4; ahd
In that tithe, Buith the Lok, the childreh of Israel shall
Yotnie, they and the childroh of Judah together, gbing and
Woeping: they shall go, dnd seck the Lorp thely God:
They shell sk the way to Zion With their fates thitherwardy
aying, Cemé, wnd let a8 join ourselves to the Lors, ih 4

voveharnit theé shall hot be forpotten” This pase
sage evideritly rofers to New Testamietit times.  Deéep humis
Yintion andl fasting biefore God are tencom!tams bfﬁﬁs duty*
See Neh. is. 1, 48. '
© g This duty was éssayed by the éhumh a!so‘ih times of
public reformation, Thus in tie teign of Fosiah, the fMus
trious Jowish refsithet,  the nation enghged th public coves
nanting, 2 Kings xxiii. 1—8. In the first and settnd ver-
ses, all the people of the land dre convetied, and the book
o the law, founid i the tethple by Hilkiah the priest, 18
publicly read t the congrepation:” th the third: verse we
are informed Of the Govenafit; #s wmtber, wid thé people’
tesolution to adhere to it. ¢And the king stood by 4 pillar,
antl made a covensnt’ Before the Lokn, tb walk after the
Lorp, and to keep Is commandimetits; uhd his testithonies;
and his statutes, with all #hés7 héift, and all A soul, to
perform the words uf this esveénant, that were M‘ltfeh in this
book : and all the people stood to the covens “This ex-
ample was mMy ititated by our ancettors in the mn
century. .

8. The church’ of old eﬁg‘aged in this duty, in times of
public thanksgivitig, -for special déliveraice. Thus in 2
Kings xi. when tlie reins of government were wretiched ottt
of the hands of the Wicked - Athalizh, and the yeung ptinee
Jossh crowned and aitoifited king, we are informed; verse 1%,
that ¢ Jeholads madé a covenant between the Itﬁm and the
king and the peoplé; that they strouild be the Lohis peoples
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between the king and the people.” And verse 20, “all the
people of the land rejoiced, and the city was in quiet.” To
the same purpose in Psalm Ixxvi, which was penned on the
deliverance of Jerusalem, from Senriacherib’s army, in the
days ef Hezekiah, the Spirit of God calls upon the church
and nation of the Jews, to covenant unto the Lord in tese
timony of their thankfulness: Verse 11. % Vow, and pay un-
to the Lorp yotir God.” ‘
" 4. Another senson for public covenanting; saiictioned by
the example of the Old Testament church, is, when the
hearts of God’s professed people seem bent on backsliding,
and apostasy from him. Thus Moses; finding the children
of Israel of a backsliding disposition; and fearing that they
would dpostatize after his dcath, calls upon them to a renova-
tion of covenant with God, that their hearts might thus be
established and fortified against iniquity, Deat, xxix. 10—15.
In likc mahner, Joshua seeing the rebellious disposition of
the tribes of Israel; shortly before his desdth called them to-
gether to Shechem; and made them give bond for their good
behaviour, when he would be gone to his fathers, Josh. xxiv.
25. “So Joshua made a covenant with the people that day,
and set them a statute, and an erdinance, in Shechem.”

5. Timeés of great effusion of the divine Spitit, seem to be
proper seasons for covenanting. When God promises times
of refreshing from liis own presetice, we find this important
duty essayed with great alacrity. Thus Isaiah xliv. 8—5.
« will pour water on hirh that is thirsty, and floods upon
the dry groand: I will pour my Spirit upon thy seed, and
my blessing upon thine olfspring.” In consequenee of this
effusion of the waters of the upper sanctuaty, « they shall
spring up as among the grass, as willows by the water-cours-
es.” Feeling in their souls those blessed influences of the
Holy Ghost, they give themselves away unto God, in a cov-
enant not to be forgotten. ¢ One shall say, I am the Lorp’s;
and another shall call Aimself by the name of Jacob; and ano-
ther shall subscribe witk his hand unto the Lorpd and sur«
name kimself by the name of Israel.” To call one’s self < the
Lonp’s” implies a surrender g)f pereon and service unto him.
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To designate ane’s self by ¢“the name of Jacob,” and to sur-
pame -one’s self by < the name of Israel,” imply connection
with the church of Christ, the New Testament Jacob. To
$ subscribe with the hand unto the Lorp” seems to involve
in it, cntering mtoacavanant bond, te be faithful in thc
" performance of duty.

. 6. Another season for public social covenanting with God,
is, when we commemorate the death of Jesus in our saera-
mental feast. It is generally known that the word sacrament
signfies an eath. Jt is a militray term borrowed from the
Romans. Those who were enlisted soldiers in the sy,
swore fidelity to their general, and this oath, was by them
called sacrgmensum. This term has bees, very properly,
transferred from the militray to the theological department ;
sad is only anather name for baptism gr the Lord’s suppet.
The reason of this is evident. In these prdinances, we are
considered as swearing allegiance to the Captain of salver
tion, The supper, being a social institntion, is that with
which we are concemedatpmsent- As Jesus confirmed the
coyenant by his death, and commanded this to- be commer
womted by the symbolical represeptatmn of bread and wine,
we, by participating of them, solemnly say Amen to . that
glorious trapsaction, and engege to fight valiantly under-his
beaner. Hence the supper is called the New Testament in
his blood, and partaking of the feast, a shewing forth his
death till he come. In this ordinance, therefore, the church
publicly covenants with ‘God, and cngages, through the
sirength of grace, to resist the devil, the world and the flesh,
But that covenanting, in this way, does pot supersede the
pecessity of entering into a formal bond, will appear more
fully in the

. VII. Heap, which shall consist manswezing some ofth.

"objections; made against the doetrine of covemaniing, rs
handled in the preeeding paxt of this discourse.

1. Os3ECTION. Since covenants, &¢, bind only to- those
dutic;, to which we are preyiously bonnd by the moral law,
thoy are ynnecessary, ‘The matter of apy promise or enr
gogemenl, mnst be either right, wrong, or. indifferent; if
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right," we are bound to it independently of any aet of onrs;
if wrong, ne act of ours can bind us to it ; ifindiﬂ'erent, ta.
these there can be no obligation.

Net to mention thet this objéction is deistical, wrth a wits
ness, for the scriptuve expressly says, ¢ Vow, and pay,” &e.
.and declares, that an oath for confirmasion is the end of .
strife; it may be observed that it is répugnant to the com-
mon sense of mankind, Ameng all nations; an oath or ed~
venant, constitutes the highest security, which a men can
give for his ‘euclty and integrity. When a person i sum-
monted ds & witness, before a eourt-of justice;, he is necesearily
beund by the moral law to tell the truth. between man -and
man. See the ninth precept of the decalogue, Exod. xx. I6.
¢ Thou shalt net beer false witness against thy neighbour.”
By the objection under eonsideration, an' oath them weould
be useless. The propriety of superadded self-obligation was
alveady illustrated. It shall not now be resumed. I would
only ebserve, that, when the witness is tested, he recognizes
the obligatien of the moral law, and, by his own acty éo-
lemnly binds himself te do conscientiously what it requires.
In like manner, in covenanting to God, we acknowledge our-
selves previcusly bound, by the moral law, to obey and serve
him with-all our heart, &¢. dnd solemnly bind ourselvesto 2
eonscientious performanee of the dutiés therein command-
ed. And asthe witness after swearing, if he tell what is
not true, is guilty not only of a lie, in violating the mowal
law, but also of perjury, in breaking his oath; se an ungod-
ly covemanter, is guilty, not only of a breach of the morat
law, but alio of perfidiousness in covenant engagemerits.
And as it is more likely, that the witnéss will tell the truth
whea sworp to do 8o, as is evident by the eommon sense of
mankind, so when we solemnly bind ourselves by an oath
unto God, it is probable, that we will be mere conseien~
tious in performanee,

With respect- to matters of mere mdnﬂ'mmee, they ought
not to constitute the substence of a religious covenant
Whatever enters: into the matter of such an eagngement,
mpst either be, in its nature, a moyal duty, or, though. in

e —— - —
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itself indifferent, yet, from accidental eircumstances, be cal-
culated to promote sanctification of life. . In virtue of these
very circumstances, the thing may cease to be indifferent, and
become obligatory, independently of covenant e:gagement.
Perhaps the Rechabites’ abstinence from wine, mentioned
- with divine approbation, Jer. xxxv. is a case of this kind..
Probably the abuse of this liquor was such, that it became a
duty, not only to abstain. from it, but also to engage to ab-
stinence, till by so doing, they got the mastery of that viti-
ated habit. In other circumstances, the use of wine, was
not only lawful -but even rccommended as medicinal. Paul
says to Timothy, ¢ Drink no longer water, but use a little
wine,” &ec.

" That a thing, in 1tself indifferent, may, by accidental cir-
cumstances cease to be so, is perhaps well illustrated, by the
obligation under which the children of Israel came, Gen. 1,
25. concerning Joseph’s bones. After a lapse of two hun-
dred years, when about to leave Egvpt, they considered them-
selves bound by their engagement to Joseph, Exod. xiii. 10.
Though it be a matter of no moment, where a man’s bones
are after his death, yet the circumstances of Joseph’s being
an eminent type of Jesus, and the saviour of his father’s house,
rendered it necessary, that his be carefully kept, and in due
time deposited in'the land of promise. They were to the poor
bricktmakers a certain pledge of deliverance from bondage,
and an earnest of the covenanted inheritance, Hence Jo-
seph says, « God will surely visit you, and ye shall carry up
my bones from hence.” These circumstances, therefore,
stript this thing of its indifference, and made it a ground of
encouragement, and mean of holiness. Acordingly we read,
Heb. xi. 22: ¢ By faith Joseph, when he died, snade men-
tion of the departing of the children of Israel; and gave
commandment concerning his bones.”

2. Osect. The British covenants were only oaths of
allegiance to a particular sovereign or family, and were nul-
lified by the new order of things at the revolution settlement.
Their obligation ceased with the house of Stcwart, unto
which they were sworn.



29

1t will readily be admitted, they were-oaths of allegiance.
But to whom ? Primarily to the Ruler of the skies; and to
the government only, while continuing to prosecute the in-
trests-of the King .of kmgs If they were oaths of, alle-
giance to Gog, let ys examine whether any thing has hap-
pened, which can dissolve their obligation. There are three
things, which, when they happen, may d;ssolve the obliga-
tion of oaths of allegiance.

(1.) The dissolution of the dynasty or government unto
which they were sworn. One of the parties then becomes ex-
tinct,. and the other of course loosed from the obligation,

(2.) Emigration from the realm, where allegiance was
sworn. Protection and allegiance being reciprocal; when
the former is neither sought nor needed, the latter ceases to
{(8.) When there occur breaches of the. mutual compact ens
tered into between the ruler and the people, they are loosed

from all obligation of allegianee to him. He has not imple-
mented the condition, and consequently has no right to the
obedience promised upon the fulfilment thereof. None of all
these supposed cases can take place to dissolve our allegiance
to the most high God, His government cannot be dissolved.

It never did, or cam, experience the smallest interregnum,
Dan. vii. '27.— Whose kingdom 7s.an everlasting king-
dom.”— It is impossible to elope from his dominions, ' Psalm
xlvii. 7. ¢ For God is the King of all the earth.”—Ie can
never prove unfaithfal to his engagements. This would be
inconsistent with his immutability, as we read, Mal. iii. 6,
¢¢ For Iam the Lorp, I changenot.” The mountains shall
depart, and the hills remove, but he shall never fail to im-
plement his covenant to his people, Isaiah liv. 10. ,

- 8. Ossger.  “ In the British covenants civil and religious
things are blended together in the same bond. These ought
to be kept entirely distinct.”

. It would be inconsistent with the nature of this discourse,
:%o0 consider in what thigs church and state agree, and in what
they differ. There is a just distinction between them. They
Dught never to be confounded. But doeg it follow,_that, be-
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extse civil and religions duties ave both confained in the same
bend; they are therefore eonfounded, or criminally blended
together?  Must the instrument on this sccount be rejected
s reprobate silver? If this be the case, what will we then
do with the sacred vélume of divine revelation.? It contains
both religioas-and civil duties. It is equally peremptory in
enjoining both. 1. Pet. ii. 18. 14. ¢ Submit yourscives tor
every ordinance of man for the Lord’s sake: whether it be to
king, ds supreme; or unto governors, as usito tham that are
sent by him for the punishment of evil-docrs, and for the
praise of them that do well.” And Heb. xiik. 7. % Obey
them that have the rule over you, and submit yourselves.: for
they watch for your seuls, as they that must give.account;
that they may do it with joy, and not with grief; for that i@
unprofitable for you.” But we find them even in the same
¥erse. < Fear God. Honour the king.” The example of
the saints in these'bonds, are yet upownr record, Neh. ix. 38.:
‘When the prinees, priests, Levites, and all the people. sealed:
the eovenant, gll, in their rospective relations, bin -thems
selves to the performance of all duties, civil and religious,
eontained in the divine Jaw.  See Chapter x. 28, 29.

4. OByrer. ¢ Since you deny that the presemt powers
heve any rightful claim to allegiance from the British .eove-
nants, thereis at ledst purt.of these bonds, which in their
present form, has no obligatien. The form then is ehenged.
But as matter and form are both neecssary to-the existence of
any thing, destroy the form and the.thing ceases to exist in
shat predicament iy which it formerly exdsted. The form of
these covenants is:destroyed:by your owan principles, therefore
their existonce a3 covenants ceases.” .

There are, to be sure,- some people, in other rospeets: ju~
dicious, who rigidly contend for.the covenants preeisely in
their-present form.  As in their present form thiey compres
kend all ranks, ¢ We noblemen,” &c. sonme think: thet
thexgh the governtiient, and. grest majority of: the nation
Buve resiled from their engagements, yet in their present form
‘their friends can find language sufficiently precise, and o
deptad to their »ink aad situation. Efowever well meant

1
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this may be, it isdoubtless a mistake. When taken in con-
nection with the pious views of its advocates, it may perhaps
be praperly denominated a right hand extreme. They are
afmaid of infringieg upon: sacred deeds. Such a disposition
islpudsble. Let it, however, be subjeeted to the dominion of
reason. A contempt for the deeds of ancestors, on the ong
hand, and a superstitious veneration for them, on the other,
are extremes equally to be avoided. The former is impious,
the latter is idelatrous. - What is there in hwman composi. -
tien, which may not admit of siteration? The fluctuation
of living langnages clearly demonstrates this. The language
of our ancestors five hundred years ago, however suitable t»
‘thoge times, is bardly inteligible at present, and in several
instanees, scarccly decent. Take the venerable Wickliffs
irsuslation of the Bible as a proef of this. This is not
aneant a8 a reflection on our forefathers, but is owing to that
oonstant flux; which is found in the mode of phraseclogy d
all living languages. . .

But it may be farther observed, that circumstances. alm
often vary. - Much of the forms of eovenants, depends wpon
these. circumstances. The form of course ought to vary,
with the circamstances which produced. it. For instance,
our covenants could not be renewed in their present form,
arithout many explanations and marginal references. What
valuable purpose would this serve? What is there so sacrad
in the bare phraseology of thcse covenants, that, when ex-
plamations are necessary, we may not substitute these for the
original text ? If there be, I confess I cannot seeit. Let
every moral duty in thesc sacred deeds, be carefuily gather.
ed up, and put into a form and phraseology, adapted to
our existing.circumstances. 'To these we are already bound,
not only .as weral, but also as covenant duties. We are
bound to them, not only by the divine law, but also ‘by our
Tepresentation in our fathers, which we consider equally ob-
ligatory as our own solemn act-————That the forms of cos .
wenants are ‘only circumstantials, and may be lawfully alters
ed a3 circumstunces require, is abundantly evident from the :
history of covemanting in the Old Testament, - -
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But admitting, as I have done, an ‘alteration in the forni
of these covenants, this does not destroy their validity or
nullify their covenant obligation. It might be asked, how
smuch of the present form of any thing is essential, to its spe-
cific existence. Legs, feet and toes, arms, hands and fin-
gers dll belong to the present form of human beings; but
should a finger, or toe, or even-an arm or leg be cut off; the
form would be somewhat altered. Would this amputation
destroy the essentials of humanity ? . Suppose a man; who
has a wife and family, enters into the ministerial office, part
of his ordination vow is, that he shall faithfully dischage the
.duties of the conjugal relation. Should his wife ard children
die, and he stand no longer in a family capacity, this part_
of the vow being cireumstantial, ceases with this change in
‘his circumstances.. Does this destroy, or in the least invali-
date his ordination oath? Certainly not. He has no less
ministerial authority on this account.” In like ‘manner the
ebligation of the moral duties contained in these covenants
not only as moraly but also as covenant duties, still remains,
though the form and phraseology may under'go considerable
glterations. The example of the reformers in the 16th cene
tury is full in point. . < .

5. Om3ecr. “ We covenant with God in theordmameu
of baptlsm and the Lord’s supper. Any thmg more is uns
necessary.”

This proves too much, and consequently, by a well known
rule in reasoning, proves nothing. Accordmg to this, coves
nanting in- Old Testament times was unnecessary. The
church then covenanted with God, in the institutions of cir-
cumcision and the passover, which were substantially the
same with baptism and the Lord’s supper in New Testanrent
times. This however did not render public social covenant
‘ing urnecassary then, neither does it now.

. 6. OBsECT. “ To make adherence to these covenants, and
an unlimited approbation of every tenet and act of the refor-
mers, in entering into and maintaining them, necessary to
admission to chureh privileges, renders your terms of com-
munion very complex and unwieldy, And as many of the
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documents ate now involved in obscurity, throngh the apse

of time, and the inaccuracy of records, a considerable part
* must be believed implicitly, and rested upon the fallible tes-
timony of-men.” ,
~ Perhaps it may be admitted, that our terms of church com-
munion could well enough bear some simplification, and
amendment. We never believed them to be perfect.— With
respect to an unlimited approbation of our venerable refor-
mers, this we never require. 'We would wish to be followers
of them as far as they were followers of Christ. We would
call no man master, with regard to the articles of ur faiths
To the law and to the testimony of God, we would look for
the sanction of all our religious principles, and approve of
our ancestors, only as far as their conduct was agreeable to
that unerring rule. 'We adhere to our present religious sys-
tem, not because it was adopted by our ancestors, but because
-we believe it to be agreeable to the word of God, and conse-
quently ought to be adopted by all nations, wherever the
scriptures have been revealed. We admire their faithful-
ness and valiant contendings, and hold ourselves bound to
and do likewise—As to the charge of implicit faith, it will,
trust, appear unfounded. Some knowledge of the history
of any. socicty, is necessary previous to a junction with it.
Upon the man who would connect himself with any particular
society of men, independently of this knowledge, the charge
of implicit faith may justly devolve. This is to
form an accurate view of the ground on which the society
stands. Particular parts of its history may be so interwoven
with its constitution and laws, that the knowledge of the for~
mer is necessary to appreciate the value of the latter. With
these, it is the business of every one, who intends connecting
himself with the society, to be acquainted. Just so in our
church admissions. We do not make any thing a term of
commundon, but what is founded on the word of God. And
when we find a man totally ignorant of our ecclesiastical his-
tory, we consider him unqualified to be an accurate judge of
our church standing. B
I shall now concﬁcde this subject with a few inferences.
From the text and doctrine, we may see that all our rights
are limited by the divine lJaw. What it commands we have
a right to perform. - What it forbids we have no right to do.
It was alrcady observed that God has delegated moral
g?wer to rational agents. This is the origin of all our rights.
That men have a right to worship God, whatever way their
conscience may dictate, is, with the present generation, a
yery popular doctrine, J tEhas insinuated itself, into the
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creeds of almost all denominations of professing Christians;
The man who denies it, is accounted an' enemy to society,
and is branded as maintaining persecuting principles, We
maintain that men have no right to worship God, any other :
way than he himself has prescribed, and that every deviution,
thereﬁ:om;i is a violation of his law, and rebellion against his:
sovereign majesty. : : ?
But if conscience have any such right, it may not be im<
proper to enquire how it carae by.it. It must have it, either
inherently in itself independently of God, or it must have it
by derivation from him. 'The former supposition is blasphe-
mots. -1t strikes' at the independence of Deity, and vests
the creature with one of his incommunicable attributes. The’
latter is absurd. To allow that God has delegated to his
moral subjects, & riﬁht of iebelling against himeelf, impliés
a contradiction. T'hat which we have a right to do, we may
do lawfully, and without blame. DBut évod has enjoined °
obedicnge to his law, under pain of eternal damnation, yet
by the-hypothesis, we may, 1f our conscience dictate so, law-
Jully violate this lew, for we have a right to do it. But
God cen delegate no such right to his creatures. It would
be inconsistent with his nature and perfections. .
Either the divine law has some precise meaning, or it has'
not. If the latter, it is useless. It would be gross imposi«
tion to give & law which has no meaning and at the same
time punish the violation of it with eternal missery.——1If
it have any precise meaning, when-it says one thing, and
conscience the opposite, which of the two 1s to be considered:
as paramount? If conscience have a negative over the di-
vine law, " then it is superior not only to the law, but also to
the Legislator, in as much as it authoriges as right, that
which he has forbidden. : o :
*" The'law of God, as revealed in the scr::gtu’reo of truth, ‘is
therefore the only unerring rule by which all our rights are li
mited, and by which all our conduet ought uniformly to bé
regulated. 'This extends to things civil ‘as well as religious,
How strange that the glimmering rays of Nature’s light
should be preferred to the splendid illuminations of the hol
Oracles! It is indeed strange, passing strange, that Christ-
ians should deny their obligation to take the divine law, for
the rule of every part of their conduct! Are not they the
xporal subjects of the King of heaven? If so, are not they
bound to adhere to all his institutions? 'Will not their re-
fusal be accounted rebellion? Let us trLit, for a moment,
by the laws which regulate the relation between earthly ru-
Yers, and their subjects. Suppose an earthly monarch sends
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his deputy to take the government of & distant province.
He gives him a schedule of the laws by which the govern-
ment is to be conducted. Suppose him to lose it in a fit of
debauchery, on his way to the place of destination. His
sovereign gets word of it. Though capitally punishable for
his criminal conduct, yet in his clemency, instead of ex-
ecuting justice, he remembers mercy, and sends him s
new copy for the rule of his administrations. He refuses
to receive it. He lx'emembers some scattex;led hglts oii the zld
one, and arrogant es to govern thereby. In what
light is such axgx oneytgt l()’gows'iewedgz’o Is he not g) be consid-
ered a rebel against his lawful sovereign? Let this be ap-
plied to our rg:tion to God. 'The application is so obvious
that it is unnecessary to condescend upon particulars, When
the Lord in gacdness has sent his law to-any nation or peo~
ple, they are bound to receive it with thankfulness, and make
it the rule of their «ivil as well as religious institutions.
Should they refuse it, either in whole or in part, are they
not to be comsidered rebels against the King of nations?
€Can any political. deed of a nation, which has the revealed
word, and yet despises it, refusing to graft its laws and regu-
lations upon it, bind the conscience? Is not that nation
still worse, which, though it has recognized the law as its
rule, and solemnly sworn allegiance to God agreeably to its
requisitions, casts all behind its back, and persists in rebel-
lion against the Omnipotent? The deed of a society consti-
tuted upon such @ basis cannot bind the conscience, =~ .’
: 2. Pronmr this tekt and doctrine, we may see that it is the
duty of a church or nation, to covenant with God. He has
expressly commanded it. When done, he has recognized
the obligation. The example of the saints in Old Testament
times, and of our ancestors in reforming periods, ought not
to be lightly esteemed. 'Though dead, they yet speak to us,
by their example, saying, ¢ Go ye and do likewise.”

3. Hence we may see the great sin of covenant breaking.
It is in direct opposition_to :ﬁ: divine law, pours contempt
on t.he au_thority'of heaven’s eternal Sovereign, is rebellion
against his government, and justly exposes to the awful ven-
geance of his wrath. Hence we find the scriptures abounding
with dreadful denunciations of wrath, against those who are
chargeable with thissin. Various instances might easly be ad-
d Sce Deut. xxix. 25—28. ¢ Then men shall say, Be-
cause they have forsaken the covenant of the Lorp God of
their fathers, which he made with them, when he brought
them forth out of the land of Egypt: For'they went and serv-
ed other gods, and 'Worshippc?t}l’xem, geds whom they knew
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- pot, and whom he had not given unto them : And the anger
of the Lorp was kindled against this land, to bring upon it
all the curses that are written in this book. And tie ‘I,aoomr
rooted them out of their land in anger, and in wrath, andin
geat indignation, and cast them into another land, as i s

is day.” Could language represent in stonger terms the
awful vengeance of God, on those guilty of this highly ag«

gravated sin ? 'With the above passage consult Jer. xxii. 8,
9. LE:lek. va"ii. 15;1—22. bec 0 S

astly. From this subect we may see the great advan

of keepiy;xg covenant with God. I{ is an e:g:ﬁ‘llent meat:%?
holiness, and well adag:ed to our spiritual and religious im-
provement. The consideration of self-obligation, involved in
the very nature of covenants, is calculated to impress the mind,
and becomes a new incitement to the performance of duty,
Psalm cxix. 106. ¢ 1 have sworn, and will perform s#¢; that
T will keep thy righteous judgments.” «Fidelity to our cove-
nant engagements with God, is an excellent mean for obtain-
ing mercics. Both temporal and spiritual blessings are pro-
mised, Isaiah lvi. 4, 6. In Deut. v. 83. after mentioning
the covenant of the children of Israel, and stating the duties
contained in it, we find obedience urged and expected, by
the powerful argument of self-interest, < Ye shall walk in alk
the ways which the Lorp your Ged hath commanded you,
that ye may live, and that it may be well with yom, and that
ye may prolong your days in the land which ye shall pos-
sess.” By keeping covenant with God, we maintain with
him, the meost honourable relation, Isaiah Ikxii. 4. ¢ Thou
shalt be called Hephzi-bah, and thy land Beulah; for the
Lorp delighteth in thee, and thy shall be married.”
Can any re%ation be more honourable than this? Will not
the very consideration of it, actuate as a new tprinciple of
activity ig duty, and give vigour to the spring of evangelical
obedience ?- By conscientious adherence to covenant en-
gagement, viece and immorality, so offensive to God and
g?sgrawfu] to our kind, are tly discouraged, and the
state of society gradually ameliorated. And, finally, by
steadiness to covenant engagements to regulate every part of
our conduct by the moral law, we contribute our mite te the
glory of God, and approach nearer and nearer to that ground
on which the churcﬁ is commanded to stand, and which she
shall occupy, when Jesus shall reign in Jerusalem, in mount
Zion, and before his ancients gloriously. .
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