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T HE

Examination and Refutation.

§WECAUSE I defign all covenient Brevi-
o %5 ty in this Controverfy, I fhall only
;@ & obferve for Introdu&ion, That our
IR & B SeeG Oponents have often, in th>'r Prints,
§ 85) boldly challenged us, to attaint either
. %@@ﬁ their Do&rines or Conduét: They
i have defied us to fhow any Corruption
i of Truth in their Principles, or Scandal in their Prac-
itices,  Well tho’ the Tafk ke unpleafing, yet fince they
' made it neceflary, I have accepted the Cb?llcn‘ge,- and
; would long fince have -entes’d upon the Bufinefs; but
{ was delay’d, partly thro® Wane of Opportunity, by
mezns of my neccl{ary Itinerations, partly thro’ Biﬁn-
clination to Controverfy, and partly becaufe my Time
{ was more delightfully employ’d. But having a Prof-
} pe& of an Hour’s Leafure now and then, I pafs over o+
tner Obftacles, for the fake of the Publick, I defign,
fi+t, to confider their Do&rine, and poftpone the Exa-
wunation of their Conduét till another Opportunity,

except fuch Parts of it as come eccafionally in the
Az Way |
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Wy, becaufe ’tis not likely to be fo enfnaring to fober
Perfons as their Dotrine may be. I have fingled out
in Zhompfon’s Treatife of Convi&tion, whereby to exa-
mine their Doétrines, partly becaufe he pretends as tho’
he were for Reafoning the Matter foberly : {W hereas
the other Members of the Synod, in their Queries, and
Examination, and as they fay, Refutatation of Mr,
Tennent’s Remarks on the Proteftation, have laid afide,
feemingly, all Pretence to Sobriety, and betake them-
felves to Qutrage and Banter: They go on like Men
fwallowed up of Paffion; like Men that look on themfelves
bafflad, and therefore grow defperate, and care not
what thev fay) partly becaufe he treats of important and
concerning Subjells, in which Perverfion of Truth is
moft dangerous; and laftly, becaufe he i1s a principal
and leading Man among them, to whofe Words the
reft give much Heed, and whofe Doltrine they have
generally embrac’d, applauded and reeommended, as
I can prove, if need be.

The firft ‘Paflage I need remark, is in his Preface,
Page 6. where he tells, ¢ That one Motive of making
¢ his Sermon publick, was our induftrious reprefent-
ing him and his Brethren, to our Hearers as if they
deny’d the Affurance of Faith wasat all attainable in
¢ this Life ; that they deny all difcernable Workings
<¢ of the Spirit ; that a Perfon may be in a State of
¢¢ Grace and khow nothing of it, and the like.” Now
put the Cafe we had really reprefented them fo, I think
it would not be wholly groundlefs, as may further appear
in the Courfe of this Debate. I fuppofe Mr. Thompfon
fpeaks in Confert with his Breihren for moft Part: I
know not how be comes, in this Place, to ufe Words
of a feemingly different Import from theirs; for the
Members, in their Examination, &'c. Page 117, do ftrive
to ridicule us for faying, That a Man {one adult) can-
not pafs from a State of Nature to a State of Grace,
without knowing it ; and tho’ our Lord has macg the
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Comparifon univerfal, between the Blowing of the
Wind and Workings of the Spirit, and has ufed the
| Pangs of Travaii as a fit Refemblance of them; yet
1 they puff at us for comparing the Difcernablenefs of the
{ Spirit’s Operations to fuch Things, callinz them imper-
tinent and far-fetch’d Comparifons (which is enough to
fill one’s Mind with Horror who knows them to be
Scripture-Comparifons :) ¢ For, fay they, tho’ the na-
tural Birth is not without fenfible Pains, ordinarily to
i the Mother ; yet the Babe knows but little, if any thing,
'and remembers far lefs of them.” Now, wili not this
- Way of Reafoning cut off the Difcernablenefs of the
. Spirit’s Work in Converfion altogether ? and yet will
‘Mz, Thempfon charge my reprefenting of this with
' Falfhood, f{ince their Words are fo plain? Befides, one
~of his Brethren, difputing with me about Aflurance,
~urged thus, ¢ How can one be aflured, feeing he is ftill
'~ ¢¢ guilty of fome Sin or other 7’ Now let tiis Reafon
' for the Want of Aflurance be confider’d, and fec if it
. will not cut off the Attainablenefs of it in this Life al-
. together.  "Tis true, they will fometimes ufe Words of
i a foynd Import, that they may not feem wholly to re-
- je& our publick approven Standards: But what Account
* can we make of that, when their Scheme cuts off, in
Fa&, what they own in Words,
I pafs on, without remarking any thing further, ’ti!
. I come to Page 12, where the main Body of our Con-
~ troverfy begins, ‘The gencral Staze of the Cafe is thus,
4wtz Mr. 7" --n accufes us of holding feveral Do&rines,
5 which he defigns to refute, as being erroncous, or Wood,
' Hay, Stubble, difcrepant from Scripture and the Ana-
. logy ot Faith; and he ufhers in the Debate with as
. fair 2 Promtife as any Man could defire, viz. 1'hat he
will give a FAIR REPRESENTATION of thefs
Do&rines,.as he apprehends them, and then proceed to
the Relutation of them. Whether he left ti.2ic Words,
as I apprebend them, to be a Salvo for the Non-perfor-
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mance of his Promife, in cafe we fhould fcruple his fair ’
Reprefentation, I know not: But if he did, I would
obferve, that it will not falve the Cafc much, unlefs|?
he had fufficient Grounds from us of his apprehending
the Matter fo: For if his Reprefentations, fo far as we
deny them, cannot be warranted from the Strain of our
Words or Writings, then it will be a fair Conclufion,
that Mr. Thompfon apprehended us fo of his own Choice
and good Pleafure ; and perhaps it may fairly appear to
be fu, c’er all be done.

I proceed to his Reprefentations ; and that I may a-
void al]l needlefs Multiplication of Words, I puipofe to
tianfcribe only fo much of his long Reprefentation of
Do&rines as I deny to be fair; and when I have ftated
and confirm’d the Truth, will difcant upon his Do&rine, |

‘The firft Article is of preparatory Conviétions ;
wherein he reprefents cur Doétrine thus, Page 13,
¢¢ Thefe Convitions muft be {o great, and fill the Heart |
¢ with fuch a Degrec of Fear and Terror as to bring
‘¢ the Perfon unto the very Brink and Border of De/fpair
¢ before he be fic to have the Confolations of Gofpel
¢¢ Offers and Promifesapply’d to him ; and confequently
‘¢ both the Wound and the Cuic muft make fuch deep
¢¢ Impreflions on the Mind and Memory that the Perfon
¢¢ can never forget it, but can afluredly date his Con-
<t yerfion therefrom. Now all this we deny to hold,
and ever have ; nor do I fee what Authority Mr, 7---a
has to impofe fuch Dotrine on us; nay, I\e does not
pretend any, but draws ti.c Bow at a venture: He is
carcful indeed to be fomewhar equivacsl, particularly
in the Word Defpair. If he means Self-defpair, we
own it to be our Do&rine, that a Perfon muft not only
come to the Border of it, but wholly into it, before he.
~ is brought to Chrift. And if he hold the contrary, he
muft take up the drminian Weapons. But if he meun
Defpair of God’s Mercy through Chrift, I know not

well how to free him from the Crime of wilful Slander.
Again,
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Again, thefe Words, Before he be fit 2o have the Confao-
lations of Gofpel Offers and Promifes apply’d to him, do
contain fuch a Confufion of Ideas that I hardly know
what he means to accufe us of by them: Whether b
Pft] the Meritof Congruity ; or by applying Go’pel Of-
ers and Promifes he means a declaring the Promifes of
the Gofpel made to Believers, or a perfuading t“em of
their Intereft in them, or exhorting them to take hold
| of them ; cr whether ae means the gracious Invitations
| of Chrift addrefs’d to Sinners, and teeks to accufe us of
- refufing to declare them to any, until they be on the
~ Point of defpairing of Mercy, I know not. The latter
* feems probable from fome other Paffages of his Book:
‘ But we can, with a good Face, deny the Charge, and
! call the World ¢o witncf. for us, that we have not
- thuned to declare to Sinners the free Mercy and Grate
. of GOD, and have befought them, in his Name, to
embrace the Offers of Pardon and Peace.
. Again, it is not difficult to conclude, that Mr, 7--.»
i holds the Reverfe of what he condemns as Error inus:
't And from the other Parts of this Reprefentation one
{ niay alieady gather, that he holds thefe Things, 1. That
i Convition of Sin and Mifery does not or muft not go -
| before a Work of faving Grace, and is not neceflary :
. 2. That the Terrors of the Law ought not to be preach’d
, . in order to raife fuch Convi&ions: For thefe are the
" ; oppofite Doftrines to what he further chiarges againft us
‘here, In both thefc he and the, Moravians will agree 3
tand he and we Jifier: For we affert the Neceflity of
prep. .tory Convitions as God’s ordinary Way, and
'that thev 2re commonly wrought in the Soul by Means
| of Preaching the Law and its Terrors. Now, by ob-
i fzrving what Parts of his Reprefentation we deny, the
true State of our TioQrine will appear. We do not
hold that every oae is brought under the fame Degree
of Terror, or that all have a lik: Sight and Sehfe of Sin
and Mifery, of continuc d-like long under the fame
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Diftrefs ; or have Conviions begun and carried on 4+ { :
like fenfibly or obfervably, fo as a Perfon can afluredly
date his Converfion therefrom : No, for fuch Circum-
ftances are at the Sovereign Pleafure of (GGod, who may
uphold the Sinner by a greater or lefs Degree of a dif-
tant Hope of Mercy, and fo prevent his Terrors pro-
portionbly ; or may difcover the Terrors of his Wrath
more or lefs clearly, and thow him the Sinfulnefs of his
Nature in fuch a Mealure as feemeth him good, or pre-
vent the Soul, by a gracious Difcovery of Chrift, ina ]
fhort Space of Time. None of thefe Things we ever §
pretended to determine: For who can !imit the Holy
One of Ifracl wherein he has not limited himfclf ? But
whatever Difterence may be in fuch Circumftances, yet
we fay, that in adult Perfons Conviion of Sin and
Mifery is previoufly neceffary to receiving Chrift by
Faith ; and that the Demands of the Law, and its ter-
rible Threats, muft be awfully fet forth, in order to
convince the Sccure of Sin and Mifery. We aflert,
that this is the Order eftablifhed of God, and is agree-
able to Scripture and the Nature of Things, as alfo to cur
approven Standards of Doltrine: For why ? If the Law
fhould not be preach’d, wherefore was it added to the
Gofpel Difpenfation? It was added, favs the Apolile,
Gal. ii. 19. becaufe of Tranfgrefions. But why fhould
it be added becaufe of them, if not to convince Men of
Tran{greflions, and hereby become a School-mafter to
bring us to Chrift, Gal. iii. 24. As a School-mafter it
teaches us our Sin and Mifery, and fends us to CThiift
for Pardon and Peacr.  Again, if the Terrers of the
Law ought not to be preach’d, i an awful Manncr,
why does Chrift and his Apoftles preach them fo? What
can be their Defign herein if not to convince Sinners
of their Mifery as well as of their Sin? If the Law is
to be preach’d at all, why not the San&ion of it allo?
It it be not God’s Method of Working to convine us

of Sin and Mifery, I fee no reafonabic Plea for its bein,
preach’
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preach’d at all in the Chriftian Church; becaufe by the
Law is the Knowledze of Sin, Rom. iii. 20, Now, if
’tis an Error to {trive to convince Sinners of their being
in z‘gracclefs Condition, in order to bring them to be-
lieve in CHRIsT, then it is alfo an Error to preach the
Law to them at all; becaufe it has a Tendency to con-
vince of Sin and Mifery. We mutt either feparate the
Knowledge of Sin from the Law, or feparate the Law
from the (:ofpel Church, if it be wrong to aim at the
Convi&ion of Sinners thereby ; and truly Mr. 7---ns
rea! Strain is, to rejo&t the Law as a School-mafter to
bring Sinners vo Chrift.  This is the proton pfeudss, the
Foundation-Error of his erroncous Compolure. °Tis

N true, he owns, in P. 41. ¢¢ That the Terrors of the

| Law are to be preach’d to Sinners:” But what avails
that, fince his whole Strain is oppofite to fuch a Princi-
ple? Shall a found Word falve an unfound Syftem ? If
fo, we might account the Asravians as orthodox as he ;
and truly “his Performance will be found, upon Exa-
mination, to be as inconfiftent, equivecal and heterodox
as theirs; and as [ utterly dc{})xﬁ: the filly, ill-natur'd
Subterfuge of catching at fome wrong Words or Sen-
tences and cxpﬁundnw them comrary to one’s whole
Stram, fo I refufe to allow that fume found Sentences
fhould defend an heterodox Strain from Cenfure. Let

! Mr. 7---- then be conliftent with himfelf, and either

own the Dodltrine of preparatory Conviétions by the
L.aw, or elfe deny the Preaching of the Law under the
Gofpel-Difpenfation altogether. But further, as the
Neceflity of prezching the La -» with its awful Terrors
to Sinners, does evince the Neceflity of iegal prepara-
ory Conviltions, fo does the whole Strain of Scrip-
ture. It is the Order of GOD, Fohn xvi. 9. when he
{theComforter) is come, he will reprove the World---of
Sin & ; becauf: they believe not inme. If Mr. Th---n's
Doétrine were true, the Words thould be thus, He will
convince of Sin, when thev do believe in e, But if this

"B - bave }
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be an abfurd Glofs, then the Words held forth what he
calls ungracious Conviétions: So in Rom. viii. 15, Ye
hove not recerved the Spirit ¢f Bondage again to Fear, §
The Words imply, that they had once receiv’d him as §
2 Spirit of Bondage. Befides /s ii. 37. and ix. 6.

and xvi. 30. where we have the Inftances of Paul, the
Jailor, and Tharee Thoufand at once pricked in their
Hearts, do prove this Point.  Alfo the //efiminfler Ai-
fcmbly in their Do&rine of Effectual Calling, and the
praflical Ufe of Saving Knswledge, do hold forth the Doc-
trine I contend for. “This I take for granted here, defizn-
g to refcue them from Mr, 7’s Perverfions afterwards.

Beﬁdcs., this Doltrine is proven from Gal. ii. 19.
For I thro’ ihe Law, ant dead to the Law, that I might
live unto God. I know not what Senlc Mr. Th----n
could give this Text, confiilent with his own Scheme.
The Apottle, by the Law, was convinced he could not
be faved by it, and this he makes p*cparatorv to his
living to God.

Again, this Do&rine is illuftrated by the fery and
Frazen Serpc: tsy, i Num. xxi. 6, compared with Joln
i1, 14, where the brazen Serpent is proven to bea Type
of Coryt. Now, as the Ifraelites did not lock to the
brazen Serpert, with any View to get Healing by it,
until they were firft ftung by the fiery Serpents, fo nei-
ther will a Sinner look to Chrift for Pardon and Jutti-
- fication, until his Confcicnce be ftung by the Law,

- threatning Wrath and Condemnation to him, while hc
is under it,  The fame is fhadowed forth by the Man-
flayer’s flying to the City of Refuge: But he did not
betake Limfelf to it, u'ml he faw himiclf in Danger of
penfhmg by the Avenger of Blood ; neither will the
dinner take aapr”tuarv it Chrift, until conviuced that
the Juftice ui God puriues him for his Offences. The
fame Daodtrine 15 held icrth by the Parable of the Pro-
dizal Son, in Luk. x+. v 4,&c. who would not return ta
his Fasher’s Houle, 1nu' he found himfelf perithing.

Again,
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Again, th- Neceflity of preparatory Conviélions is
evidently impiy’d in all thofe Epithets given to Faith in
Scripture.  Suci: as, flecing to Chrift, leaning, taking
hold, ftaying, rciting, receiving, eating, drinking,
hungring, thirfling, &c, All thefe, I fay, do plainly
fuppofe a previous Conviétion of Danger, Weaknefs,
Want, Wearinefs, Poverty, Leannefs, and Mifery.
Will one fles for Refuge who fees no Danger ? or feck
for Reft when he is not weary and heavy laden? Will
he f=ll all for one Pearl, when he is not convinced of
its being better to him than all his Subftance ? Will he

¥ depend on another for what he has himfelf ? or feek
# H:ualing when he feels no Hurt? No: *Tis highly un-
| reafonable to fuppofe it. ’Tis true one may feem to
4 fly to Chrift, and think he depends on him ; but if he
{ is not convinced of Danger firft, he cannot ly with a
| View to obtain Shelter, He may look to him, but if
he feels no Wound, it cannot be with a View of being

§ healed. So we read of fome, that ftay themfelves on

1 the God of Ifrael, and make Mention of him, but not
| in Truth, nor in Righteoufnefs, Jfa. xlviii, 1,2. For
% why ? They were not feelingly convinced of their
{ Weaknefs and Infufiiciency, and hence they did not
{ ftay themfelves on him with a View of getting Strength,
- and fuch other Things as were neceffary, and therefore
i did not ftay themfclves on him in Truth and Righteouf-
! n@fs. True Faith is a real, affeCtionate, entire Depen-
dance on Chrift, for Wifdom, Righteoufnefs, Sanéti-

{ fication and Redemption ; but one cannot in Deed and
in Truth depend for thefeThings, without a real and full
Conviction of the Nothingnefs and Infufficiency of his
own Righteoufnefs,&’¢c Nay,without fuch a Conviétion,
he has no Reafon to cffer, why he does believe in Chrift;
he comes to him rich,and encreafed withGoods,and may
expelt to be fent empty away. Faith without Conviction
1sa meer Compliment ; for ’tis not a reafonable Service ;
nay ’tis contrary to the StruCture of the human Soul ;
B2 tis
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tis anti{criptural, and a plain Delufion; *tis a Meravian,
yea, a Popiih Faith,  Surely Grd alls with Manasa
reafonable Creaturc ; but we could not fay fo, if Mr,
Th----n"s Scheme were true.  Methinks a due Confi-
deration of what is faid alreadv, might make him and
his Votaries tremble, and cut down their Hope like 2
Tree, and fhake {uch a falle Foundation to the Centre:
For his own Do&rine reprefents him as an Hufbandman
that fows his Seed among Thorns, without firft plow-
ing the Ground : And I may well apply, on thxs e~

ahon, thofe Words of the Prophet, Fer. iv. 3, 4
Break up your Fallow-Ground, and fzw not among Thorns.
C ircumc:]é yeurfelves to the Lovd, and take away the Fore-
Srin of your Heart, ye Nen of fudah, and Inhabitants of
Ferufalem 5 leff my Fury come forth like Fire, and burn
that nane can quench it, becaufe of the Evil of your Daings.

What is faid, may fuffice at prefent; feeing I fhail
have frequent Occafions of adding more Arguments, in
the further Examination of what Mr. Th----n advances
againft this Doétrine. He propofes in Page 15, to
come to a dire@ Refutation of 1t 3 but firft he will
prepare his Way by laying down fome Obiervations
concerning the Spirit’s Work in the Soul.  Thefe are
four in all, and the Subftance of them is as follows.

1. That the Graces of the Spirit are infufed at once,
and not firft one, and then another.

2. Of Confequence, wherever one Grace is vifible, all
others are there too.

3. That they arc not fu diftinét as to exift indcpen-
dently of each other, becing radically one entire Prin-
ciple of Grace, putting forth itfelf in various Actings,
according to the Occafions and Objets it meets with.

4. That wherever one Grace is in Exercife, others
are alfo in Exercife with it,

From whence he draws twn Inferences :

1. That affoon as this gracious Principle is implanted,

fo foon the Sinner is delivered irom the Guilt and Power
of Sin, 2. That
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2. That fo foon as one is converted, he begins to

i exercifv fome (Grace or other,

In all thefe Particulars I pleafantly agree with him ;
and if nothing worfe were advanced, we might walk
together, But Mr. 75---n defigns hereby to prepare the
Way to a Refutation of the Doétrine of preparatoryCon-
vitions; and in order to carry his Point, he takes it for
granted that Convi&ion is a Part of this Principle of
(Srace, in thefe memorable Words, pag. 22. where he
fuppofes one convarted by an awakening Sermon: ¢ "Tis
““ moft rational, fays he, to think, that this newPrinciple
¢ of ipiritual Life would exercife and put forth itfelf
““ in Conviétions, or in Soul-wounding and affecting
¢ Perfuafian of the Perfon concerning his own finful,
‘¢ miferable and perifhing State, together with his Need
¢ of a Saviour.” Now it Convi€ion of Sin were
indeed a Part of this Principle of Grace, & would grant
that his for.going Obfervations were much to the Pur.
pofe ; but unlefs they have prepared the Way to prove
this Point, they will be of no Service at all to his
Scheme. That they no Way tend to prove this, will
be felf-evident by comparing the Conclufion with each
Obfervation, thus: 1. Tke Graces of the Spirit are all
infufed at once, thercfore Conviction of Sin is a faving
Grace. Or, 2. Wherever one Grace is vifible in its
Exercifes, all other Graces are in the fame Perfon ;
thercfore Convidtion 1s a2 Grace, Or, 3. All the
Graces of the Sgirit are one entire Principle of Grace,
and therefoere Conviftion is a Part of this Principle.
Or, 4. Where one Grace is in Exercife, others are
alfo in Exercife with it at the fame Time ; thercfore
Convition is aGrace. Now every one may fee how wide
the Conclufion is, and thereby difcover that Mr, Th--z
has taken the whole Matter for grantcd, that fhould
have been proven. Qught rot Mr. Th----n to have
confidered, that Suppofition is not tuken for Proof by
judicious Enquirers ?

However
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However he goes on to rewfon from this Suppofition, !

ez, ¢ that this Conviction is the fira difcernible Fruit
‘“ or Exercifc of the new Principle of fpiritual Life 3
of cenfequence “C it mufi then be accompanied, vea
‘¢ proceed from a Principle of true Faith” Now that
we may have a clearerView of his Scheme,it is neceflary
that we ftop here, and enquirc what this I'uith is which
he calls true. Why, ’tis that *“ whereby the New Con-
‘¢ vert is, as it were, confliaincd to beiieve the threat-
“ nieg of the ’Wor\,, aud 1ts Declaration of the Per.
“ fon’s fintul perithing Stute by Nature.” 1 confefs
this is a new Convert of a new Kind, for he has a
new favine Faith. If this be truce laxth, I would not
fcruple to call Fudas a true DBiliever 3 for he believed
the T'hreatning of the Word, and had an affeéting
Soul-wecunding Perfuafion of 1ts Declaration of his
perifhing State > when he went and hanzed himfelf,

Mr. To--x tells us elfewhere ¢ that ’tis not to be
¢¢ doubted but many kncwinz formal Profeflors, do
¢ really, thatis, nnt fcwr‘cd!v trult in the Righteouf-
¢ nefs of Chrift, and not at 21! in their own.” ~ See his
Treatife on Govcrnment, Paze 40. Now, to truft
reallv, that is, not tewnedl/ in the Righteoufnefs of
Chrift, and not at all in their cvn, even w0’ they have

much of it, being knowing formal Profeflors: This,
it fecms, is & gracelefs Faith, without all Controverfy ;
but to be as it were conftrained to believe the threatning
Declarations of the Word, &c. is the true Faith of
Mr. T --.n’s Chriftians. Is not this to put Light for
Durkeefs, and Darkrefs for Light ; Sweet for Bitter,
aud Litter for Sweer; Goud for Evil, and Evil for
Good ? But then, to falve this, he tells us, that it
muit be accompany’d alfo with Love to God, Hatred
of Sin,.true Faith of Gofpel-Promifes, of Chrift’s All-
fufficiency and Willingnefs to fave penitent, turning
Sinpers,” &c. Dut by what Neceflity of Con(cquence
muft Conviétion be accompany’d with thefe? Does a

;
2
!

Perfon’s ‘
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Perfon’s Convition of his perithing State by Nature
neceflarily infer Love to God, &c.? Surely the Con-
fequence is ridiculous? he is affectingly perfuaded of
his perifhing State by Nature ;5 therefore he loves God,
and believes truly in Chriit, &c., Mr. T---n calls his
Convictions faving, and yct the Man is convinc’d of

' his perifhing State ; he is pe:fuaded of it, but it’s a
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Principle of faving Grace that puts itfeif forth in this
Perfuafion ; he is truly convinced of his being in a
miferable Condition by Nature, yet he is then truly
converted, How punctual is e in theMoravianScheme?
But Mr. Th---n will fay. that all this follows on the
Suppofition of Convi&ion’s beinz a Fruit of this Prin-
ciple of Grace. Yes, no doubt, fuppofe any thing,
and then any thing will follow. Suppofe Iznorance to
be the Mother of Devoticn, and then it will follow by
neccflary Confequence, that it’s a Sin to feek after

‘Knowledge. Suppole Drunkenrefs to be a Duty, and

then 1t wiil foilow, that 1t’s 2 Sin to be foker; or
fuppofe lezal Convition hinders Converfion, then it
will follow that lesal Convition is a Sin.  Now,
Mr. Th----n’s Suppotition being falfe in Faét, his Con-
fequences drawn from it, makes the Whole to be like
2 Caftle in the Air, a {tatcly Seructure without a Foun-
dation, a very Heap of Contradi@ion and Inconfiftency.
Well, but if there can be any Inftance given, whereby
his :‘vaotheﬁs may be fupported, then his Conclufion
will ftand good.

Now, he thinks the Thief or. the Crofs is a notable
Inftance, Page 23. For ¢ his Prayer to Chrift did
‘¢ certainly proceed from a true Faith which accompa-
nied his Convi€ion.” But what is this to the Purpofe?
that the Thief on the Crofs ¢id repent and believe
truly 'in Chrift, none of us doubt ; but that his firft
Convn&non proceedcd from Faith, or was accompanied
with it, in Mr. Th----n’s Senfe, T never heard before,
nor can I toke Mr, Th---n’s Afierticn for Proof. o

c.
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He is at much Labour to inftil this Principle, that
Fuith, and other Graces, do accompany Conviétion ;
tho’ becaufe they are only Concomitants they may not :
be difcernable, and confequently not concluded to be |
Actings of true Faith. Among other Graces that are
Concomitants to Conviétion, Hope is one; yet he |
owns this may be undifcernable too, in Page 23. Now,
fince Mr. Th---n accufes us of Preaching, that Sinners,
before Converfion, muft come almoft to Defpair ; might
I not bere afk, what is the Difference between his un-
difcernable Hope, and beinz juft on the Border of Def-
pair ! Nay further, is it not by far the moft rational
to think that a convinced Sinner thould be in fuch a
di{inal Plunge than a real  -ert? Mr. 7h---n only
reprefents us as holding fuca Opinion of convinced Sin-
ners, before Converfion ; but he himfclt fpeaks of real
Chriftians,  And becaufe his Words are fomething re-
markable, I fhall give them jull as they ftand, Page 23,
* Altho’ as yet, the poor trembling Convert would
““ recken it great Prefumntion to rank himfelf among
““ the Number of true Converts, and yet for all his
¢ being conicious of his loathing himfclf and hating
¢ Sin, will of Courfe raife fome Degrees of Hope, tho’
‘¢ perhaps mot difcernable, that the prefent Exercife he
‘“ is under, may at laft prove to be the Beginning of
¢ true Repentance and Converfion in him,”  What
Wonder now, that Mr. T ---n’s Succefs in the Mini-
ftry is undifcernatle to himfelf,fince he may have much,
and yet the Hearts of his own People not difcern it,
according to his own Scheme? He has found 2 Way
to make himfelf and them both eafly together.

Mr. Th----n has now given us a View of Conviclion
confider’d 2s a leading Grace, and firft difcernable
Fruit of converting Grace ; and if we attend him two
or three Pages further, he will give us Suppolfitions of
Converfion, wherein other Graces may be principal,

and Convi&tion onlv a Coneomitant, In Pag. 24. he
- procreds

R
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proceeds thus, ¢ Now fuppofe a Perfon to be con~
| ¢“ verted by an inviting comtortable Sermon, is it not
- ¢ patural and rational to expelt, that divine Grace,
¢ then infufed into fuch a Soul, would immediately
‘“ put forth itfelf in fome fp ritual Exercifes fuitable to
¢ the Entertainment which he is entertained withal ? **
Some of thefe Exercifes he fpecifies, Pag, 25, as ¢ Love
““ and Gratitude to God, Admiration of his undeferved
¢¢ Grace, Refolutions to turn and cleave to him ; yet
¢ thefe would be accompanied with Faith, Ccnv:v-
“ tion, Humility, ” &c. Now this Aceount of Thirgs
feems as tho’ it might jult agree to the Stony Ground-
Hearers: They xmmed atcly received the Word with
Joy, but we hear nothing ot their Conviétion: So is
the Ca{e with Mr. ‘I/J-~--ns Chriftians.  They may
love and defight in the Do&rine, but zan tell no Reafon
why, ouly it’s a comfortable Sermon.. Nay, from the
foothing, foft Words Mr. Th---n ufes, one would be
almoft tcmpted to think, that his Convert might have
been afleep, and not fo much as hearkning to the W ord,
until he is converied, and ¢ then begins to attend, and |
‘¢ with Greedinefs drmk in what he hears, vnth Af-
“ fections fuitable to his Entertainment, which is :otr,
¢ {weet and encouraging, like a fpiritual Soncr of Love,”
*I'is true he has Convn&non, if he did but know it ;
but forafmuch as it is only a concomitant Grace in the
prefent fuppofed Cafe, it may be mm{cernable, “ and
““ his greater Degree of Convidions might be referved
“ until he might find another Entertainmént better
“¢ fuited to excite them.” Thef¢ ar¢ new and ftrange
Thou"hts about Converfion, uncouth Ideas., But now
Mr. Th---n himfelf will help us to explain away all
thefe Marks of his fuppofed Convert, by his own Rule ;
for if a Perfon may really, that 15, not feignedly, truft
in the Righteoufnefs of Chrift, and vet be gracelefs ;
why may he not alfo really, that is, not feignedly,love

God, and admire his undeferved Grace, and refolve to
€ turn
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turn and cleave to him, and yet be but a Stony-Ground-
Hearer? For, the Stony-Ground-Hearers received the
Word with Joy, which implies both Love and Admi-
ration. Well, but fuppofe them to be converted, then
their Joy would be true; fo Mr, Th---n fuppofes his
Hearer of the comfortable Sermon to be converted, and
then of Confequence his Love and Admuration, &',
is right and true: Yes. Here again I muft have Re-
courfe to the old Maxim : Suppofe any thing, and any
thing will follow. But let Mr. Th---n know, that I do
not take his Hypothefes for granted as to this Manner
of Converfion. Perhaps he will urge, as in Pag. 24,
that *¢ fure it cannot be deny’d but that fuch [nviting,
encouraging] Sermons have a Teadency to draw Sin-
ners to Chrift with Cords of Love.” I grantit; and
~ what then? Why, Mr, Th--.n would fuppofe that a
Sinner converted by fuch a Sermon of Love, would
not have anv difcernable Convittions, becaufe his Ex-
ercifes would be according to his Entertainment. But
how doces this Confequence follow ? I will fay, Sup-
pofe one be converte! by Means of a terrible Sermon,
he will ftraightway be fill'd with Love; and would
Mr. 75---n conclude, that therefore he had no pre-
cecding Convi&ions ? Is it not plain, that a Sermon
of Love has as native a Tendency to convince as any
other ? efpecially if a Minifter be defcribing the Nature
or Properties of true Love ! May not a Sinner be con-
vinced that he has not this Love ? and is not this Con-
viftior ? It s fo. But this kind of Conviion Mr.
Tk---n abhorrs, becaufe if a Perfon be convinced of
his being gracelefs, this is legal, ungracious Convic-
tion, which he labours againft, Well, now the Way
fs prepar’d, to come to a dir& Refutation of cur Doc-
trine in this Point,.
In Page 27. he propofes to make it ¢ appear, that
all fuch Convifions as are void of true Grace, are fo

far from being neceflary Preparatives for Cenverfion,
- that
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‘ that they are rather an Impediment to it.” This is
new Divinity in the Mouth of a Proteftant Calvinift,
without Doubt. One might here atk, Does a Man’s
Knowledze of his Povegty hinder him to beg? or the

| the Pain of his Difeafe hinder his feeking a Phyfician 2
Or is it an Hinderance to building on a new Founda-
tion, that one is firft convinced of the Rottennefs ‘of
the old ? If not, then how can it be an Impediment
to a Perfon’s coming to Chrift, that he fees himfelf at
prefent in 4 loft Condition while out of Chrift ?

But however it be, Mr, Th---n is for purfuing his
Point ; and in order to prove the above Aflertion true,
he allows, 1. ¢¢ That there are fuch common Con-
““ vi&tions, arifing from a natural Confcience, or a
*“ common Work of the Spirit, or both, which may,
‘ and often do fall fhort of Converfion.”>  But then,
to prove the Point yet a little Degree more clearly and
fully, he allows, 2. ¢ That thefe common Convictions
‘“ may be fometimes fucceeded with true Converfion.”
Now, before we go too far, and lofe Sight ot his Con-
ceflions, let us obferve, That thefe Convictions may be
from the Spirit of God, and alfo may be fucceeded
with Converfion: And would not every one conclude,
that the Holy Spirit would not take fuch a Method, as
would, in its very Nature and Tendency, be an Hin-
derance to Converfion, when he intends to convert ?
And how then can Mr. Zh----n’s Notions confift well
together? Indecd he feems as tho’ he had been aware,
that fome-body might reafon after this Manner frqm
his Conceflions, and thercfore he haftens to ftop fuch a
Reafoner’s Mouth, by faying, ¢ But when it is {o, the
‘¢ Converfion following cannot be juftly reckoned the
¢¢ proper Effet of thofe Convi&ions.” Very true,
indeed: For if Converfion were the proper Effe&t of
Conviction, then Conviction would be the proper
Caufe of fuch Converfion. But what hen? I verily
thought Mr. Th----n was dcfigning to prove, that fuch

Conviclion, in its very- Nature, did hinder Converfion;
T T .
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and I did not expect him, inflgad of that, to tell us,
that Converfion is not the proper Effect of Conviction :
For tho’ it be not, yet that is no Proof of its being
hinder’d by fuch Convition ; unlefs it were a fure
Maxim, that every Effe@t is hinder’d by every Thing
that is not its Caufe ; and if fo, then we might reafon
thus, Every thing hinders every thing to be done. Or
does he think,that his proving Converfion not to be the
proper Effe@ of Convxf’uon, is enough to thow, that
Conviétion, 1n its Nature and 'lendc.ucy, cannot be
preparatory to Converfion, unlefs it be the Caufe of it?
It his Words be any thmw atall to °" Purpofe, they |
muft intend this. |

Now I would afk, Whether putting off our old
Cloaths be not a nece{r.ary Preparative to putting on of
a new Suit, when ygt it’s not the Caufe of it ? Is not
the Deftruction of Legal Hope, a neceflary Preparative
to Gofpel Hope, yet not the Caufe of it? Is not
quitting Dependance on our own Righteoufnefs, a ne-
ceflaryPreparative to our depending on the Righteoufneis
of Chrift, tho’ not the Caufe of it? And here I may
add, T imt a Convi€ion of the Infufficiency of our own
Righteoufnefs to juftify, is a neceffary Preparative of
our quitting Dependance thereon.

However, tho’ Converfion be not the Effe& of Con-
victions, vet Mr. Th- -n allows, that ¢ it may be oc-
“¢ cafioned by them, as it may be by the Commiflion
““ of fome grofs Sin, which deeply wounds the natural
¢ Confcience.” Well, aund is not Wounding the na-
tural Conlcience, a plain Conviction! &o then §i
occafions Conviction, and Conviction occafions Con-
verfion.

Now, Reader, from the Whole you may obferv
thefc Thmas, viz. That tho’ common Conviétion
mayv be from the Spirit of God, yet they occafio
Conveifion only in the faine Senfe as fome grofs Sin

and confequently, as ever we would refift Sin, (o thoul
we
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we refift fuch common Motions of the Holy Spirit

(infanduan diétu!) as tend to convince of Sin. l*or why?
J tho' they may be fucceeded with Converfion, and may

occafion it, yet in their very Nature they are an Hin-
~ drance to it; and whatever hinders it, ought to be
reifted, and abhorred: But efpecially they are to be
avoided, if the Holy Ghoft do convince of Mifery too,
and the Soul be fll’d with confounding Fears; then
this is the Language of Unbelief, and Satan’s Tempta-
tioas, and no better than Sin ; nay, not only a Sin,
bat a great Sin ; not only 2 great Sin, but a very great
Sin. Such are the Infiru€ions civen us by this Mafter
of Ijrael! worthy to be branded with the Name of
HURRID BraspHEMY! Onmpora’ O mores !
What thocking Confideraticns are thefe !

Obftuput, ficteruntque conz, et vox faucibus bafit.

Now, Mr. 7%----n"s owning fuch Convi&ions to be -
from the Spirit of God, and yet giving them the Name
of Sin, Unbelief, and no better than Satan’s Tempta-
tions, makes my Remarks appear evidently juft. 1f any
doubt that I have gone too far, I will give his own
Words, in Page 34. ¢ As for thefe Soul-fhocking and
¢ confound Fears, which are the native Attendants of
““ Convi&tions when there is no Sight of a Remedy or
‘“ Relief, and which feem to be driven at, by fome
‘¢ Preachers, as a main Ingredient of their preparatory
¢ Convittions, I fay, theie Fears and Terrors are at
‘¢ the beft but the Language of Unbelief and Satan’s
¢ Temptations, and conkqucmly are in their very
*“ Nature a very great Sin.” Now ’tis evident that
what is here fpoken, may be the proper Confequence
of the Spirit’s convincing of Sin and Mifery: Nay,
furh Convi&ions he himfelf afcribes to the Boly Spmt,
in Pag. z7. where he brings in Saul, Fudas, Ahab,
Hevod, Felix, Agrippa, and ‘the Stoners of Stephen, as
Inftances of that Convi&ion which may be from a na-
turai Confcience, or a coramon York eof the Spirit, and
may fall fhort of Lonverﬁon. How-

[ o]
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However the Way is o far prepar’d to make it appear
that fuch Conviclons as are void of Grace, are a great
Hindrance to Converfion,

But in order to make the Point plainer, Mr. Th---u
in Pag. 28, propefes fume Diftinétions between thefe
ungracious, common Convitions, and *¢ thofe which
are ot u faving Nuture, which are a Fruit of faving
Grace.” Now before we proceed further, I would
enquirg into the Propriety of this Term, Saving Con-
viétions, The Words do appear to me contradiétory
- Terms, unlefs thereby were meant Conviction of Righ-
teoufnefs and Judgment : But this he pretends not.---
I am well enough aware, th.t he weuld urge his Sup-
pofition to anfwer my prefent Enquiry 5 but I have
refolved not to take it for granted, but wiil try once
for all, whether it will ftand goud. I will take his
own Dchniticns of Conviltion, that out of his own
Mouth he may e condemn’d. In Pag. 22. he defines
it, *° a Soul-wounding and affecting Perfuaiion of the
¢ Perfon, concerning his own fintul, miferable and
¢ perifliing State, tozether with Lis Need of a Saviour,”
Pag. 34, 35. * To believe that we are in a perifhing
‘¢ State by Nature, and that we certainly fhall perith,
“ if we continue in that Eftate ; that unlefs we repent
‘¢ and truly believe in Jefus Chrift, that is, cordially
¢ accept of him as offered in the Gofpel ; unlels we
* be born 2gaizn: To believe, I fay, and be firmly
¢t convinced of thefe Things, and to be fuitably affec-
¢¢ ted with them, according to the Momentoufnefs of
$¢ their Nature, doth . :tainly Lelong to thefe Con-
¢¢ victions, which make up a Part of Converfion, and
#¢ are the firft fenfible Exercifes of a new vital Prin-'
¢¢ ciple.” Another fummary Definition we have in
Pag. 39, 40. viz. ¢ A Perfuafion of the Perfon’s na-
¢¢ tural, finfu:] and miferable State, according to the
¢ Word, the Heart and Confcience bearing Witnefs
¢ thereunto.” Now, I fay, according to his own

Defi
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Definitions, the Words; Saving Conviftions, are a
Contradi&ion in Terms. If Mr, Th- -n contradict
this, he is obliged to prove, that a Perfon cannot be
- convinced or perfwaded of his being in a miferable,
perithing Condition by Nature, until he be in a State
of Grace ; that he cannot be convinced of his Need of
2 Saviour, until he has a Saviour ; that he cannot be
convinced of the Neceffity of believing, unlefs he does
believe ; that he cannot believe he will certainly perifh
without Regeneration, unlefs he be Regenerate ; that
his Heart and Confcience cannot bear Witnefs to his
miferable Condition by Nature, unlefs he be truly
gracious: Ina Word, He muft prove, that a firm
Conviétion of thefc Thmgs does infer and fuppofe a
State of Grace by Neceflity of Confequence 5 and then
he will find more Difficulty, than in 2ffirming the
Cafe is fo, or taking it fos <rranted But fince it is
. abfolutely impoffible for him to prove thefe Things, his
Suppofition falls to the Ground, and the whole Fabrick
at once is diflolv’a. How exallly do fuch Marks of
Grace, tend to lull Formalifts in the deepeft Security,
until they go down into the Pit with a Lie in their
right Hands? But perhaps, if all fhould fail, Mr,
Th---n has left thefe Werds as a Back-door to go out at,
and efcape the Tafk, viz. *“ And to be fuitably affe@ted
¢ with thefe Things, according to the Momentoufnefs
¢ of their Nature.” Now No.lbody can tell how
much he would contain in fuitable Affeétions. For, one
who is convinced, that he muft believe in Chrift, or
perifh, will not be faid, perhaps, to be fuitably aﬁ'ec-
ted according to the Greatnels of the Affair, unlefs he
. does truly believe in Chrift. If Mr. Th---n for a Shift
would ufe the Words in this Latitude, and at the fame
time make them Part of his Definition of Convi&ions,
the Shift would be plainly ridiculous; for then his
Convi@®ions would be fo extenfive, that Faith and
Regencration would only be a Part of them,
Again
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Aqain ’tis worthy of Notice, how devotedly Mr,
4h--_n adheres to his own Scheme in all thefe Defini-
tions: For why, he cautioufly guards againft putting
any Article among them, that would umply a Convic-
tion in tiie Sinner of his prefent perifhing State : For
if he did believe bim{elf to be juft now in a miferable
Condition, it would have a Tendency to fhock his
Soul, and confound him with Fear, which would be
a very great Siny {ags Mr. 7h---n. He would have him
convinced that he has been in a miferable Scate, that
he is fo by Nature, but no Sinner muft drawvs fuch
a fhocking Conclufion, as that he is #sw in a bad
State, left thereby he fhould ﬁn, and Linder his Con-
verfion. A gracelefs Sinner is in a bad State, it’s true,
yet it would be a Sin for him to believe fuch a Truth,
much more to be fhock’d with the Thoughts of ;t
Mr. Th---n will allow him fo much Hope as will be
indifcernible ; but yet tor him to doubt whether the
Lord will fave him, is to affront his Mercy in an high
Degree. Pag. 23. compar’d with Pag. 34. where b
has thefe Words, v7z. ** Sureiy to fear or doubt whe-
¢ ther the Lord can or wili fave us, after he hath given
¢¢ fuch Proof of both, is to afiront both his Power and
¢ Mercy in an high Du*rec The Antinomians hold
that Faith is only a Pe:fuafion in a Perfon, that he fhal
be faved. Mr. Th---n aflerts, that it is an high Aﬁxun <
to divine Mercy, to doubt whether God will fave: 4nd
for my Part, I cannot fee much Difference bctwecn
Perfuaﬁon that he will fave us, and not doubting bu
he will fave us. I grant it is an Affront to the Powed
of God to doubt whether he can five me; but I den
that it’s an affronting of his Mercy to doubt whether "iq
will fave me ; for he may pafs me by, and a ‘Thoufanc
more, without any )uﬁ Impeachment of his Mercy
He has given abundant Proof of his Power to fave, anc
his Mercy in faving ; but he has not faid that all fhax
be faved : And thefore nothing can rationally- remove

my Dcoubts, but fuflicivnt I:vxdence that he will fave
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me, even me. But not to doubt, ‘meerly becaufe he is
merciful and powerful, without Evidence of my In-
tereft and Propriety in thefe Attributes, is evidently
and demonftrably an Antivomian Faith, In a Word,
Mtr. Thompfon and the Aoravians may walk Hand in
Hand, as to their Notions iof preparatory Convictions
by the Law, for any thing appears as yet. If any
doubt this, I would only refer them to Count Zinzen-
dorff’s Difcourfes, or Mr. Tennent’s Remarks thereon,
Nay more, the Church of Rome maintains Mr, Th--n’s
Do&rine diftinétly. For Proof of this, I need only
tranfcribe a Paflage from Mr. Perkin’s Reformed Ca-
thelick, London-Edit. 1610. pag. 567. where he repre<
fents the Popith Doctrine of Juftification thus, wiz,
¢ The Ground is Faith, which they definé to be a
¢ general Knowledge, whereby we underftand and
| ¢¢ believe that the Doctrine of the Word of God is
‘“ true. Things proceeding from this Faith are thefe,
¢ A Sight of our Sins, a Fear of Hell, Hope of Salva-
- % tion, Love of God, Repentance, and fuch like.”
' Now, compare herewith Mr, Th.--n’s Doctrine, in
pag. 22. where he tells us, that *¢ Conviction of.Sin
“ is the firft difcernible Fruit of a Principle of fpiritual
““ Life ; that it proceeds from truc Faith, whereby the
““ New Convert is, as it were, conftrained to believe
§ ¢ the threatning Declarations of the Word, againft his
| ¢ finful perithing State.,” Compare alfo his Remarks
| on the Three Thoufand, &c. 4&sii. 37. Nay, com-

pare his Doctrine in general on this Point, and fee an
exact Conformity between it, and the Doctrir> of
Rome herein, Let this be confider’d, and then fay,
whether the invidious Infinuations, and groundlels
- Calumiiies, of Popery, &¢. fo liberally caft on us’ by
our Oppofers, might not have been fpared ?
~ But now at length we come to his Diftinctions be-
tween (mgracious and faving Convictions, wherein, [,

(ﬁppo(é,'. is" gréat Strength lies ; for hitherto he has

.
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- Now, for Brevity’s ke, I will only make one Ob~
fervation on ai! his Dittinctions, which is this, wviz.
That ke has defcribed (Gofpel-Repentance, and calls it
Saving Cocviction ; which is certainiy an Impohtlon
on the Ignorant and Credulous, and a rnifeft Per-
verfion of the Ufe of Language, What! o {ubftitute
one Word in plac. of . nother, contrary to the known
Acceptaticn of the Word? How awkward, and ab-
ufive ! Can it poflibly be Mr, Th---n’s Opmlor, that
Conviction and Repentance are the fame Thing? Un-
lefs he prove (iis, ai! uis Diftinctions wiil amouant, in
their Sum total, to nothing, wi:i refpect to his prefent
Argument., ’Tis true, Repentance does prefuppofe
Conviction ; yet they are no more the fame than the
Relative and Antecedent are: And becaufe ’tis im-
poflible for Mr. Th--n to prove them one and the fame, |
his Caufe is nothing bectter’d by thefe Diftinctions ;
theretore I pafs over them, as altogether soreign to the
Purpofe,

At iaft Mr. Th---n comes to the winding up of his
Argument, and tnumphantly afks, in Pag. 34. ¢ How
€ much Frdas was prepar’d for Converiion by bhis
« (,or"nc‘fmns and Terrors? ” Here Mr., Th---n'
makes Conviction and final Defpair the fame Thing.
No Wonder he ftarts at the Notion of legal preparatory
Convictions, if he look upon them under the Notion of
an utter Defperation of Mercy. But unlefs he prove
that Con\ *icui and Deipair are one Thing, and that
every ungracious conviriced Sinner is on a “Level with
Fudas, his Query will not be convictive to me, Bu
had he bethought himfelf, he anfwered this Queftion
bufor he afked it, in P.xé 33. where he obferves, .2

* “fudas’s Conviction was not accomipanied with th
¢ lextt Profpect or Probability, or even a Poflibility o
‘“ Relief, wlmh raifed his Terror to that fatal Heigh
“ it came to.”” But the Conviction of others may b

accompanied with-a rational Probability and Profpec
&
0

.




’ (27 ) |
¢ of Relief,” Now Mr, Th---n may take this for a
fufficient Anfwer to his Query. However he is re-
folv’d to have a Conclufion, and makes it pofitively
- thus, viz. ‘* That fuch ungracious Convictions tend .
| ¢¢ rather to fcare a Perfon from Chrift, than draw him
" unto him ; as appears (fays he) by the too.common
and ordinary Confequence: For either they drive
) ¢ the Perfon to Defpair, and an Halter, with Fudas,
bec or to drown and {tiflle his Trouble and Terror with
¢ a diffolute and licentious Life, or thirdly, to reft
¢ upon an external lifelefs Profeffion, together with an
¢ outward Reformation, and perhaps to truft to fome
“ oood Work by way of Merit to appeafe an oftended
 Deity. ” I fhall anfwer his Affertions by propofing

a few com:&xv e Queries, which he may anfwer at his
Lelfure, viz. How has it a Tendency to fcare a Perfon
from Chrift, to be firft convinced that he’s undone for
ever, unlefs he come to Chrift, and be found in him?
Does a Senfe of Hunger natively tend to {care a Perfom
from eating ¢ Or how does Convz&non of Sin, under
the Sound of Grace, natively lead to Defpair, and an
Halter 7 Does Convicion of the dreadful Nature of
Sin,engage a Pcrion to continugin it ! Or has this been
the comm-. and ordinary Confequence of Conviction at
this Day ? Or will a Perfon naturally cruft to, and reft
upon fome good Work by way of Merit, becaufe he is
convinced that there is no Merit in it? If fo, then
contradictory Pmpoﬁ;ions may both be true; and any
thing may have a natural Tendency to be every thing;
an . tho' Mr. Th.--n and I are of oppofite Sentiments,
yet we may both be exact'y right,

Mr, Th---n has drawp up a grievous Indictment a-
gainft fome Preachers of the Gofpr > Pag. 34, 35. who
% infift only on avenging Juftice, and induftrioufly,
‘¢ as it were, hide, and draw a Vail over the lovely
¢ Attribute of divine Mercy. And hide from convin--
¢ ced Singers all- Sight of any Remedy or Relief. ”
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I dare fay fuch Preachers ought to be cathier’d. In
O poﬁtlon to fuch he very well obferves, ¢¢ That the
“ whole Tenor of Scripture is at once to reprefent the
¢ eternal GOD as a juft Avenger of impenitent un-
z believing Sinners, and a gracicus, merciful, fin-
¢ ardonma GOD to all humble, penitent, belxevmb
“ Souls » "Now, by the Way, if God be reprefented
thus to Sinrers, has not this a Tendency to confound
them with Fear, while. unbelieving?  Does Mr. Th--n
ever reprefent him fo? If he does, is it his Hope that
none of his Hearers will be thock’d with Fear, until
they are Believers ! Or what Method dcees he take to
prevent this Effect 7  How contradictory is this? To
acknowledge that God is to be reprefcnted as the juft
Avenger of impenitent Sinners, and yet deny the na-
tive Influence of fuch a Reprefentation on their Con-
fciences? To acknowledoc the Preaching of the Law,
and yet hold legal Lonvnctmn which is attended with
Fear and Confufion. to bea Sin? If it be a Cin, and
if Mr. Th---n fpeaks of God, and of his Law, fuch
Things as tend to fill the Un'vodh with Terror, and
convince of Mifery, then he becomes firft a Tt.mptcr,
and afterwards an Accufer.

However, to pafs this, lct us enquire to whom the
above Accufation bc—lonns. No doubt Mr. 74-- n |s
defirous that we thould be underflocd, tho’ not expreis's.
Rut all that have heard us, can w:tncfs for us, that the
Charge is falfe. We agree with Mr. Th---n 1n pug 41.
that & both the inviting » Doctrines of the Gofpel, and
Terrors of the Law, are to be preach’d to Sinners.”
And let the World, who have heard him and us, witne!s
whether we have not practifed this Doctricre muc
more thap he o: his Brethren : Let them witnefs wh
invited them moft conftan:ly, earncitly and nmpnnu
nately, to coms to Jefus Clrift, and be reconciled ¢
God thro’ him: Who ufed the moft melting Perfwa

fives, taken from his glotious Excellency, the Char
of
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¢f his Beauty, the Sweet‘nefé of his Love, the Fulnefs
of his Merit, and Freenefs of his Grace } Let them

' witnes, who perfwaded them by the Terrors of the
‘Lord, and befought them to efcape from the Wrath to

come, bv a fpeedy Flight to Chrift, the Refuge of
guilty Sinners: Nay, let them witnefs who fpoke mof}

} clofely to their Hearts, and whofe Doctrines ‘were fa

manifeft as to have a Teftimony of their Truth and
Certainty, from their Confciences : Let even thof¢
who hated us, bear Witnefs, whether the Spring of
their Averfion was not this, that they could not beay
the clofe Application of the Words of Truth; theis
{“onfciences were fcorch’d by it; they could not endure
that which was fpoken, becaufe we never prophefied
vou.l concerning fuch as they, but evil, while in their
prelent Staie, |

Now what amazing Hardinefs is it in Mr, 7%---n
to inflinuate that we ¢ induftrioufly hide all Sight o%
any Remedy or Relief” from convinced Sinners, when
the World knows, that Invitations, Expoftulations and

- Entreaties, that Sinners might come to Chrif, with

ot

Declarations of his Fulr:efs, &c. has been flill one maia
Ingredieni of our Sermons? Alas! be and his Brethren
have no Way to falve themfelves, but by nick-naming
our Invitations, &c. and bitterly calling them Rantings,
Roarings, Ravings, and fuch like.

Now, having weighed Mr. Th---n's Premifes ang
Conclufiops, let us yet attend him, while he obviates,
and folves all our Objections that are of any Weight,
and utterly razes our Foundations. He feems, in p. 36.
as tho’ he would ¢¢ calmly and deliberately enquire,
‘“ whether there be any Colour, Shadow or Appearange,
‘“ of a Koundation for fuch preparatory ungracioys
““ Copvictions among the numerous Inflances of Cen-
¢ verfipn. recordeq in Scripture. ””  Well, he pitches
qn.the mofk likely Places, viz. 445 2. 37. and . 6.
34,16 29, whese gre the Inflances of thiee T nowGor

| Eric
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pricked in their Hearts, of Paul, and the Jailcr, As

to the three Thoufand, they being pricked in their |

Hearts, faid, Men and Brethren, what fball we do?
Mr. Th-~-n obfervee, that herein they exprefs ¢ a
¢ Soul-affecting Perfwafion of their perifhing State,
€¢ their Hope of finding Mercy with God, their Defire
¢ to know how Merc might be obtamed with a full
€¢ Purpofe and Refolution to comply with the Terms
¢ propofed in order to obtain it.” Inp. 37 he fays,
€ It is plain to every unprejudiced Perfon, that thefe
“ Particulars were and muft be the Actings of faving
€ converting Grace.” Mr, 7h---» may call me a pre-
judiced Perfon,if he pleafe, that {0 his Affertion may ftand
good ; but I can very calmly contradi& him in this,
and aﬂ'ert, that I do not find an Evidence of the leaﬂ:
faving Grace among all thefe Particulars; and I will
appeai to all JudlCIOUo Chriftians, whether there be any
thing in them, but what 15 ‘the natural Refult of
Self-Love: Unlefs their affecting Periwafion of their
perithing State be faving Grace, none of thefc Particu-
lars can Jay Claim toit: For their Defire to know
how Mercy might be obtained, and Refolution to do
any thing to obtain it, is a native Confequence of the
aforefaid Perfwafion of Mifery ; and tho’ it implies
- Love to themfelves, yet not the true Knowlcdgc of
God ; a Defire of efcapmg Mifery, not Love to Jefus
Chrift. I f{uppofe a Perfon on the Brink of Defpair
would naturally afk the fame Queftion; and onec in
Extremity of Anguith would condefcend to accept of
Relief on any Terms. As for their Hope, I prefume
Mr. Th--n would allow it to be indifcernible ; all that
their Hope will prove, is only this, that tho’ they were
convinced, yet they did not defpair like fudas, "there-
by difcovering, that Conviction and Defpair are not
the fame: Bu: unlefs Mr. Th---n had proven, that
ghey could not poﬁibly have had this Hope of Mercy,
| ;vxthout true faving Gracc, he has done nothing to the

PUIPOrc ?
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Purpofe ; but this he cannot do, without fhowing that
every gracelefs convinced Sinner is in Defpair of Mercy,

that Convi&tion is Defpair, and fo Abfurdities would-

be endlefs. But léet the Scripture determine, w. 41,
Then they that gladly received bis Word, were baptized,
After Peter preach’d the Gofpel, they received it ; their
Faith came by hearing, and not before; after their
inportunate Query Peter tells them what they muft dog
tter they embraced his Word, The Scripture fays,
Theny, Mr, Th.--n fays, No, they receivid it before,

¥ Chufe, Reader, which you will believe. So then, a
§ Knowledge of Mifery, Probability of Mercy, a Defire

s eicaping Wrath by obtaining Mercy, contain not

tre faving Knowledge of Chrift, and the Way of com~

rg to God thro’ him, which no true Believer is igno-
ianc of. I can hardly forbear thinking, that if Mr.
Z.7---n had teen what Ferment the three Thoufand
were in, he would have oppos’d it, under the Notion
#f preparatory ungracious Conviions. |

[t feems amazing how he can venture to make the
Jeil :r o Believer, when firft alarmed : What did ever
ary fnd as a Mark of Grace in his Aftonithment and

1rembling, before Mr, Th---n? It no-where appears
that Le had fo much as a do&rinal Knowledge of the:

ti4e £:0D), before this time, much lefs of his Gofpel.-
I1's Actions, Pofture, and Words, do only difcover 2’
vcul All'd with Horror and Anguifh, that knew not
v 1t to do to be faved : If the Light of the Knowledge
o' the Glory of God had thired vn him in the Face of
. fus, why did he not rejoice, as he did fo thortly after,
1. 34. when he heard and receiveu the Gofpel of Salva-
ton? Mr, Th---n, methinks, fhould have had fome
{.onger Arguments than he has advanced, ere he had
C.atradi€ted the whole Body of orthodox, pious and
l.-rried Divines, that have gone before hi: |
As to the thi-d Inftance, Paul himfell il declare
110t Mr, Fo--n's Glofs, ia the firongeft ‘Cerms. I;:t

y)
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he tells us, in Rom. %. g,10,15. that the Commandment }
Jlew him, and he died, &c. And could he be both de.d
and alive at once? Alfo Gal, 2. 19. he thews, that he ’
was dead by the Law, before he did live to God. And
many other Places to the fame Purpofe might be quoted,
but let thefe fuffice, |
In Pag. 39. he brings in Lydia, the Eunuch, the ’
Multitude at Cornelius’s Houfe, as ¢¢ Inftances of Con-
¢ verfion, wherein no Notice is taken of any down- *
cafting Conviftions at all; but the firft Effe@s of
converting Grace, were Faith, Love, and Joy in
the Holy Ghoft.” The Force of which Argument ’
is plainly thus much, There is no Notice taken of down-
cafting Convictions, therefore there was none. By the !

[ A
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fame Rule I will prove, that they had always a full Af-
furance, and uninterrupted Joy, becaufe there is no
Notice taken of any Change in their Frame. Does
Mr, Th---n think the Scripture is an univerfal Hiftory
of all Particulars in the Converfion of every one whofe
Converfion it mentions? If not, why does he make
an Argument from its Silence? ’Tis plain that what
is fpoken of thefe Initances, will agree to the Cafe of
any converted Perfon, however deep his preceeding
Conviétions were. Lydia’s Heart was opened, fo is the
Heart of every one that receives Chrift. The Eunuch
rejoiced, fo did the Jailor when he believed ; and every
Chriftian is as much pleafed with Chrift as they ; and
furely they would be no lefs joyful in him, that they
were firft deeply convidted of their Mifery without him.
Befides, I fhould not be fingular in my Judgment, to
Liy, that the Eunuch, and Lydia, were both converted |
before the Time we hear of them ; and Mr. Th----»
cannot prove the contrary. |
In the fahe Page Mr. 75---n lugs in the Wefminfler
Affembly, to patronizc his Opinion ; affirming that
“¢ they took no Notice of any preparatory Convition; |
* that in thé prallital Uft of faving Knowledge, and
M~ " 6
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¢ in the Defcription of effeftual Calling and Repen-
¢¢ tance, Conviftions are taken in as a Part of Conver-
¢ fion, and not as only preparatory toit.”’ Indeed
no-body can hinder Mr. 75- .-n to fay what he pleafes.
He is refolved to take no Notice of preparatory Convic-
tions, in Scripture ; and I ceafe to wonder that he takes
no Notice of them in the Affembly’s Performance. But
{ wonder why he does not fay that we mean faving
Conviéions too, The Aflembly defcribe the Work o
the Spirit in effeCtual Calling, as being introduced by
convincing us of Sin and Mifery ; and this Convition
they put in Order before the renewing of the Wiil, or
receiving Chrift as offered in the Gofpel; and yet re-
ceiving Chrift, is the frft Act of Saving Grace, for,
without Faith it’s impoflible to pleafe God, to love him,
or repent aright, &c. Therefore ’tis evident that they
make Convi&ion of Sin preparatory to Faith. Sec
Larger Catech:i., Quett. 72. WWhat is juflifying Faithé
Aniw. Fupifying Faith is a faving Grace wrought in the
Heart of a Sinner by the Spirit and IWord of Gecd, whereby
be, being convinced of Sin and Mifery, and of the Dif-
ability in himfelf, and all other Creatures to reccver him
out of his loft Condition, not only affenteth to the Truth of
the Promife of the Gofpely but receiveth and refleth upen
Chrift, &c. What can be plainer than prepa:atory
Convition here? Now, fince we fet the Cafe in ths
fame Light, why may not Mr. Th---n charitably hope
that we mean the fame fort of Convi&ions as the Af-
fembly ? But how can Mr. Th---n hold up his Face,
when this venerable Aflembly do plainly declare agairft
his Meaning of their Words, in all their other Writings?
And did they not kmow what their own Do&rine was;
as well as he? If he fay that. flill they mean what he
‘calls Saving Convictions, he may as weli tell us, that
there was never any fuch Thing as Preparatory Con-
viCtions fpoken of ; that they have no real Exitlcnce in
the Nature of Things; nay, that the very Notion ig
E ' inefizble.
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ineffable. I might quote Numbers of Paffages from
feverals of thofe very Divines who were Members of
faid Affembly, dire¢tly contradiéting Mr., Th----n’s
‘Scheme ; as Dr. Twifs, Burgefs, Gouge, Burroughs,
Greenbill, Goodwin, &c. as well as Numbers of other
orthodox Divines in that Age. But for Brevity’s fake,
fhall content myfelf with one, out of many Paflages that
might be quoted, from that eminent Divine Mr. Flavel,
whofe Praife is in all the Churches, who iiv’d in the
fame Age with the Divines of the /72 ?minfler Aflembly,
and knew their Do&ttine as well as any. See Vol. 1.
London Edit, 1740. p. 280. Method of Grace, where,
{peaking of the Antecedents to Faith, he obferves, that
““ Conviflion is an Antecedent to Believing: Where
¢ this goes not before, no Faith can follow after : The
¢ Spirit firft convinces of Sin, then of Righteoufnefs.
“ Yoh. xvi. 8, So Mark i. 15. Repent ye, and believe
¢ the Gofpel: Believeit, O Man, that Breaft of thine
¢ muft be wounded, that vain and frothy Heart of
€¢ thine muft be pierced and ftung with Conviction,
¢¢ Senfe, and Sorrow for Sin: Thou muft have fome
€ fick Days, and reftlefs Nights for Sin, if ever thou
¢ rightly clofe with Chrift by Faith, It is true, there
¢ is much Difference found in the Strength, Depth
¢ and Continuance of Conviction, and fpiritual Trou-
¢¢ bles in Converts ; but fure itis, the Child of Faith
¢ is not ordii. “:ily born without fome Pangs.” Pre-
fently after he obferves, that ¢ Self-Defpair, or a total
¢ and abfolute I.ofs in ourfelves about Deliverance,
¢ and the Way of Efcape, cither by ourfelves or any
¢ meer Creature, doth, and muft go before Faith. So
‘¢ it was with thofe Believers, Aésii. 37. Men and
¢ Brethren, whet fhall we do 2 They are the Words of
¢ Men at a total Lofs : Itis the Voice of poer diftreiled
¢ Souls, 'that faw themfelves in Mifery, but knew not,
¢ faw not, nor could devife any way of Efcape from it,
““ by any thing they could do for themielves, or any

¢ other
T ~————— e V. aen oa
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¢ other Creature for them.”” Excufe, Reader, my
giving a Paflage more than I intended. In Page 2¢8.
he obferves, that *“ none are convinced of the compleat
¢ and perfe& Righteoufnefs of Chrift for Juftification,
¢ until firft convinced of Sin; and confequently no
¢ Man will, or can come to Chrift by Faith, till
¢ Conviétions ot Sin have aw.kened and diftrefled him,
¢ This being the due Order of the Spirit’s Operations,
“¢ the fame Order muft be obferved in Gofpel-Offers
‘¢ and Invitations.” Thus far Mr. Flavel. |

But I proceed. There is nothing in Pag. 40, 41,42,
that requires any new Remarks. But in Pag. 43, his
Obfervation of the Eunuch is fomewhat remarkable :
He went on his Way rejoicing. ** No doubt, fays Mr,
“¢ Th---n, he had fo much Convittion of his perifhing
¢¢ State without a Javiour, as was neceflary to make
“ him prize and willingly embrace an offered Saviour,
““ who being at the very firft, as it were, prefented to
¢ the View of his Faith, did prevent thofe Terrors
““ which otherwife might have accompanied his Cone
¢ viction,” What can be the Meaning of this myfte-
rious Paffage ! Without any Jeer, I know not how to
unriddle it. He had fo much Conviétion as made him
willingly embrace a Saviour, and yet this Saviour at the
very firft prefented to the View of his i'aith, How is
this? Had he Faith before i: willisgly embraced the
Saviour ?  If not, how could the Saviour be prefented
to the View of his Faith, when he had none ¢ If he
had, then what need of fo much Convi€ion as would
make him willingly embrace the Saviour? Can we
think that Mr. 7)---n means now, that Convition is
a neceflary Preparative to Faith? What? And had
the Eunuch a Sufficiency of preparatory Conviction
both before and after Faith, and yet the Jailor none
until after he believed ? If Mr. ‘I‘l);---n can make bet-
ter Senfe of his Words than I do, he may do Juftice to
himfelf when he pleafes,

Ea - Now
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Now he comes in Pag. 43, to fweep away our laft
Refuges. He thinks there i1s not the leaft Foundation,
no, not the leaft Shadow of a Foundation in Scripture,
to build the Neceffity of preparatory Convittions on,
fave Rom. viii. 15. Fur ye Fave not received the Spirit
of Bondage apain to Fear. Well, and may we not
build this Duétrine on this Text, if contained in it, as
well 2s on other Texts the Do&iines contained in them ?
Mr. T5---n in Pag. 45. grants we might, ¢ if there
‘¢ were any cther plain Scriptures of a paralle] Mean-
‘¢ ing: But to build a D étrine on one Text obvioufly
‘¢ capable of a different Meaning, better agreeing to
¢ the Scope of the Context. and while fuch a Tenct is
*¢ contraty to the curren: Teftiine ny of Scripture, and
“ Analogy of Faith, is both unfair and dangerous. ™
He has faved the Toil of quoting Divines and Com -
mentators, frankly owning thev are aguinft him ; and
intimates that there’s not much Danger, always provi-
ded they do not ftretch it bevond his Meafure.  Well,
but let us hear his diffcrent Mcaning of the, Text. In
Subftance it is this, That *¢ by the Spirit of Bondage
“¢ i5 underftood that fervile Difpofition of Mind which
¢ every unconverted Sinner is under the Power of,
““ viz. The reigning Power of Sin and Satan, which
“¢ cannot but give conftant juft Ground for Fear and
““ Terror: But it’s not from the Spirit of God excit-
¢ ing lepal Convictions in order to Converfion, but
¢ from their natural Confcience without the Spirit of
“¢ God.” Tho’ he prefers this Interpretation, yet he
feems not very well fixed in it, while in p. 46. he afks,
*¢ why the Text may not rathcr be underftood of the
¢ firft faving Convi&lions of the Spirit, which are
¢ commonly accompanied with fome Degrees of Fear
¢ and Terror? > He feems willing it fhould mecan
almoft any thing, if preparatory Convictions be excep-
ted. But why does he prefer this new Expofition of
the Text? He gives two Reafons: 1. Becaufe the
o Apoftle’s
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Apoftle’s Scope is to fet forth the great Privileges of
Believers, compared with their unbelieving State, 2,
Becaufe the Scripture often gives the Denomination of
Spirit to the Temper of Mind, good or bad. I grant
both thefe: But I afk, Is it ufual in Scripture, to fay,
by way of Contradiftinéticn, that one receives hisown
Spirtt 2 If not, then Mr, Th---»"s fecond Reafon is
no Reafon at all; for his prefent Purpofe ; becaufe the
Apoftle fpeaks of their having received the Spirit, which
muft refer to a Spirit they before had not, In fhort,
I do not fee that his Reafons bave the very leaft Ten-
dency to prove his Point.  For, is not the Privilege of
Believers equally clear, by fhowing that the Spirit of
God, who convinced them of Sin and Mifery, while
gracelefs, - was now become a Spirit of Adoption wit-
nefling their Sonthip ! That whatever Fears of eternal
Wrath they might afterwards conceive, were not from
the Spirit of God, who would never be a Spirit of Bon-
dage to them again? Which Word, Asain, plainly
dhews that he once was a Spirit of Bordage. Now, is
there any thing in this Expofition, but what is per=
fectly agreeable to what Mr. Th---n owns to be the
Scope of the Place?  And vet it is dircétly contrary to
Mr. Th--n’s Expofition; and confequently his Expofi-
tion 1s not moft igrecable to what himfelf owns to be
the Scope of the Place. For any one :ay fee, that the
Apottle fpeaks of the fame Spirit, as being both a Spirit
of Bondage and Adoption ; becaufe after he has been a
Spir:t of ‘Adoption, he will not be a Spirit of Bondage
again: And this is a Reafon why the Text cannot be
underftood of what Mr. 74--n calls Saving Convi&ions,
becaufe thereby the Holy Ghoft would be a Spirit of
Bondage to a converted Perfon, which the Apoftle
flitly denies, For, zan h- witnefs that they are in
Bondage when they wre not? Ohorrid! Qr isit
ufual in Scripture, to c:l! {aving Grace by the Name of
Bendage? "Well, wheiher Mr, The-n will or not, tie
o Text
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Text, we fee, muft be underftood of preparatory Cons
vi&ion, and thcrefore this Expofition cannot poflibl
be contrary to the current Teftimony of Scripture, o
Analogy of Faith, but rather perfe@ly agreeable to
both, as is alfe: proven before.

Mr, Th- ---n loads our Do&ine with horrible Confe-
quences: One of which is, that it encourages falfe
Profefiors, and deceives them, by muking them, amon
other Things, ¢ take their Truft in the Mercy of God
¢ and Merits of Chrift for true Faith.” And he In
finuates that they may do this, and yet not hate Sin
not accept an whole Chrift. I am fure the Words h
ufcs, in their common Acceptation, are expreflive o
true Faith, which is trufting to God thro® Jefus Chrift
and can one really and truly do this, and not have re
ceived Chrift in all his Offices?  Until he tell us whag
he means by thefe Words, I muft let them pais eithe
for falfe Divinity, or the verieft Jargon. Or is Mr
Th.--n about to make all Words equivocal, that h
may confufe his Reader’s Mind, and find crooked Alley
to get out at? Ina Word, I am no way concerne
about his Confequences: All the bad opes imaginabl
will fall upon his own Scheme; it 1s Wood, Hay
Stubble ; difcrepant from Scripture, Reafon, and th
Analogy of Faith : ’Tis not for Edification, but De
ftruction; and thofe who truft it, lean on a broke
Reed. _

The next two Articles of Charge againft us, are bu
“onc compleat Charge, and may be propounded unde
one Head, a: follows, Pag.58,59. viz. ¢ That all tru
§¢ Converts are as fenfible of their converted State, o
¢ the Grace of Ged in them, his Love to them, hi
¢ Spirit working in tirem, as they are or can be of th
€ Truth of what their outward Senfes do perceive
¢ And confequently, that all who are not thus affure
€¢ of their gracious State, are certainly in an uncon

#¢ verted State,” To prove his Charge, he adduc
| th
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the Judgment of one Brothery; whom he heard preach,
‘¢ That the true Convert is as fenfible of thefe Things,
¢ as he would be of a Wound, or Stab, or Blowing of
¢ the Wind;” and in Converfation that fame Day
aflerted, ¢ that the true Believer is always thus afluredly
“ fenfible of thefe Things whenever Grace is in Exer-
¢ cife.” I may here obferve, that it’s bad Logick to
fay, One of our Brethren preach’d and fpoke thus,
therefore all of them fpeak the fame thing, And ’tis as
§ bad to fay, This Brother athrmed, that Chriftians are
affured when Grace is in Exercife, therefore he afirm’d
§ ihat they are always aflured whether Grace be in Exer-
cife or not. Again, I have learned by Experience,
that it’s neceflary to make fome Allowance, as to the
Truth of Mr, Th----n’s fair Reprefentation, for I have
Reafon to judge that faid Brother would make fome
Diftin&tion as to the Degree of Exercife, unlefs he
{fpoke unufually, But what need of more than this
Obfervation, viz. That Mr, 7h---n has made an equi-
| vocal Reprefentation of our Doétrine ? And truly it
feems to be ftudioufly equivocal : For in his ftating of it
here, according to both the Preaching and Converfaticn
of this Brother, at moft it comes only to this, viz.
That all true Chriftians are fenfibie of their gracious
Exercifes, whenever Grace is in Exercife; and he
reafons againft a quite different State of the Cafe.
Again, the Words, Senfible of thefe Things, are equi-
vocal : For they may only fignify, that a Perfon is
confcious of his having fuch Exercifes, whether he
knows their Nature or not: But Mr, Th- -n réafons
as tho’ it had been faid, They all know the Nature of
thefe Things always. In a Word, he has not advanced
one Argument againft our Principle, as himfelf has
reprefented it. He does not accufe us of holding that
all crue Chriftians are always aflured of their being fuch;

et this is the State of the Queftion he reafons againtt.
The Point be thould have proven (had he intended to

_oppofe _
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oppofe his own Reprefentation of our Doftrine) isthis,
viz. That all true Chriftians are not fenfible of thefe
Things when Grace is in Exercife. 'Perhaps he thought
hardl} any-body would notice fo little a Word, as,
always 3 and that e mighe infenfibly croud it info his
Reafonings, and fo delude the unwary Reader, by fo
flyly mzﬁim the Statc of the Cafe,

Now, feemor the Cafe is thus, I might juftly forbear
to enter any furthcr into the Argumcnt » but for the
Satisfaction of others, I will fhew our Do&rine in the
Point, and then confirm it, before I remark upon
Mr. Th---n's Thoughts about it,

In order to clear the State of the Cafe, obferve, that
we do not hold all true Chriftians to be always afiured
of their gracious State, us Mr. 75---n infinuates we do.
The World can witnefs for us, that we hold, and ftill
have held, the contrary : For, has it not been our
conftant Praltice in our Sermons, to c¢lear the per-
plexed Cafes of doubting Chiriftians # And does not that
-Praétice imply, that we look on fome to be real Chrif-
tians, who doubt they are not ! Nay, we know, that
a Believer who has had full Aflurance, may lofe it fo
far, as, for a Time, altually to defpair; and, with
Heman, may count himfelf fice among the Dead
Pfa. 88. 5.

Again, we do not affert,that every individua' Believer
has a full, and undoubtmg Affurance, at fome T'ime or
other, before his laft Hour; for wc know not every
thing, that abfolute and divine Sovercignty may do, or
forbear, confiftent with his revealed Will, whofe Ways
and t‘houghta\ are fo high above our Conceptaon and
Comprehenfion. Yet we believe, that even fuch Chrif-
tians, as do walk moft in Darknefs, have their Jucid
Interwals, have fweet, refrething, and fatisfalory In-
timations of God's Love ; have fome Peace and Joy in
Believing, and Reft in Jefus Chrift:  For behold, even

diftrefled Hnmm, in Pfa. 88. 1. can call the Lord God
his
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his own Saviour ; which appr priating Title, plainly
implies, a refrething Degree of Confidence in God, as
his God, his Salvation, But whether this Confidence
be fuch in every individual deliever, as wholly excludes
all Doubting for a Time, is what we do not afirm,
reverencing the Sovereignty of God.

In the next Place, for clearing the State of the Que-
ftion, let it be obferved, That by Aflurance I under-
ftand fuch a well-grounded, firm Pe:fwafion and Satis-
faCtion of a Chriftian about t+- Safety of his Soul, as
wholly excludes all uneafy Jealoufies, Doubts and Fears.
Again, this Aflurance may be well diftinguithed into
tranfient and fixed. I call that Aflurance tranfient,
which paffes away, and feldom out-lives the fweet
Senfations and Manifeftations, by which it is prodiced.
I call that Aflurance fixed, which is the Fruit of a con-
ftant high Degree of Grace, or a long Traét of Expe-
riences, and which is retained even when the Believer
walks in Darknefs and has no fenfible Manifeftations.
dfa. 50. 10,

This fixed Aflurance, tho’ many Believers have it,
yet many may and do want it thro’ this Life, becaufe
of the Weaknefs o their Faith., But the tormer, tran-
fient Aflurance, tho’ we do not aflert it is univerfal,
vet we cannot but contend, that it is general and
common for true Believers to have it, at fome Seafons.
Now, ’tis this Do@rine I am to confirm ; and methinks
the Truth of it will be evident by the following Con-
fiderations, vz,

1. The Meiaphors ufed by the Holv Ghoft to exprefs
the inward Senfations of Chriftians, do evidentlv prove,
that they have the moft certain Lvidence of Guod’s

racious Manifeftations to their Souls; fuch as Taiting,

Fecling, Seeing, Hearing. 1 Pet.2.3. 2Cor 3. 18.

Song 5. 2, &e. From ali which we may ealily deduce
this Dodétrine, iz, That fpiritual Objeéls are as certain
and evident to a Belivve s Faith, as mateiial Objelts

¥ ) are
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gre to his outward Senfes. Hereby alfo true Religion
appears to be a living Principle, difcernible in its very
Nature. To confirm this Obfervation further, let us
confider, that Self confcioufnefs is infeparable from the
human 8oul, fhe cannot receive any new Senfations or
Jdeas,but at the fame time is confcious of receiving them,
and of all her A&ings. This is granted on all Hands, ‘
But then it may be objeted, that tho’ the Soul is un-
ayoidably confcious of her own Senfations and A&ings,
yet may be ignorant of their Nature, This alfo muft
be granted. But if we prove, that God not only gives
good Things, but alfo gives to know them. it will alter
the Cafe : For tho’ the Soul of herfelf can..ot certainly
know her own Cafe, yet, if God has promifed to give
Believers the Knowledge of his Gifts, fhall we make
void his Promifes, and explain them away, by our own
Reafonings ? Becaufe we can conceive it poffible, in the
Nature of Things, for all Believers to be deftitute of
Aflurance thro’ this Lite, fhall we fay, it certainly is fo,
when God has faid the contrary? Yea, let God be
true, and every Man a Liar,

Now, 2. it is quite evident, that God's Promifes of
Light, Aflurance of his Love, Peace of Confcience,
and Joy in the Holy Ghoft, are made to Believers in
general. So Gal. 4. 6. Becaufe ye are Sons, God hath
Jent forth ihe Spirit of his Son into your H.arts, crying,
Abba, Father. Fere the Apoftle makes Adoption, or
Sonfhip, to be the very Ground and Reafom of giving
the Holy Spirit; and the Work of the Spirit thus given
is to affure Believers of theii Sonthip, enabling them to
cry, Abba, Father. Now this Reafon holds good with
refpect to the Sons of God in general, and not only
f.me few, The fame thing is obfervable from Rom. 8.
315. where it is fpoken of, as the common Privilege of
B:lievers, to have the Spirit of God witnefing with
their Spirits, that they are the Sons of God. So in
8 Cor.2, 12, Geod bas given us [Believers in general]




\ 43 )

his Spirit, that we may know the Things that are freely
given us of God. Rowm, 14. 17, The Kingdom of God--=
is Righteoufnefs, Peace, and Foy in the Holy Ghet. Now
every true Believer has the Kingdom of God within
him, and confequently has Joy in the Holy Ghoft,
which neceflarily implies Confidence of his Salvation.
Alfo in Rum. 5. 2. it is given as a real Chriftian’s Cha-
raler, to rejoice in Hope of the Glory of God.

It is al{o the blefled Piivilege of Believers in common,
to have the Earneft of their future Inheritance. E;b,
1. i4. And we know an Earneft is Part of the Pay-
ment, and not fomething fpecifically differcit frem st
Now this Earneft will contain in it Affurance, and all
the other fweet Concomitants of it.  But I might pro-
ceed ad infinitum, fhould I quote 1he numberlefs Pro-
mifes, that are fo great a Part of the fucred Oracles;
and unlefs it can be proven, that they are not made ta
Believers in generaly, my Conclufion muft unavoidubly
be admitted, viz. That Affurance of (God’s Love,
Peace of Confcience, and Joy in the Holy Ghoft, a:e
the Benefits of fuch as are juft.ficd, adopted and fanch-
fitd:  And if any true Believer at all, pals thro’ this
Wi ildernefs without fume tranfient Afiurances, it mu®
be refolved into divine Sovereignty, as aforcfaid, |
might add many more Arguments, and alfs bring
Numbers of Proteltant Divines, to confirm what 18
faid, bug have not Time,

I know not why Mr. 7b- --n has quoted the Counfef-
fion of Faith, and larger Catechifm, fince he has not
accus’d us of holding that all Bclieve:s are always aflu-
red: For ’tis evident that what we fay is mo&t azree«
able to our excellent Standards: Nay ’tis impofhble ta
make our Confeflion & Catech:{ms a confittent Scheme,
unlels we fay, that Believers in general have the aboves
mentioned Benefits of Aflurance, {f¢c. tho' all haie
them not always: And if we take a complex View of
the whole Scripture, we fhall find the fame Do&trine
Fa contansd
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contained in it. It is true we fometimes find a Saint
in Diftrefs, walking in Darknefs, having no Light,
mourning, afliCted, tofled with a Tempeft, and not
comforted, in bondageful Fear, &’c. But then we find
him alfo rejoycing, his Light being come, and the
Glory of the Lord having rifen upon him, Jfa. 6o. 1.
We hear of his Beauty as well as his Athes, the Oil of
Joy as well as Mourning, and the Gaiment of Praife
given for a Spirit of Heavinefs. Ifz. 61. 3., For God
will not chide continually, nor keep his Anger for ever;
but, tho’ Weeping may endure for a Night, Joy will
arife in the Morning.  As for Hebr. 2. 15. the pre-
ceeding Context evidently refers it to the Mofaic Dif-
penfation ; tho’ (for aught we know! it may pofliblv,
in fome Meafure, be verified in fome Inftances, under
the Chriftian Difpenfation, who may be kept in dif-
trefling Anxiety the greateft Part of their Lives, having
now and then only fome lightfome Seafons, not amount-
ing to a full Aflurance. But if it be fo, it can be no
Cloak ¢o unhumbled, unexercifed, unbroken Profeflors,
who are willing to hope at a Venture, that their Cafe
1s good,

But I fhail new proceed to examine fome of Mr.
Th---n’s Reafonings upon this Head. In Pag. 1. he
thinks, I fuppofe, he has landed us all very deep in
grofe Abfurdity, while he argues that our Sche.ne ex-
~ cludes the Duty of Sclf-Examination altcgether :  For
thus he points his two-horned Argument, viz. ¢ If
“¢ every true Convert is thus fenhbly aflured of his
¢ gracious State, then Self-Examination is altogether
¢ fhut out of Doors as needlefs, both to the Regenerate
* and Unregenerate; the Regenerate need not exa-
“ mine, for he's already aflured ; the Unregenerate
¢ need not, becaufe he is, or ought to be aflured of his
¥ Unregeneracy, feeing he’s not aflured ot his Con-

 verfion,”  Now it feems very ftrange, how fuch a
- Logician

__




Logician could imagine this to be the native Con-
fequence of the Principle he p-ztends to refute. For,
1. Tho’ every true Convert were thus fenfibly afliired
of his gracious State, yet, if he be not thus aflured al-
ways, it cannot altogether exclude Self-Examination,
feeing it 1s needful in fuch Times as Affurance is want-
ing. By the fame Logick I can prove, that Joy in the
Holy Ghoft excludes all Sorrow altogether ; for if
every Believer has Joy in the Holy Ghoft, then Sorrow
is thut out of Doors. Perhaps Mr. Th---n would be
ready to anfwer, that tho’ he has Joy, yet not always,
and therefore does now rejoice and then mourn. Well,
and may not I fay as much about Self-Examination,
and not reject it altogether ?

But 2dly obferve, that Mr, Th---n’s Argument ex-
cludes either Aflurance altogether, or clfe Self- Exami-
nation: For, according to his Notion, when any
Chriftian attaius Affurance, then it comes to pafs, that
Self Examination is altogether fhut out of Doors as
necedlefs, with refpect to him. So then, if Mr. Th---n’s
Notion be right, there muft either be no Affurance, or
no Self-Examination. Therefore, |

3dly, Tho’ every true Convert were always aflured
of his gracious State, yet I fee not hew Self-Examina.
tion would be excluded hereby ; fecing there arc many
T'hings about which a Chriftian fhould examine him-
felf every Day, as well as his State: I am perfwaded,
the moft affured Chriftian does ufe Self-Examination as
much as the moft doubtful, tho’ not juft about the fame
Point.. And if Mr. Th---n think himfelf aflured of his
gracious State, and yet makes no Ufe of Self-Examina-
tion, I will venture to affert, that he knows not the
Life and Exercifes of a Chriftian. Now the Reader
may judge, whether ours, or Mr. Tb---n"s Scheme,
does moft exclude Self-Examination,

Mr, Th---n is induftrious to prove, that a Chriftian
muft be converted fome confiderable Time before he
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can have Affurance; and makes bold to appeal, in p.§3.
to ull atlured Chriftians in the World, that it is fo,
I grant it may fometimes be fo, even as to a tranfient |
Ailurance, and perhaps generally fo, as to a ftedfaft
Afturance :  For it is very evident, that young Con-
verts do not comuonly ho. ! faft tiv Rejuicing of their
Hope from the Beginning 1. the End, fimly and fix-
edly: But that it is always fo, I deny ; for, methinks
J con abundantly prove, that real Chriftians have,
moitly, Aflurance, prefently upon their firft Converfion,
however tranfient this Aflurance may be.  And, per-
haps, [ fhall not find a ftronger Text to prove it, than
one of thofe which Mr, Th---n brings againft it, wviz.
Eph, 1. 13. the Words of which, in the Original. are
thus : *En ‘w kat pistéufantes ’esphragisthete ti pnéumati
1és ’epaggelias to ‘agio, In whom alfo when ye believed,
ye were fealed wits the Holy Spirit of Promife, Now
the Word pictéufantes, being Aorifti primi, fignifies
Prefently after, as it were the next fucceeding Mi-
nutes or Hours, and not a long Traét of Time ; as
every one knows, who undeiftands the Signification of
the Greek Tenfes. So then, if thi: Sealing 1s to be
underftood of Aflurance, the Text will prcve, that '’
Believers have Aflurance of God’s Love, at, or about
the Time of their fir{t Believing, or prefently after it.
Now this Glofs is abundamly confirm’d by what we
find recorded of Believers in Scripture ; particularly in
the A¢s, who when they believed in Chrift, were filled
with Joy unfpeakable, and full of Glory. So was the
Cafe of the three Thoufand, in 4és 2. 41, 46. and of
the Jailor, in ch. 16. 34. And we no fooner read of
Samaria’s receiving the Word, but prefently we read,
that there was great Joy in that City. A&s 8. 8. And
whence could this Joy arife, but from their Perfwafion
of Chrift's Love to them in particular? We find
Peace, Joy and Aflurance appropriated to Faith, in
Rom. 15.13. and Heb. 10,22, And if God give Strength

. to
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to a& Faith vigorouvfly at firft, wherein appears the
Abfurdity of Affuracce at firft Converfion?  Surely

I Men do err. not knowing the Scripture, nor the Power
- of God. [ hope Mr. Th---n, when he confiders thefe
T'hings, will no more appeal to all aifured Chriftians
for the Confirmation of his Affertion:  For I am per-
{waded, that Multitudes in this Age, as well as in the
Times of the Apoftles, can teftify againft him, and
wariant their Teftimony from the Word of God.

The other Text he brings to prove his Pcint, 1s as
little to the Purpofe, v7z. Rev. 2. 17. where a white
Stone and new Name is promifed to him that over-
- comes; by which he underftands Affurance of God’s
Love, which, fays he, in p. §2. *¢ is promifed as a
““ Reward to the Overcomer, which prefuppofeth
““ Fi:hting for fome Time, in our fpiritual Warfare
“ againft the Powers of Darkrefs, and a Perfon muft
“ be converted ere he can fight fpiriiual Battles, and
¢ confequently thuft be in a State ofGracc fome Time
| before he attain to the Aflurance thereof, {izniticd
. “¢ by the white Stone and new Name, which is pro-
¢ mifed as a Reward of the Victory.”

i By this Argument Mr. Th---n may eafily prove, that
|
E
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no Lhnﬁxan has Aflurance in this Lite, becaufe the

Viftory is not compleat while one Encmy is able te
. keep the Yield ; unlefs his aflured Chriftian be perfe&

and finlefs: Yor if he have Sin, he muft war againft it
al! his Days, and then, according to Mr. 7h--n’s kEx-
pofition, he cannot have Aflurance till he be in Heaven.
This Confideration may fufficiently expofe his Argu-
ment, Alas! that a Mafter in Jfrael fhould fo pervert
the Words of Ifrael’s God,

On the Whole, it feems to me very plain, that wher-
ever Mr, 7h- --n’s Doétrine is entertained, it has 2
Tendency to weaken the Hands of God’s People, and
to keep wretched Formalifts fecure, encouraging themn

¢o flumber on, until they go dovm 1O thc Sides of
\ ™ ’-
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the Pit, and that with a Lie in their right Hands. P
fince Truth is the Mean appointed by God, to faniti-
fy, ftrengthen, encourage and comfort his People 5 te
dxfgover Hypocrites, and alarm Sinners in general :
therefore, as I have proven our Doétrine true, it can-
not have a Tendency to produce the contrary Effects.

In Pag. 59. we arrive at Mr. Th---2"s fourth Ar-
ticle of Lharge againft us, which is, That we hold,
¢ a true Chriftian by a wiile’s free Converfation with
¢ another, will know whether he be converted or not.”
ife owns he cannot affert ¢¢ that this Do&rine has been
¢ preached out of the Pulpit, yet the Subftance ot it
¢¢ is afferted by Multitudes that are fallen in Love with
¢¢ thofe Novelties, fays he, that are in Fathion at this
‘“ Time. And that the Praétice of fome Minifters,
¢ and their Admirers, who rafhly judge and condemn
¢ other Minifters and People to be carnal, does necef-
¢ farily prefuppofe the Belief of this Tenet, and a
¢ Claim to this Spirit of Difcerning, ”  This s, in
Subftance, the Charge, und the Proof of it, Wherein
I obferve,

1. That he has confufedly, and unfairly, ftated the
Cafe, wiile he reprefents it as tho” we held, that every
true Chriftian, «s foon as converted, could readily
diftinguifh all Saints and Sinners which he freely
converfes with; whereas we doubt not, but muany
Hypocrites may be qualified to gain the charitable Ap-
probauon of judicious Chriftians ; and alfo, that Belie-
vers, whofe Evidences are lefs clear, may be mifappre-
hended and mijudged: Neitner do we imagine that
every Chriftian has his fpiritual Senfes equally exercifed
to difcern between Ccod and Evil;  for ’tis evident
that fome are more penctrating, thro’ long Experience,
than others. Now, when NMr, TA---n impofes a dif-
fercnt and contrary State of the Cale on us, and reafons

againfl it, he is imployed to no better Purpofe, than a
(,,n )




PR v e B

(49)
Child, wha for Diverfion makes 2 Man of Straw, then
fets Fire to hiin, and triumphs in the Viclory,
2. I obferve, he charges us with claiming a Spirit of

Difcerning ; by which, I fuppofe, he means that extra-

ordinary apoftolick Gift of knowing the State, perhaps
the eternal State, of Perfons infallibly by Infpiration,
Now, if he means this, and fays we claim it, he plainly
contradiéts himfelf, by faying, that we pretend to
know Peifons by Converfation, But if judging of 2

Perfon, by comparing his Words with Scripture, be

what he calls a Spirit of Difcerning, then I fee nothing

E extraordinary in it; nor is the Accufation fo formid-
§ able as to make fome of us ftart from it, when juftly
i ftated. I fuppofe Mr. Th---= would pretend to know,
whether a Candidate was fkilful in Divinity, by con-
~ verfing with him about it : And may riot one who is ju-
. dicious, and experimentally, acquainted with the Things
. of thx 3pirit of God, preteftd to know whether another

be alfo acquainted with them, by clofe, free and familiar
Converfation about them, without claiming a Spirit of
infallible Difcernment ? ’T'is true, Mr. Th---n and

‘his Brethren are fond of dubbiug it with the Title of

Rafh Fudging 3 but 1 cannot believe that Judgment rath

~ which is tounded on Evidence. “any People are cafily

per(fwaded that a Judgment is rafh, if it be fevere ; and

] fuppofe Mr. Th---n and his Brethren do know this:
- But a thort Confideration will fee, that Severity and

Rathnefs widely differ. I prefume Mr. Th----n will

- allow, that I am to judge of his Thoughts by his

Words, fairly underftood ; or elfe n:uft fay, that he
doe- not fpeak as he thinks; this T could not {o readily
know without fomething extraordinarv : But if I take

it for granted that he fpeaks his Mind, I may then
't judge him to be erroneous at Heart,

But however much Difcernment Mr. Th----n may
think I claim, yet I confefs it is hard for me todifcern

what he means in Pag. €o. where he fays, that ¢ an
G ‘ holy
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‘¢ holy Life gives Ground with a moral Certainty to "
¢ judge weil of a Perfon’s State; but te judge con-
“¢ cerning a Work of Grace in the Heart of another,
“¢ is more than any Mortal can do.”* ow, by what |i
Means can we judge weil of his State, and yet not |;
judge concerning a Work ef Grace in the Heart?
What is this! Ground for a moral Certainty of their
good Eftate, yet horrid to judge of their having a Work
of Grace in their Heart! Does he mean thac one
may judge of their State by their A&ions, but not of .
their Hearts by their Words? He feems to diftinguifh
between their good Eftate, and a Work of Grace
the Heart. However I muft lcave it fo, until he ex-
plain it.

In the fame Page he aflerts, that “ the Apoftles
¢ knew not Simor Magus to be in the Gall of Bitter-
€ nefs, until he bewraved himfelf by his Ignorance of
€ the Gift of God. That Peter and the other Difci-
¢ ples did not know Auanias and Saphira, until it was
revealed in a fupernatural Way.” Tho’ I know not
any Proof he has for his Aflertion, yet be it fo; and
what then?  Simon Magus difcovered himfelf ignorant
of fpiritual Things, and then he was known : Well,
and if another bewray Ignorance of the Things of God
now a-days, why may not Chriftians pretend to know
this? Would any ordinary Chriftian have Need of a
Spirit of Difcernment, to judge that Nicodemus was
ignorant of the New Bitth, after hearing him talk of it 2
And are all the Minifters and Pcople, wlo oppofe God’s
Work at this Day, fo found, and judicious in fpiritual
Things, fo upright in their Lives, that we cannot judge
many of them to be ungracious, without having Re-
courfe to a Upirkt of Difcerning to account for our
Judgiment? 1 trow not.

{u Pag, 61. he is at Pains to prove two Things:

it, ** Thatit’s God’s Prerogative to fearch the Heart.”

And who denies it 2 Dare he venture to aflert point-
biank,

v,
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Hank, that we either tacit.v or explicitly allume to be
Heart-Searchers? No. But I dare venture to affert,
that ‘he tacitly ftrives to caft fuch Blafphemy on us,
He only charges us direly with a Pretence to know
the Cafe of Perfons by free Converfation ; and docs he
not know that this is very different from a Pretence to
know the Heart immediately 7 The next Thing he
obferves, is, “© That an Hypocrite may perfonate a
‘¢ Saint, and that a weak Believer, thro’ Diflidence,
¢ Weaknefs in Knowledee or Utterance, cannot fay
¢ mucn that Way,” But what need has he to prove
this, if he imagine we pretend to fearch the Heart?
For if we did, then no Matter whether Hypocrites or
Saints could fay much or litde, fince their Hearts
would be known without their Words,  But to the
Point. We never deny’d that an Hypocrite might de-
ceive, but on the contrary we aflert it: We only fay,
That every Hypocrite, or the Generality of falfe Pro-
feflors, are not fo capable of impofing on judicious and
experienced Chriftiang, as many imagine: For if even
Minifters with all their Learning do grofsly bewray
their Ignorance, what will others do? And what {hall
we fay, that Mr. T)---n himlelf fhould fpeak like one
that has had but little Acquaintance with the Cafles of
Chriftians ?  Surely he will not fay, that it is Weak-
nefs in Knowledge or Utterance, that incapacitates him
to fay much that Way : Yet behold his imperfelt, yea
falfe Defcriptions of a Chriftian’s Life and Exercifes,
&c. and add hereto his envious Infinuations, his ftated
and vehement Oppofition to the Work of God, and
fav, whether there be not too much Ground of Jea-
loufy afforded te a Chriftian that lays no Claun to the
Spirit of Difcerning. |

In Pag. 62. he tells us of fome Information he has
had, ¢ that fome Minifters have condemned the Stutes
“ of fome of their Brethren ta their Faces, when they
¢“ had no Ground, either from Ignorance, Error, or

| G2 ‘“ iriegulas
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‘ irregular Pradtices.” T am perfwaded he will not
be able to make good this Charge 5 and until he prove
it, I will deny it. That fome have judged fome Mini-
fters to be carnal, I own ; but that this was done with-
out juft Ground, I deny. I have no Hefitation to fay,
that the Minifters whom they judged carnal, difcover’d
themfelves too plainly to be fo, in the Courfe of their
Lives ; fome by Ignorance of the Things of God, and
Errors about them, bantering and ridiculing of them ;
fome by vicious Praltices, fome both Ways, all by a
furious Oppofition to the Work of God in the Land :
And what need have we of further Witneflcs ?

I might here, with more evident Reafon, retort the
Charge of Rath- Judging on Mr. Th---a and his Aflo-
ciates, had I Time to enlarge in fhewing thcir Con-
~ du&: For, is it not Rath- Judging, in Propriety and

- Striftnefs of Sperch, when they judge, not only without
Evidence, but contrary to it? Did I call it Rafh-
Judging ? I recall the Expreflion, for the Term istoo
foft ; ’tis rather a furious and virulent Out-faceing the
Truth. For have not he and his Brethren condemined
the Work of God as the Woark of the Devil, while
they have not been able to difprove the Evidences
brought to prove it the Work of God? Have they
not judged the Subjellts, and Promotcrz of i¢, to be

*alted by the Devil, while themielves muit cosieis that
the Lives of many are more holy in Appcarancei- And
do thefe vet accufe of Rath- Judging ! *T's true they
ufed to bid us wait until the After-fruits would difcover
it ; but they did not wait for fuch Evidence themfelves,
to form 3 Judgment that Satan was at the Helm. They
{ay, It was carried on by diforderly Perfons, in a dif-
orderly Manner, and therefore it could not be the Work
of him who is the Ged of Order. But how then can
trey acconnt {or their Oppofition to the firft Appearance
of it, before they had any Diforder to compiain of ?

D:d not the frft remarkabic Appearance of Scul-Con-
ccin

o
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cern in Pemnfyli 'nia, begin at Fag’s-Manor 2 Awd was
rot the Rev. Mr, Blair an orderly fettled Minifter in
that Place? Here was no dxforderly Perfon, no break-
ing ato other Mens Congregations, no irregular Can-
didates, no raw Novices, Miflionaries, Libels, or
Faltions; yet I can evidence, that fome of our eppof-
ing Minifters condemned the Work as Enthuﬁa(m and
Delufion, before they had feen or converfed with thofe
Perfons, who were the Subjeéts of it ; and was not this
Rafh-Judging? As yet they had not thofe thread-bare
Topicks of Intrufion, and D:[order, to argue from ; but
when the Work fpread, and came within their Borders,
they ftill fhewed an utter Abhorrence of it ; befpatter’d
it ﬁrﬁ fomewhat covertly, afterwards more openly ;
and the more bright tie Evidence of it fhone, the more
{fenfibly were thcv difpleafed, unti! at length their An-
ger kindled into Rage, and made them furioufly fcatter
Fire-brands, Arrows and Death, They fet themfclvcs
to oppofe us doétrinally, of which the Sermon under
Confideration is a Proof; and becaufe we preach.d
Salvation full and frce, they got into a Notion that we
caft Contempt on good Works, and would allow them
3 no honcurable Place in our new Religion, as they call’d
it, and hence they preached in a legal Arminian Strain,
Again, becaufe we preached a living Religion, a Reli-
glon that muft be felt, and confequently difcernible in
its very Nature ; they feem to have miftaken us, cither
thro’ Ignorance of this Religion, or Anger at it, and
faid we'held, that every real Chriftian is always fenfible
of his gracious State. ~ Hereupon they preached con-
fufedly againft Aflurance, in equivocal Terms, as that
one might be gracious, and know nothing of it, and
fo leave it for commen, undiftinguithed. And in the

mean tim# they ceafed not trom immng and wounding

and taking away the Vail (Saxg-5. 7.) from thofe wha
were feeking the Beloved, and forrowing, or yet rejoi

ing in his Prefence : Thcy called their Conviétion and
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giaring Shews, wvain Boalls, and fuch like. By thefe,

¢¢ rion, wherchy to Judoe of ourfelves, or form a

% they fele, when they were converted.” This Charg
. he confirms from what he was informed a certai
Brother afferted, wviz. *¢ That it is a bloody, murther
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Sorrow Melancholy, their Devotion and Serioufnefs
Hypocrify or (Grimace, and their Joys muft be Enthu~
fiafm and Delufion. The. muft be ftigmatized with
the Name of The b/azmg Prafeffors now-a-days, and
muft hear long Harangues againit Flathes of Joy, or
Terrcr; muﬂ be twitted with Novelties, itching Ears,

and fuch like Methods, they prejudiced many again(t
their Miniftry, and orhers againft the Work of God :
Such as had a Senfe of Religion forfook their Miniftry,
and went where they mizhr find fomething to fuit the
Cafes of their Souls., Hereupon the Cry “arofe about
Diforder, Irregularity, and all the T'rzia of Confufions,
Schifms, Factions and Parties, fo ftrenuoufly infifted
upon ever fince, and which take up fo great a Part in
moft Pages ot the Writinzs of our Opponcnts

I have infenfibly digreficd beyond my intended Bre-
vity, that I might thew the Reader what improper
Judges our Opponents are of Rath- Judging, when they
free themfelves of the Crime, But I fhall leave the
hiftorical Narrative of their Conduét ’til another Time,
when I may have Leifure to fet it in a fuller and clearer
Light, in fome Remarks on their other Pamphlets, if
need be ; and at prefent haflen to Mr, Th---n's fifth
Article of Charge againft us, which is,

Pag. 63. That we hold, ¢ that the prmcnpal Crite-

¢ Judgment of Charity concerning others, is not a
“ podly and righteous Walk, but rather thefe inward
¢ Exercifcs that we felt, or that others can declare

[ o)

¢ ing, barbarous Char; ity, to judze well of a Perfon’
¢ State by his good Converfation.”” Here it is might
obfervable, that Mr. 7h --n reprefents our Opinion a
eguivocally as he can, by faying, Not a gedly and righ

100
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- teous Converfation. What does he intend to accufe us
of hereby ¢ Is it, that we bave no Regard to an holy
Life in forming a Judement of Charity concerning
others, if they can only talk of Experiences! He
feems not bold enough to fay fo, in dire&t Words ; but
he feems willing enough that it be underftood fo; as
appears bv his Reafoning, in Pag. 64, where, fpcaking
of Perfons that have holy Habits, he fays, ¢ Surely
““ fuch have a far better Foundation to ftand upon,
¢“ than fuch who can tell long Narratives, as above,
¢ but whofe Converfation bears not a fuitable Corref-
¢ pondence thereto. ””  He infinuates the fame Thing
in Pag, 66. where he fuppofes two Perfons; ¢ one
whofe Converfion is remarkable, but falls by Tempta-
tion, as Dawid, Solomun ; the other remembers nothing
of the Time of his Converfion, but yet exercifes Grace,
and lives holy ; on which he obferves, that every onc’s
Confcience will anfwer, that the latter has the fureft
Evidence of Converfion. ” By all which, I fay, he
infinuates, that we carc not what fort of Lives Men
live, if they can give a Narrative of their Converfion,
But how does he fupport his Charge? ’Tis plain, that
his Conclufion is too broad for the Premifles: For
tho’ that certain Brother faid, That a Perfon’s good
} Converfation is not a fufficient Ground for a Judgment
| of Charity, he did not therefore exclude a good Con-
verfation out of the Account. Or does he pretend to
! accufe us of holding, that a good Converfation is not
the only Ground for a Judgment of Charity ? It would
§ feem at firft Sight, as tho’ this was his Charge ; but if it
be not, he is talking to the Winds. Again, when he
fays, Thefe Exercifes which we felt, or which others can
'R declare they felt, swhen they were converted ; does he mean
\§ bereby to accufe us of holding, what he infinuates in
Pag. 64. that unlefs we, or others ¢ can tell the Time,
j] ¢ Place, and Manner of tneir. Converfion, or the
¢ Sermon by which this Work was wrought,” we

b
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cannot judge charitably of them, whatever gracious
Excrorfes they are acquainted with ?  If he mean this, ’
he has no Colour of Proof: For tho’ we fhould fay,
That we cannot judge charitably of one who has no
gracious Experiences to tell of, yet I fee not how this
Teftridts the Matter to the Sermon, Time, and Place of |
Converfion. But what a ftrange Opponent is he, whg
leaves us fo much in the Dark, as to the Mcaning of
his Articles of Charge ? If Mr, Th-----n wrote this |
Sermon with a clear Confcience, why is he fo equivo- ¥
cal? ButIpafson.

We deny holding, that every Chriftian can tell ex-
actly the Time when Grace was firft infufed, or the
Place in which, or the Sermon by which this Work
was wrought : Neither do we give Credit to a Perfon’s
Narrative of his fuppofed Converfion, if the Courfe of
his Life be inconiiftent with it. Yet we do not think,
¢hat a moral and very formal Profeflor, who is unac-
quainted with -the Exercifes and Experiences of real
Chriftians, does give fufficient Ground for a Judgment
of Charity, touching his gracious State: For the
Scripture will teach us to argue, that Saints can give
a better Reafon for the Hope that is in them(1Pet.3.15.)
than only their external Walk ; as is evidert from
what I have fpoken on the Point of Aflurance: They
<an give fuch an Account of their Experiences, and [
believe the greater Part of them can give fuch a Narra-
tive of their Converfion, as may be fatisfying to a ju-
dicious Chriftian, whether it be fo to themfelves or not.

But Mr. Th---n thinks, in p. 63. that ¢ the Erro-
neoulnefs of this Tenet in a great Meafure.appears from
what he has faid concerning preparatory Convictions.”
Well, but if what he has faid of preparatory Convic-
tions appear to be erroneous, it will then follow, ac-
cording to his own Judgment, that the prefent Tenet
is true, fecing he links them together. Now, I have

alceady proven his Dollrine of Coavictions to be falfe,
an
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and ours to be true, and confequently his prefent Doc-
trine falls to the Ground, until he rear his Do&lrine of
Convictions, by overthrowing what I have advanced
againft it: And I am willing that the prefent Point
be decided by his Arguments and mine, about prepara-
tory Convi&ions ; for it fecems he would believe the
one, if he could believe the other ;- at leafty w1 a great
Meafure. '

But while I fpeak, I obﬁrve, that Mr. Th-=-n is in
a great Meafure got into the Doétrine of preparatory
Conviéions himfelf ; for, a few Lines further he tells
us of fome ¢ who in more adult Years have been
drawn to Chrift by the Cords of Love gradually.” He
formerly owned that all the Graces were .infufed at
once; Pag. 15. of his Book. And if fo, muft there not
be fome Work preparatory to the Infufion of Grage, to
make this Drawing gradual? Surely it would be a
Contradi&tion, to fay, that Converfion is gradu.d if
there be no preparatory Work.

He further tells us, Pag. 64. that fuch as are thus
drawn, do *¢ feel the Exercifes of Faith, Love to God;
‘“ Hatred againft Sin, fincere Endeavours to mortify
‘“ ity &'c. from whenc: they have Ground to conclude
¢ well of themfclves, and others may charitably judge
¢¢ of them.” Whatis thisr Is Mr, Th<--n alfo be-
come a Judger of Men from their inward Exercifes ?
Does he judge charitahly of them, becaufe of their Faith,
Love; Sincerity? Sure thefe are inward in the veiy
Soul; and yet on account of thefe, he would have
others judge charitably of them : Yes, by all means;
for who would defire better Grounds to conclude d °ll
of thezr State ?

I might enlarge in. making Obfervations of thxs kind,
were it worth while. But | proceed to the fixth ’\mcle
of Charge againft us, which is, -

Pag. 68. That  we make a Diftinction begvaeen
¢ the eutward and.inward Call of a Perfon.td .the
I§! “ Mipiftry,
I R —
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¢ Miniftry, and affert, that tho’ a Perfon be regularly,

¢ after due Trial and Examination, ordained to that
¢ Nffice, according to the divine Inftitution ; yet if he

¢ be not converted, or have not true Grace, or the 1

¢¢ inward Call of the Spirit [as we love,he fays,to fpeak]
¢¢ that fuch a Perfon has not the Call of God, but only
¢¢ the Call of Man to that Office. This Doétrine,
¢¢ he fays, is induftrioufly propagated, and as greedily
¢¢ drunk in by Multitudes.” Now, I would atk Mr.
Th---n, did he hear us himfelf preach this Doétrine ?
or has he only been afluredly inform’d of our Diftinc-
tions and Phrafes herein ? I believe he will be diffi-
culted to prove that we have been very induftrious in
this Point. The Truth is we have declared againft a
carnal, gracelefs, and ignorant Miniftry, who know
not how to divide each his Portion; we have fhewn
how dangerous and deftruQive they are; for they bave
bealed the Hurt of the Daughter of my People flightly,
Jer.6, 14. of which Mr,Zb--n"s Doétrine of Convictions
is a Proof : But I know not any of our Number, who
have infifted much upon the minifterial Call, or upon
this Diftin&ion of smward and outward, divine and hu-
man : But fecing we are called to anfwer our Part, and
tell our Opinion herein, I proceed.

Now that I may clearly ftate the Cafe, I premife a
few Things:

1. That we do not plead for, nor yet expe, an
apoftolick, immediate Call to the Work of the Miniftry
now-a-days, but only the ordinary, and mediate Call
of God.

2. As a Confequence of this, no Perfon, however
eminently qualified, both with fupernatural fanétifying
Grace, and acquired Learning, may, in ordinary Cafes,
execute the Office of a Minifter, until he be try’d, ap-
proven, and commiffioned, according 20 the Word of
God, by approven Minifters of Chrift, who are invefted

with Authority for fo doing: And of Confequence,
| we

T
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we abhor to fet the Czll of God in Oppoiition to his
Order for the regular Trial, and Ordination of Men
for the Miniftry ; but affert that the one is moft con-
{iftent with the other.

3. We grant, that a Perfon who is apparently quali-
fied, according to the Rules of Scripture, with Grace
and Learning, even tho’ he be in Reality a clofe Hy-
pocrite, yet when fuch an one is regularly fet a-part
for the Miniftry by thofe whe have the Power of O:=
dination, he is then a true Miinifter in the Sight of the
Church, his Miniftrations are valid, and he is to e
received and efteemed as one called of God, until the
contrary appear. Once more :

4. We grant, that any Perfon whatever, who is
once put into this facred Truft, in a regular Manner,
as aforefaid, is called of God to fulfil his Miniftry, is
obliged in Duty to do as he has faid; but yzt we fay,
he was not called of God to undertake this Truft, while
deftitute of thofe Qualifications which God calls for in
Minifters ; tho’ it be his bounden Duty to perform the
minifterial Charge, after he is entred into it, yet it was
not his Duty, while gracefs and unqualified, to enter ia.
This is the Point at which Mr. 7b---n and I do part
afunder, viz, That the Call of God to the Office of
the Miniftry, is diftinguithed from, tho’ not oppofed
unto, the Prefbytery’s Trying and Ordaining a Perfon
to that Office. This he denies, and we affirm.

Now, in orde- to prove this Point, let it be confi-
dered wherein the Call of God confifts, Mr. Th----»
defines this Call, in Pag. 69. to be ¢ an authoritative
¢ A& of God, whereby he requireth, commands and
¢ authorizes a Perfon, to enter upon, and execute the
¢ Office ot a Minifter. ” I fhall not controvert Mr,
Th---n’s Definition, but I chufe to exprefs the Thing
in fewer Words, thus, The Call of God is his making
it a Perfon’s Duty to enter into the Office of the Mini-

ftry. Hence the Point I maintain may be diverfified,
H 2 and
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and fland thus, ©iz. That God does not make it the
Duty of a gracelefs and unqualified Man to enter upon
the minifterial Funétion, This will be clear, if we
confider that God requires gracious Qualifications in
fuch as bear the Veflels of his Houfe: A Minifter muft
be holy, Tit. 1. 8. He fhould be fanétified, otherwife
he’s not meet for the Mafter’s Ufe, 2 Tim. 2. 21. He
muft be faithful, 2 Tim. 2. 2. Now, is there any to
whom thefe Charaélers will agree, in their real Extent,
but a gracious Man ? Surely no: Does God then re-
quire fuch Qualifications in all hi- Minifters ! and does
e alfo require fuch as have them not, to enter that
Officc! How contradi@ory is this? How abfuid ! |
Yet this is' what Mr, Th---n exprefsly maintains, in
Pag. 69. ¢¢ When a Perfon, fays he, is orderly fet a-
¢ part to thisWork,according to the Grder and Inftitu-
*¢ tion of Chrift, by the Miniftry of his Servants, wha
¢ are invefted with Authority for that Purpofe ; I fay,
¢ fays he, that Perfon, whatever his perfunal Qualifi-
¢ cations be as to fan&ifying Grace, is truly, and ac-
‘¢ cording to the fcriptural Way of fpeaking, called of
¢ God to that Work,” If Mr. Th--n did only mean,
that a Perfon already entred into the Miniftry, was
called of Gad to fulfil it, I would not gainfay it ; but
in his Definition, he not only makes the Call of God
to confift in authorizing a Perfon entred to execute the
Cffice of a Minifter, but slfo, in requiring and com-
manding a Perfon 1o enter upon it ; or, in other Words,
making it his Duty to undertake that Office. If he
does not mean it in this laiter Senfe, he muft cwn that
he has been defignedly equivocal. Now, if a Prelby-
tery’s fetting a Man orderly a-part for the Miniftry, be
all the Call of God that is to be look’d for, in order to
his undertaking that Office, then it will follow, tha
an Heretick, yea, an Infidel, while fuch, may be ca’l-
led of God to enter into the Miniftry. Mr. 7h---
mu® maintain this, cr if he think it too hard a Tafk,

he
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he muft maintain, that no Prefbytery under Heaven
cain poflibly fet a profanc Perfon, an Heretick or In-
hlel, a-part for this Office, by Fafting, Prayer, and
Impcfiticn of Hands: They may examine him too,
and the’ they do not approve of him, yet, may they not
fct him a-part? If Mr. Th---n fay this is impoffible
for a Prefbytery to do, to try a Man, and not approve
of him, and yet fet him a-part by Ordination ; then I
will prove, that it is poflible, becaufe Mr. 7h---n and
his Bretkren of Dennegal Prefbytery, have altually
done 1t ; and if they p]cafe, may call upon me to prove
it: They know I was prefent, when they examined
and quomtcd to ordain a certain Man, and alfo did
ordain him, and how little able they were to approve
of him, Well, if Mr, Th---n can neithar prove, that
an ordained Infidel, Herctick, or a Chriftianitv-profef-
fing Ignoramus, can be faid to be called of God to
undertake and enter into the Miniftry, nor yet prove
that it is impoflible, in the Nature of Things, for a
Prefbytery to try and formally inveft fuch an one with
that Office; then he muft own that 2 Prefbjtery’s
fetting a Man orderly a-part, is nat fufficient to prove
him called of God to that Work; and to mut over-
throw his own Scheme entirely, |

Again, the Abfurdity of Mr. T5---n"s Schcme may
be thewn, by having Recourfe to the Reformers from
Popery, wiz. Luther, and his contemporary Bicthren
in the Miniftry ; fome of whom had a Popith Ordina-
tion, fome none atall: I prefume that Mr, 7h---n
will own their Ordination at beft to be as good as none
atall; and yet, I muft fuppofz, that he owns them
called of God, or elfe he condemns the Reformation
as diforderly. But if his Argument be true, eiz. That
the Call of God confifts in a Perfon’s being orderly fet
a-part by an orderly Miniftry, for that (fice, thcn it
will follow, that thofc Reformers were not called of

God, and confequently his Argumeat will condemp
the
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the Reformation, asa Thing not called for. But this
Is abfurd:  And therefore our Argument ftands good,
That there muft be a Call of God previous to, and
diftinguithed from, a Perfon’s being regularly fet a-
part for the Miniftry, |

Agreeable hereto, in our approven Standard for
Church-Government, Dire&tory for Ordinatien of
Miniflers, Se€. 3. the Prefbvtery is to ¢ enquire (of
¢ the Candidate) touching the Grace of God in him,
“‘ and whether he be of fuch Holinefs of Life, as is re-
¢ quifite in a Minifter of the Gofpel ; and to examine
““ him touching his Learning and Sufliciency, and
““ touching the Evidences of his Calling to the holy
“ Miniftry, and in particular, his fair and direét
¢ Calling to that Place.” Now, does Mr. Th--n pre-
tend to hold by the Confeflion of Faith, and Direétory ?
If he does, how will he explain this Paflage to be con-
fiftent with his Doétrine? He makes the Call of God
to the Miniftry to confift in a Man’s being orderly fet
a-part thereto; the #efiminfler Aflembly give Direc-
tion, that the Man is to be examined touching his Cal-
ling to the holy Miniftry, before he be ordained ; how
can this be done, if his regular Trial and Ordination
be the Whole of the Call? How can he be examined
about his Call, when the Prefbytery have not given it
to him? According to Mr, Th--n"s Scheme, the Pre-
bytery are to examine themfelves touching the Eviden-
¢:s of the Man’s Calling, and not himfelf : They are
to try whether they have regularly fet him a-part, ac-
cording to Chrift’s Order ; and if they have obferved
the Puntilioes, then they may conclude he is called
of God, for his Ordination is the Evidence,

Likewife to enquire * touching the Grace of God
¢ in him,” is very contrary to Mr, 7b--#’s Scheme ;
for he and his Brethren are at no Lofs to compare it to
the Spanifh Inquifition, and call it ¢ a putting Men

£¢ ypon the Rack to declare their inward Experiencc;}”

P
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No doubt it is racking enough to fuch as have nothing
to declare that Way., Thefe are our goodly Contiend-
ers for Order, and the Confeflion of Faith !

But I proceed. The Point will receive additional
Evidence, by confidering, tiat Ordination to the Mi-
niftry prefuppofes the Perfon to be called of God, at
leaft in the Judgment of his Ordainers, otherwife they
a&t irrationally, irregularly, and inconfciencioufly ; for
is it not evidently the Duty of a Prefbytery to enquire
whether it be their Duty, that is, Whether they be
called of God to fet this or that Perfon a-part for the
- Miniftry? Now they cannot be clear in their being
called of God to ordain him, unlefs they have Ground
charitably to judge,that he is called of God to thatWork ;
if it be not fatisfyingly clear to them, that it is his
Duty, in the Sight of God, to undertake the Charge,
it cannot be clear that it is their Duty to give it to
him. So then, if Ordination fuppofes the Call of God
previous to it, it cannot in itfelf be this Call.

If any fhould atk me, What is this divine Call you
fpeak of, if it be not the regular fetting of a Perfon a-
part for this Office, by the Prefbytery ? Wherein does
it conflift ? Or what is the Evidence of it ? I would
anfwer :

1. Since no ungracious Perfon is called of God te
that Office, in Gofpel-times, as the Scriptures before-
cited (with many, many others) do prove; it follows,
that converting fanélifying Grace muft needs be cne
Evidence of it: For without this, a Man cannot be
holy, faithful, a Lover of good Men; nor fo apt to
teach the Myfteries of Godlinefs, as he that has experi-
enced them : He cannot properly bear the T'itle of an
Ambaflador, who muft be fuppofed a Friend at Court ;
a Friend of the Bridegroom’s is not a fit Appellation for
one of his Enemies : Minifters are Stars, whno thine
by the Light of the Sun of Righteoufnefs ; but a -arnal
Man, unto whom the Sun of Righteoufnefs has never

. arole,
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arofe, is not worthy of this Title. If a carnal Miniftef
get thefe Titles, it can only be catachreftically and
ironically, I might fay much more to prove it, bu
what has been faid may fufice to fhew, that only gra
cious Perfons are called of God to undertake the Min,
ftry 5 and confequently Grace muit be one Evidencef
of this Call. Neither will it follew, as Mr. 75---
and our Opponents fondly imagine; that thereforelg
every gracious Perion has a Call to the Miniftry. Havd
they not fo much Logick as to diftinguih betwee
proprium fol: and proprium tot: 2 Might they not then
as eafily fuppofe us to hold, that tho’ the Miniftry is
proper to good Men only, vet not to all of them ! For
2. When God,in the Ufe of proper Means, turnifhes
a Perfon with a Competency of Knowledge for this
Fun&ion, 1t is a further Evidence of his Call to it
to whom God has given Talents, from them he expeltsg
a due Improvement of his Gifts. But left any fhould]
yet urge, that by this Means, every one who is bothf
gracious and learned has a Call to the Miniftry; I}
Qbferve,
. That it’s not enough to have thefe Qualifications,
but alfo a {trong Defire to ferve God in this Station ;8
for he that defireth the Office of a Bifbop, defires a good]
IWork, 1 Tim. 3.1. When he is fwayed to defire this
Work by an ardent Love to the divine slory, a
longing Defire for the Converfion of Sinners; and the
Prolpcnty of Saints; and not by Greed of Honour,
Eafe, or filthy Lucre; for if one be fwayed ®o feek
what is truly good by a carnal Motive, it is an Evidence
that his Defire is not from the Holy Spirit, otherwife
his Motive would be fpiritual, and bear fome Praportion
to the good Thing defired. . Now, as no del Mag
can defire the divine Glory with a fingle Eye, nor yet
the Good of Zion, fo as to fet it above his chiefeft Jov,
thercfore his Defires of the Miniftry bear not the Stamp
‘of Divinity upon them. ‘This I mention to illuftrate
_this
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this Point, viz. That fuch fpiritual Ends and Motives
do prove the aforefaid Defire to be an Evidence of the
Call of God to that Work, when all other Requifites
do concur, and the Man’s prefent Station and Circum-
ftances do not interfere with it,

God, who has the fovereicn Command of the Soul,
and who has undertaken to be the Guide and Inftruc-
tor of his own Children, has many Ways to fignify his
Mind to them, in a Cafe of fuch Weight and Impor-
tance as the Miniftry of the Gofpel: He removes
Difficulties, and clears the Way, opens a Door for their
Entrance, and thrufts them forth: He fpeaks to their
Hearts, gives them Streagth and Encouragement, and
leads them according to his Word; which will be
ftrange to'none who knows what {.veet Intercourfe and
Communion the People of God have with him, or who
confiders the general Promife of the Spirit’s Guidance
to all Believers: What Abfurdity is there in afferting,
trat they in Effe@ hear a Voice behind them, faying,
This is the Way, &c. Ifa. 30.21. Or why may he
not fhew one, that he has need of him ? Mark 11. 3.
Surely the Secret of the Lord is with them that fear him.
Pfa. 25. 14. But if any defire more full Satisfaltion
with refpeét to thefe inward Motions and Excitements
of the Holy Spirit, in thofe whom he calls to the Mini .
ftry, I refer them to the judicious and holy Mr, Dus-
ham, in his Expofition of the Revelaticns, pag. 49, &c.

But left our Adverfaries fay, that this opens a Door
to endlefs Confufion and Enthufiafm, if every one who
has fuch Qualifications and Defires, and a Concurrence
of all defircable Things in his own Opinion, may enter
upon, and execute the Office of a Minifter, without
more ado: For fo they ftate the Queftion fallacioufly ;
and fo Mr.7h---n reafons in pag. 75. * Shall and muft
““ we accept of a Perfon, fays he, who pretends to this
inward Call, as one called of God, without a due

* Coutfe of Trials?* I anfwer, No, by no means
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For the Minifters of Chrift muft be the Judges of his

ualifications, before he can enter the Miniftry ; he
muft be try’d, approven, and commiffioned by them,
before he may aflume to cxecute that Office, in ordi-
nary Cafes, when there are true Minifters to do fo, And
dO"S not this fhut the Door upon thefe Confufions fup-
pofed to be the Confequence of this Doétrine? Do we
then make void the Orders, and Rules of Chnit, for
the regular Trial and Ordination of Men, by aflerting
a Call of God diftinét herefrom? God forbid: Yea,
we eitablifth the facred Order of his Houfc ; and affert,
that thefe Things that are Evidences of the Call of God
to the Candid:te, are to be enquired into by the Mi-
nifters who ordain him, and are to be the Evidences of
their Call to fet him a-part, *“ uwpon Trial they have
Clearnefs to proceed.

I do not mean, that Minifters muft have an infallible
Certainty of a Candidate’s being called of God, before
they can proceed to ordain him ; but when they have
rational Ground, after Trial, to judge charitably of him,
they may with £;t1sf ing Clearnefs proceed, and be
accepted of the Lori in,wh‘at they do, even tho’ they
be deceived as to tue Perfon himfelf whom they ordain.

On this Occafion I can with Pleafure ufe the Words.
of the Rev. Mr. Fexcroft of Boflon, in his Sermon, en-
tituled, The Neceffity and Importance of Miniflers being
Men in Chrif. In Pag, 17. he fays, ¢ Ability and i
¢ Fidelity, Gifts and (Jracc, are eﬂ'ential Requifites ;
¢ without which the human Miffion is infignificant,
“¢ and carries no Authority with it, at leaft in “the Smht
“ of God. If any [fays one] ordain Perfons uncapablc
¢ or unfit, the) qn' fend forth Creatures of their own,
““ not Mir:ilers of Chrift, Thofe Qualifications ar
““ necefiary to make Men nieet Recipients of the mi
“ nifterial Commaﬂ‘xon. according to the Will o
:: Chrift ; and it is the Will of Chrift that gives ever

\/luuﬁc: his Commiflion, O:rdainers are but th
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¢ Inftruments of external Inveftiture, which is only
‘“ a Paint of Order ; and if applied to wrong Subjets,
‘¢ to imfufficient Perfons, gives them no Authority, at
¢ leaft before God : As neither does the Refufal of it
¢¢ to Perfons qualified and called regularly, hinder, but
¢ that fuch may a& as fufficiently authorized without
¢ it, where fuch a Point of Order can’t be obtain’d. ”
And in Pag, 18. he obferves, that ¢ the Holy Ghoft |
¢ has given Rules by which to judge of the Meetnefs
¢¢ of Perfons for this Office; and unlefs the Perfons
<¢ appear really fuch as the Holy Gheft direts to, the
¢ Call and Ordination are irregular. And if Men
¢ have not the internal as well as the external Call,
¢ they are bold Intruders, and run before they are
1 44 fent .13
I have only Tiime to make a few fhort Remarks on
Mr. Th---n’s Reafonings, and fo conclude the Foint.
‘1. He nrges in Pag. 70. and 71. in his 3d and 4th
Arguments, that Minifters ought to have an external
Call; and obferves, that the Prophets and Apoftles,
tho’ extraordinary, were externally called alfo, Asto
his making Ordinatiop, when regularly performed, the
whole Call of God, I have already made Remarks.
I would only now afk him, for what End is he con~
tending for an external Call? or rather, with whom
does he contend ? ‘Can he with a clean Confcience fay,
that we deny it, either directly or confequentially 2
HM:s he the leaft Proof, either from our Words or Ac-
tions, that we difregard the Order of Chrift refpecting
Ordination of Men for the Miniftry? If not, is he
not fenfible that he feeks to flander us, while he reafons
arainft what he¢ knows we do not hold, and at the
fame time pretends he is reafoning agamﬁ: us, thereby
 to infinuate a Falfhood into the Minds of fuch as know
" not the Cafe?
2. He thmks, we make the Cal! of God, and the

Q_nahﬁ_cations in the Perfons called, ene and the fame
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Thing. Tanfwer, We look on gracious Qualifications
and Abilities, as eflential Requifites in a truly cal-
led Minifter, and neceffary Evidences of his Call, both
to himfelf and his Ordainers; but we do not make
them the fume Thing with Ordination, nor imagine
that they fuperfede the Neceflity thereof, as Mr, 75--n
infinuates.

3. He fallifics Mr. Tennent’s Words,in Pag.72. when
he fays, cither that Mr. Tennent exprefsly maintains,
¢ that gracious Qualifications do conftitute the Call of
““ God to the Miniftry,” or that he maintains, ¢ that
"¢ every gracious Petfon is called to the Miniftry.
Now Mr, Th---n’s Words are fo equivocal, as to bc
underftood cither Way. And yet cither Way they are
tallz,  For Mr. Tennent only fays, they are ** a principal
*“ Part of the ordinary Call of God to the minifterial
“ Work.” Buthe docs not fay, that nothing more is
ueceflary, in order to a Perfon’s executing the Office.
There is much Diffefence between that which wholly
conftitutes a Call, and that which is only a principal
Part of it. He dOCa not fay, they conftitute a Call of
God, as Mr. Th---n aflerts moft falfely ; but he may
well look on them to b: {uch Evidences of it, as with-
out them it cannot le evidenced.

4. In Pag.73. Mr, The--n intrcats his Readcrs, not
to think he's pleading for a gracelefs Miniftry : But
for my Part, am not able to believe but he is doing fo.
"T'is true he fays they are * an awful Piague and
““ Scourge to any People.” But how fhail I believe
him fincerc herein, when he pleads that they are called
of God t. the Miniftry ? What is this? Called of God
to be Plagues and Scourges to his People! I thought
he had fald they were called to be Mzmﬂcrs, not to
Plagnes. Tis truc, in the next V.ine he comes dew
with his Terms, and inftead of [Celled] he ufcs <)
Word [Permit.] It he had only faid fo fhll, he woun'i

have faved me of fome Labour : But it’s to be feare
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he flill ufes the Worlds, Permit and Call, as fynonimous
Terms; for by and by he afferts, that fuch are called.
of God to the Work of the Miniftry. Thus, in a
Word, gracelefs Men are fometimes called and per-

mnted, and permitted and called, to be Minifters,
and Plagues, and Scourges to any People. From fuch

| may the LORD deliver his Church at this Day.

I come now to the laft Article of Charge, in p. 76.
which is, That we hold, ¢ that an unconvérted Mi-
“ nifter, who has only the Call of Man, cannot, in
an ordinary Way, be a Mean of Converfion to
‘“ others by his Preaching.’” He thinks this Tenet
‘“ is fo necar of kin to the laft foregoing, that he need
‘“ not fay a great Deal to confute it.” Truly he does
well to fpare this Point, left if he fay a great Deal, he
fhould confute himfelf: For why? He faid before,
that fuch gracelels Minifters are Plagues and $courges ;
and if he fay much now to prove their Ufefulnefs, he
will overthrow himfelf, and his Scheme will fall with.
out Hand. But poffibly the Point may be carried thus:
He will fpeak One Word againft gracelefs Minifters,
and Ten Words for them, that fo they may ftill have

a Majority of Votes on their Side.

Hc obfuvcs, That the Reafon given why the Ifrae-
Jites of old were not profited by the Word, is, that the
Word was not mixed with Faith in them that heard it,
Heb. 4 ¢ Nothing of this is afcribed, fays he, to
¢ thc Gracelefsncfs o% the Preachers.”” I will only
put Mr. Th---n in Mind of Fer. 23. 22. But if they
had flood in my Counfel, and had caufed my Pecple to bear |

my Words, tbm they fhould bave turned them from their
cwl Iay, and from the Evil of their Doings. This only
fhews us. that {:-h as are fent of God, have 2 Promife
Q 3JC. 18, ‘;

Dag. 77. Mr. ‘Ib---n thinks our Do&rine will lead
iuto this Ahfurdnty, viz,”That every one would have
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Reafon to doubt of the Reality of any Good they had
ever received, as often as they fee Reafon to doubt of
the Gracioufnels of the Inftrument, if they believe,
¢¢ that a gracelefs Minifter cannot be z Mean of real
“ Good to their Souls.”” Here Mr. Th---n fhifts the |
State of the Queftion intirely ; for, which of us did he
ever hear fay, that a gracelefs Man caunot be the Mean
of real Good to a Soul? Did we ever fo limit the
Holy One of ifrael? No. For ’tis plain, that what
he quotes from Mr. Zennent’s Sermon, will not bear
that Force, but the con‘rary ; he neither direétly, nor
confequentially, ufes the Word, Cannot, which yet
Mr. Th---n impofes on us, and thereby evidently flan-
ders us. We do believe, that the Word is made effec-
tual to Salvation, not by any Virtue in it, or in him
that doth adminifter it, but only by the Blefling of
Chrift, and the Working of his Spirit in them that
by Faith receive it, ‘But the Queftion is, whether the |
Holy Spirit does work fo generally, by the Miniftry of
gracelefs Men, as thefe whom he has qualified with
Grace, and fent into the Miniftry ! And fince Mr,
Zh---n has not proven this, he has done juft nothing
at all to the Purpofe : For ’tis this we deny, and affert
that the Lord works, for common, only by gracious
Men, whom he has fent into the Minittry. What I
have faid about the minifterial Call, confirms this; and

I might add many other Arguments, were it necefiary,
to thew not only that gracious Minifters have the Pro-
mife of Succefs, but alfo, that there is a greater Apti-
tude or Fitnefs in fuch, to promote *h= real Interefts of
Zion, and Good of Souls, than in others, upon many
Accounts ; and to fhew, that gracelefs Minifters do not
fo difcharge, for common, the Work of the Miniftry,
as that it has a Tendency to do good: But am, at
prefent, ftraitned in Time. Befides, thefe Things are
done already, in the beft Manner, by the Rev. Mr,
Foxcroft, in that Sermon of his before quoted: It isa
judiciows
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judicious, pious and elegant Compofure, printed in the
Year 1728, before the prefent warm Duputes arofe
about thofe Points: His Words, in Pag, 27. of faid
Sermon, are fo much to the Purpofe, that I chufe to
conclude this Point with them ; they are as follow :

‘¢ The End and Import of their (the Minifters) Office
| ¢ require that they be Men in Chrift. Surely there is
¢ the greateft Condecence and Propriety in 1it.
¢ Their deing in Chrift is but a proper Harmony and
¢ juft Comportment with the Nature and Defign of
€ their fpiritual Employ. How unfeemly muft it
¢ be for the Children of Hell, to wear a Commffion,
“ under Chrift, the Captain of Salvation! for Servants
‘“ of the Devily to have the Charge of Souls, and
¢ Strangers to Chrift, to be employed in preaching
““ hiin unto others ! — What Incongruities are thefe !
¢ Such as muft needs grate on every Ear. A Chriftlefs
¢ gracelefs Minifter is the greateft Abfurdity in the
¢ World, Whereas if Minifters be fanétified in Chrift
¢¢ Jefus, it is a very beautiful Correfpondence with the
“ Nature and Scope of their facred Office. It is but
‘“ htting that they who are profefledly united with
¢ Chrift in Defign, fhould be myttically and fpinitually
“ united to his Perfon. ”

Upon the Whole, I can’t but conclude, That Mr.
Th---n will fuffer Lol ; for his Works are but Paper-
Walls, and cannot fland the T'rial of the Fire : Yea,
his Fabrick is built with Wood, Hay and Stubble, and
will furely burn when Fire is apply’d to it. He fup- |
pofed our Works were confumed ; but the Reader may
fee, it was only a Man of Straw, a meer Phantom,

a Shadow, which the Light chafes away.
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