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ADVERTISEMENT.

4 Immediately after reading Mr. Fletcher’s Logica:

--Genevenfis, perceiving that neceflity, as well as friends,
called upon me to take fome notice of that pam-
phlet, (notwithftanding the refolution I had formed
of being filent). I thought to write to him in-a fe-
rious expoftulatory way, but upon a fecond perufal
of that part of his book where he pleads in fuch

werful terms for the ufe of mild irony, [ thought
it was better to parley with him now and then with
his own weapons, which muft plead my excufe to
the pious, but more phlegmatic reader for any little
ftrokes of fatire, which may appeas throughout my
piece. :

.



- Réverend Sir
‘ _ Jantary 2, 1774
"HEN T have been travelling, I have often
‘ feen the following words written upon a’
board, and ftuck upon a fign-poft, “ Goop ENTER-
TAINMENT FOR MAN AND HoRst.” And yetit is a-
general obfervation that the board promifes, what-
the houfe feldom furnithes—A poor pilgrim is tras
velling Zion-ward, he jogs on; he cafts an eye
over your table of contents, and your prefatorial-
addrefs to-all Calvinifts to walk in and refreth them-
felves. He fays to himfelf furely I fhall here find
every thing which I can wifh or defire, after all thefe
profeflions of love and candor; and no doubt but
each letter I read will fully anfwer the contents which
are prefixed to it. Being fadly wearied, and perhaps
heavy laden into the bargain, in he goes, expecting
good meat, drink and lodging, but is much difap-
pointed to find that there is nothing for him to feed
. upon but cold frozen meat, and a few dry crufts;
nothing to drink but muddled water; and nothing
to reft on but an hard matrafs without a covering.
And if he wants any thing for his horfe, the poor’
beaft muft e’en be contented with bay and fubble.
But not to dwell any longer on allegories, I pro-:
ceed to inform you that laft Saturday and not before,
I received your Logica Genevenis, or fourth check to
Antinomianifm; and am truly forry to find, that nei-
ther the fpirit of the piece, nor the doétrine it
contains, are a jot better than what appeared in the.
former checks. Still all who hold and preach the
proteftant doctrines of ele@tion and perfeverance,
finithed falvation, and .imputed righteoufnefs, - are
held foth as forming the new Fewifalem, as cutting the -
way through law and gofpel:before un adulterery in fla-
. : B grante
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gante deliclo, as proflituting God’s boly word, fights;

fZI battles of the rankeft aftti‘nomiam;y and doﬁi :Zf
the devi’’s work. And why this ? Truly becaufe we
firmly believe, and unanimoufly affert that tbe blood
of Fefus Chrift cleanfeth from all fin, and that if any
man fin we bave an advocate with the Father Fefus
Chrifp the righteous ; and that this advocacy prevails,,
and thar the covenant of grace ftandeth {ure in be-
Ralf of the elet, under every trial, ftate, and cis-
cumftance they ean poffibly be irn: and becaufe we
cannot admit the contrary doétrine wirhout at once
undermining both law and gofpel. For the law is.
certainly undermined by fuppofing that any breach
of it whatever is not attended with the curfe of God,.
according to .thofe words of the apoftle carfed is every:
ene that continueth not in al things which are writtem.
i the book of the law to d them. And the gofpel is
eertainly undermined by fuppofing that there is pro-
vifion made in it for fame fins, and not for others.
But becaufe fome few extraardinary inftances of the
foul falls and backflidings of ‘God’s children are
recorded in fcripture by way of encouragement to-
the lifting up of the fallen, and by way of caution-
and warning to thofe who ftand, do therefore the
€Calviniftic dotrines as held by our reformers necef-
farily lead to ungodlinefs ? Or is the experience of
David, Lot and Soloman,, that of all thofe who abide:
by thofe daétrines ? On the contrary, I believe this is
not .the cafe with one in ten thouwfand. And yet if
I faw any fuch poor wanderer broughs to a fenfe of
his back{lidings, I would without fcruple tell him that
the good fhepherd was ftill as ready to receive him:
as if he had never departed from him, apd that his
merciful bigh prioft ever liveth ta make interceffion for
bim ‘

But why fo many mangled quotations from Flavel
apd others upon the neceflity 'of . perfonal holinefs
Why do you again dnd again bring up the old ftale
" objetiops . of el the unconverted clergy who are
conpiwualy. making -a noife about. works, works, and

BT ol perhaps.
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perhaps doing nothing all the while but the works of
darknefs. You know well, Sir, that thefe idle cavils
were brought againft our Lord and his apoftles by .
the fcribes and pharifees; that:they. were brought
againft the reformers by the papifts, and that they
were often brought: agaiaft you when you preached
more like a mimfter of the church of England than
you do at prefent.. You know in your own confci-
ence that we deteft’and abhor that damnable dorine
and pofition of real antinomians /et us fin that grace
may abound, and that we conftantly affirm that all -
who live and die in the pratice of any one allowed
fin, and who do not follow after inward bolinefs and. -
conformity to the'image of Chrift, fhall affuredly bé .
damned for evet, whatever their do&rinal notions or -
opinions may ‘be. Therefore for the Lord’s fake, -
Sir, (as you will not for ours) think of the charaters
you have injured, and let the laborious, exemplary
lives of hundreds who now fmart under your ilafh,
move you to recall the fevere and unkind things
you have faid of them. But methinks I hear you
again, repeat that * You do not mean to level any
of your words againft your pious Calviniftic brethren.”
But who are thefe? Certainly they do not occupy any
of “ OUR MOST CELEBRATED PULPITS,” fince the mi-
nifters who preach in thefe, are condemned without
exception as fuch “ pleaders for fin, that they fay more
“ for it than againft it, and handle no texts of fcrip-
- ¢ ture without diftorting and violating them to make
¢ them grateful to the antinomian palates of their
¢ hearers, yea they fing the fyren fong of finifhed
« falvation, rock the cradle of carnal fecurity, make
* their’ hearers afraid of the pratice of good works
¢¢ left they fhould work out their damnation inftead
“ of their falvation. Thefe celebrated minifters (if
‘¢ your defcription of them be a true one,) téll their
“ congregations that Mofes, that fuperannuated lega-
* it is buried, and that théy' have nothing to do
“-with-the law, thatGod’s commandments are need-
“ lefs, impraticable .fan@ions; and-therefore they
' v B2 « vilify
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¢ vilify the moral law, and make it contemptible,
¢ drefling it up as a {care-crow, and’ reprefenting it
 as an intolerable yoke of bondage. Moreover,
« they choofe comfortable fubjeéts and fele¢t fmooth
¢ texts, to pleafe their hearers, and to gratify an
¢ antimonian audience : and being unwilling to lofe
¢ their reputation as evangelical preachers, they dare
¢ not preach upon fome important fcriptures, unlefs
¢ it be to explain away or enervate their meaning.
< Thus they help their unregenerate hearers to think
-« they may be God’s children without God’s image,
« provided. they get evangelical phrafes concerning .
¢ Jefus’s love in their mouths, and a warm zeal for
¢ party in their hearts: and tell them that if they
¢« can but believe their election, it is a fure fign they
¢ are interefted in the gofpel falvation, though they
¢ live in all manner of fin, and never feed the hungry,
¢« clothe the naked, vifit the fick and imprifoned,
¢« and go on in the total neglect of fafting, prayer,
« &ec. They give as confident accounts of the cove-
¢« nant between the perfons in the trinity, asif God
¢ had admitted them on his privy council, but feldom
¢ {peak of the covenantin a practical manner; they
&« fut doctor Crifp’s coat on the apoftle, cut through
<« Jaw and gofpel, footh murderers, adulterers, ido-
« laters, and inceftuous perfons in their abomina-
« tions, fight for rank antinomianifm, and do the
<« devil’s work, till they and their congregations all
¢« ga to hell together [A].” :
Thefe, Sir, are the exact colors in which Madely
meeknefs, and Helvetic bluntnefs have painted all
the eminent.gofpel minifters of the day ; therefore if
the pictures refemble the originals they may with
much greater propriety be called your impisus than
your pious Calvinift brethren. But though I have
. begged you fo earneftly in my Review to point out
by name who thefe wretches are, and have told you
that without this the charge of flander muft for ever

[A] Second Check, p. 97, 103, : .
N 1€
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Fie at your door ; ftill neither they nor their converts
are produced, no nor one quotation from their fer-
mons or writings in order to prove thefe black charges
upon them. Can you wonder then, Sir, that we look
ilpon you as a {piritual calumniator, and thatwe accufe
you of vile falfhood and grofs perverfion[B]? Letme
befecch you for a moment to break through the cloud
of party prejudice and candidly to confider the man-
ner in which you have always been treated by thofe
very minifters you now fo rafhly inveigh againit;

{B] Though I hope that the condu& of the affertors of free grace -
is very oppofite to the reprefentation given of it by Mr. Fletcher,
vet if he have a mind to fee fome of the fruits which the doc-
trines of free will, univerfal redemption, denial of imputed righ-
tecufnefs and finlefs perfe@ion have produced ; [ can and will
fhew him a long black lift of deluded creatures, (fome of whom
have been principal laders in Mr. Wefley’s clafles, if they are
not at prefent) and will alfo produce their names and places of
abode, who have truly verified Mr.Whitefield’s words, by turning
out ¢ temporary monfters.” And I can bring fuch perfons to
their faces, as fhall prove the abominations and wicked praétices
upon them, which they have been carrying on under the mafk of
religion. 'This I fay I both can do and will do if required. Not
for any pleafure I take in expofing thefe things, but becaufe I
hope it may be a means of wiping off fome of thofe unhappy
prejudices which Mr. Fletcher has conceived in favor of thofe per-
fons and of their principles.

And if we come to the pofitive part of a Chriftian’s duty which
is certainly to aboand in every good work, we havealready feen by
a letter quoted in theReview,from Mr. Wefley’s laft journal,p.108.
that ¢ if he puts out of his focieties all, who negle& to feed the
¢ hungry, clothe the naked, vifit the fick, &c. that there would
¢ be fcarcely perfons enough left in them to carry hisbody to the
¢ grave.” -

* TheLord Godknows thatl do not mention thefe things in a way

of ill-natured triumph, but in order to thew the unreafonablenefs

ofyour uncharitable exclamations againft thofe men and do¢trines

which from the time of Edward the VIth, till the late inundation

of Arianifm, Socinianifm, Pelagianifm, and Arminianifm, have’
ever been moft highly efteemed among real Chriftians. And

though you are kind enough to bear a much more honorable tef~.
timony of my condu in all your checks than it really deferves,
yet I confefs I feel a fort of reluétance at being fugared over by

fo many appellations of dear Sir, and honord Sir, &c. &c.-
when thofe very principles on which I build my everlafting hopes, -
and thofe perfons who I'am perfuaded are among the excellent,
of the earth, are made the fubjeé of reproach, fatire and ridicule.

B3 ~ they
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they reverenced your character, they admitted you with
pleafure to their pulpits, and they rejoiced in your
labors for the good of fouls. - But alas! alas! what
" returns havé-you made to their brotherly love? When
for no other reafon than becaufe they teftified their
difapprobation of ‘fuch tenets as' ftruck- at. the very
root of proteftantifm, and fuch as you yourfelf only
‘4 few years ago declared an equal -abhorrence of;
“you'brand them as abettors ‘of that-moft wicked and
" diabolical herefy ¢ making Chrift the minifter of fin.”
" I'know, Sir, that it was a warm attachment to
, your friend, which ‘occafioned you to run the lengths
you have ‘done. But dear as that friend. is to you,
trath ought to be dearer ftillj yet the maxim which
‘you feem all along to purfue, is, that Mr. Wefley
“muf? be vindicated ; yea, though-all-the minifters in
- the kingdom, yourfelf not excepted, fhould fall to
‘the ground: - T
- But ‘what makes us ftill more fenfibly feel the
_ power of your pen is, that our tenets are moft
fhamefully (would I could fay unintentionally) mif-
reprefented, in order to prejudice the world againft
us, and to make them believe we hold fentiments,
which from our inmoft fouls we moft cordially deteft;
particularly with regard to the do&rines of election
and perfeverance, which you have made to ftand
upon a pillory as high as Haman’s gallows, drefled up
in a frightful garb of your own invention, and then
pelted them till all your mud and dirt was exhaufted.

" For the better carrying on of your defign, you.
have recourfe to illuftrations; but however thefe
may ftrike weak minds, which cannot fift them to
the bottom ; you are generally very unhappy in the
- choice of them; to inftance only in the following.

¢ An illufirarion will, 1 hope, expofe the empti-

“ nefs of the pleas, which fome urge in favor of
“ unconditional reprobation, or if you pleafe, non-
¢ election.—A mother conceives an unaccountable
‘¢ antipathy for her fucking child. She goes to the
« brink of a precipice, bends herfelf over it with the
' o ' ¢ paflive
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¢ paflive infint in her boforn, ind withdrawing her
¢ arfiis from under hitry, drops him upon the craggy
« fide of a rock, and thus he rolls down from rock
< to reck, till he lies at the bottom, beaten to
¢ piéces; a bloody inftance of finithed deftruction.
* The judgé atks the murderer what fhe has got
“ to fay im her own défénce. The child was mine,
¢ replies the, and I havé & right to do what [ pleate
* with nty own. Befides; ¥ did neither throw him
* down for murdet Mim. -1 only withdrew my arms .
* from under hiny, and he fel of his own accord.
< In myftic Geneva, fhe is honorably acquitteds
. but in England the executioner is otdered to rid
< the earth of th¢ cruél monfter. So may God give
* us commiffion to rid the chyrch of your Diana,
“ .who teaches that the Farher of mercies, does by
¢ millions of his paffive children, what the barbarous
“¢ mother did by ore of her’s : ‘affirming that he un-
“ conditionally withholds grace from them ; and that
*¢ by -abjolutely refufing to be the author and finifher
“ of their faith, heis the abfolute author and finifher
< of their unbelief, and confequently of their fin

* and damnation !” o
- Now this #ixfiration as you call it, is totally fo-
reigh 1o the purpefe ; and the leaft thar can be faid
againtt it, is that it proves the writer of it to be
ftrongly tainted with the Pelagian leaven: for you go
al along upon the fuppofition that fallén guilty man
‘who is by ndture a child-of wrath and born under
the curfe, has no more forfeited all right and title
to the fivor of God, by his fall in Adam, than a
-young fucking infant has forfeited-all right and title
~ &0 s mother’s care. Aad to prove that this is not
an hafty conclufion againft you, we have the very
fame idea adopted, p. 148, where you mention the
doltrimes of limited grace'and UNPROVOKED WRATH.
‘What then is there nothing proveking to the God of
infinite purity in fin? Has the tranigreflion of our
firft parent-entailed no condemnation upon his pofte-
rity ? If you believe it has not, why did you fubfcribe
%o the gtharticle of our church, which fays z4at in
B 4 Lvery
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- duery man born into the world it deferves God’s wrath
and damnation? As therefore we choofe rather to abide
by the oracles of truth, and by the plain declara-
tions of the church of England, than by the novel
chimeras of the fourtb Check, we muft beg to difmifs
both your illuftration and your doétrine; together
with all the poor fneers at Gemeva logic, with which
they are decorated. And as you are pleafed to cry out
<< fbame on the man who firft called ours the doéirines
of grace,” we in return, muft cry fbame on the man
- who thus grofsly mifreprefents them. -

. ». AS to-the dotrine of a twofold juftification, I fhall
- fay but little more on that head : however I will give
-wou.in few words my own fentiments, and if as you
would ‘infinuate, there is no difference between us,
then pray let there be anend of the difpute.
 Firp.—I believe that every one who comes weary
and heavy laden to Chrift, is freely juftified 2y faith
only, as the hand or inftrument whereby Chrift is
received. o s :
Secondly—~That this faith (when genuine) will
always manifeft its reality by bringing forth good
works and all thefruitsof an holy lifeand converfation.
- Thirdly—That thefe works and fruits are eviden-
tial before men here, and will be evidential hefore
, affembled men and angels at the day of judgment,
of a true converfion ofg the heart to God. .
Fourthly,—1 believe that there is no new act of
juftificasion paffes at the great day, upon #be perfon of
~him who is once interefted in the blood and righte-
oufnefs of Chrift, S T
Fifthly.—1 deteft the notian of the works even of
a believer being meritorious. - And I declare that if
God is pleafed to reward them, it is owing wholly
to his pwn free rich grace and undeferyed favor.
And therefore to affirm there is no difference be-
tween reward and merit is a very great error; and
the confounding of thefe two, muft neceffarily open

the door for thedo¢trine of works of fupererogatiqn.H
’ ) . ! :. . A - cl: e
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Here is my creed about faith and works: and-the
creed of all proteftant divines and churches (quakers
and myftics excepted) that ever I read or heard of.
It is undifguiled by pompous, flowery declamation ;
and not darkered with any illufirations which tend to
miflead the honeft inquirer after truth. But how to
reconcile it with the creed you have gwcn us p 211,
I ﬁnd not. \

« We believe (fay you) that for thc alone fakc
“ of Chrift’s atoning blood and perfonal righteoufnefs,
¢ our perfonal faith working by obedient love, is
 imputed to us forrighteoufnefs[*B]. Andwe affert,
¢ that this living faith working by obedient love,
s together with the privileges annexed to it, fuch as
* pardon through and acceptance in the beloved,
¢¢. makes up the robe of righteoufnefs wathed in the
“ blood of the Lamb, in which true believers now
¢ walk humbly wxch their-God, and will one day
s triumphantly enter into the glory of their Lord.”
. I fhall make no remarks on this ftrange incoherent
jumble, this linfey-woolfy, mingle-mangle,(to ufe bithop
Latimer’s expreflion, ) for fure I am thatto every good
proteftant reader it carries with it its own refutation..

‘But you have brought two quotations one from
doctor Owen and one from Anthony Burgefs,,in proof
of a fecond juftification by works at the day of judg-
ment. . As to the latter, it only defcribes the character
of a real Chrittian, and might as well have been
brought to fhew that you had difcovered the longi-
tude, as to prove a fecond juftification by works.—
‘With regard to the former, it is moft clear that the
author only meant that every man fhould be declera-
tively juftified by his own perfonal obedience, which
obedience or righteoufhefs, when brought. forth in
faith, and upon gofpel principles, may certainly be
called an evangelical righteoufne[s ; by which, fays the
dotor, we thall be DEcLARED RIGHTEOUS in the
laft day. But he drops not the leaft intimation of
any frefh at of juftification which is then to pafs

o {*B] I am forry upon this occafion, once more to defire the rea-
der to turn to the faith of Mr. Ignorance in the Pilgrim’s Progre/s:
' upon
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pbn’a believer’s petfon, or that there is the leaft de-
‘gree of merit in that obedience which he fo jufily
urges as neceffary for all that are in Chrift Jefus.
On the contrary, he boldly gives his opinion againft
this dangerous ‘herefy of the Romifh church, as is
moft clear from:the following words which I have
taken from the very treatife on juftification you havé
quoted [C] ; ‘and they may be feen in the Scotch edit.
_P: 229, 231. chap. 3. entitled ¢ THE DISTINCTION OF
A FIRST AND SECOND JUSTIFICATION EXAMINED, &c.
"« «.“Thofe of the Rbman church (fays the dotor) dé
#¢ ground their whole doétrine of juftification, upon
"o« the diftintion-of a-double juftification, which they
o "¢allthe firf andthe fecond. Thefirit juftification they
s¢"fay, is the infufion or the ceMmuNnIcaTION T uUnto
«.us of an inherent principle, -or ‘habit of grace of
¢ charity. Hereby they fay, original fin 1s extin-
<« guifhed, and ‘all habits of fin are expelled. Thi$
< juftification they fay, is by faith, the obediencé
%« and fatisfattion of Chrift being the only merito-
¢ rious caufe thereof. Only they difpute many
¢ things about preparations for it, and difpofitions
% unto it, &c. '

(CJ Inever dare trufl to Mr. Welley or Mr. Fletcher in any quo-
tations they make from other authors; and therefore not having
Dr. Owen on Juftification in my poffeflion, I borrowed it of a
friend, and upon -turning to the place refered to, I found the
following fentences (which fully explain the dotor’s meaning)
ftruck out of the middle of whas Mr. Fletcher has cited from that
_ excellent piece,

Words prudently expunged by the Rev. John Fletcher.

 Hereby (i. e. by perfonal obedience) that faith whereby

we are juffified, 1s evidenced, proved, manifefied, in the fight
of God and man.” ) _ v
More words expunged by Mr. Fletcher out of the fhort quota-
tion he has taken from Dr. Owen on Juftification. '
: « Not how a finner guilty of death aml obnoxious unto the
cyrfe, fhall be pardoned, acquitted and juftified, wnica
18 BY THE RIGHTEOUSNESS OF CHRIST ALONE IMPU-
' TED UNTO HIM.” o

[D] How to a tittle is this the language of Mr. Fletcher. Log.
Gen. p. 193. and if the reader will pleafe to pay a clofe attention
to the whole paffage as I have tranferibed it weréarim from Dr.
Owen, he will fee how to the moft minute point Mr. Fletcher and |
Mr. Wefley harmonize with the papifts againft the proteftants.

% How-
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- « However the council (of Tren) warily avoided
¢« the name of merit with refpeét unto their firft
. ¢ juftification.” . S : '
 And this according to them is that juftification
¢ whereof the apoftle Paul .treats in his epiftles,
¢ from the procurement whereof he excludes all the
¢« works of the law. The fecond juftification is an
<« effect or confequent thereof. .And the proper
¢« formal caufe thereof is good works, proceeding
¢ from the principle of grace and.loye, &c. &¢. &c.
-« Again, This is the way that moft of them take
¢ to falve the feeming repugnancy between the apoftle
¢ Paul and James. = Paul, they fay, treats of the firf
-« juftification only, whence he excludes all works,
¢ for it is by faith in the manner before defcribed.
« But James treats of the fecond juftification, which
< is by good works. SO BELLARMINE, /?. ii,
“ cap. 16+ and lib. iv. cap. 18. .And it is the ex-
« prefs determination of thofe at Tremt, Seff. vi.
« cap. 10. [E] This diftinction was coined for no
“ end, but TO BRING IN CONFUSION UPON THE
¢ WHOLE DOCTRINE OF THE GOSPEL. Juftification,
< through the free grace of God, by faith in the
¢ blood of Chrift, is evacuated by it. Sanctification.
¢ is turned into juftification, and corrupted by making
 the fruits of it meritorious. The whole nature of
¢ evangelical juftification, copfifting in the gratui-
¢ tous pardon of fin, and THE IMPUTATION OF
“ RIGHTEOUSNESS, as the apoftle exprefsly affirms,
¢ and the declaration of a believing finner. to be
¢ righteous thereon, . as the word . alone fignifies, is
- ¢ utterly defeated by it. . =
. Howbeit, others have embraced this diftinétion
¢ alfo, though not abfolutely. in their fenfe. So do
¢ the Socivians.[F] Yea, 1t muft be allowed in
[E] See, Sir, what company you are again found in? Even in
cordial harmony with the greateft champion the Romifth church:
ever had, and with that anathematizing fynod, which curfed all
the proteftants to hell, : :
' [F] Behold, Sir, once more, what companions you have in
your notion of -a two-fold juftification. e -

¢ fome
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fome fenfe, by all that hold our inherent righteouf-
nefs to be the caufe of, or-to have any influence
unto our juftification before God. For they do
allow of a juftification, which in order of nature
is antecedent unto works-truly gracious-and evan-
gelical.  But, confequential unto fuch works,
there is a juftification differing at leaft in degree,
if not in nature and kind upon the difference of
its formal caufe which is our new obedience from
the former: But they (the papifts) moftly fay,
it is only the continuation of our juftification, and
the increafe of it as to degrees, that they intend by
it. And if they be allowed to turn fan&ification

into juftification, and to make a progrefs therein,

or an tncreafe thereof, either in the root or fruit to

‘be a new juftification, THEY MAY MAKE

TWENTY JUSTIFICATIONS ASWELL AS
TWO FOR OUGHT 1 KNOW, &c. Yea, they
may ‘BE JUSTIFIED ANEW EVERY DAY’
I fhall therefore fhew that this diftin¢ion is both
unfcriptural and irrational, p. 234.” '

- Once more, * That which gives countenance unto

<«
(14
(43
33
43

@

%
&
«

the fi&tion and artifice of this diftinétion, (of a firft
and fecond juftification) and a great many more,
is a diflike of the doltrine of the grace of God,
and juftification from thence by faith in the blood
of Chrift, which fome endeavour hereby to fend
out of the way upon a pretended fleevelefs errand,
whilft they drefs up their own righteoufnefs in’
its robes, and exalt it into the room and dignity
thereof, Owen on Fuff. p. 241.” ‘
I might now go on to fhew by how many argu-’

ments this great divine proves our one compleat
juftification by faith only in the righteoufnefs of
Chrift, but this would neceffarily carry me on much’
beyond my intended brevity ; I muft, therefore, be,
content with recommending the book itfelf to the.
perufal of my readers, and (for the prefent) conclude:
“my quotations from it with the following affertion,
which doctor Owen gives us, p. 281. of that very.

treatife
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treatife you refer to. ¢ There are two grand parties
« by whom the doétrine of juftification by the im-
< putation of the righteoufnefs of Chrift, is oppofed,
¢ namely the papifis and the focinians.”

- And now, Sir, I fancy you have by this time had
enough from doctor Owen’s treatife on Juftification
to wifh you had never attempted to prefs him inta
Mr. Wefley’s fervice, or rather into your own, for I
am perfuaded Mr. Welley (if he himfelf may be cre-
dited) never dreamed of more juftifications than one,
till you firft thought proper that he fhould believe in
two, and afterwards in foxr. And indeed you yourfelf
feem to intimate as much, when by way of vindicating
him, you give us to underftand, p. 158. that till
within THESE TWO YEARs poor old Mordecai was
purblind in that moft eflfential of all doétrines how a -
finner could appear before the bar of God. The
following ‘are your own words. ' *¢ Three years ago
“ Mr. Weiley wanted clearer light to diftinguifh,
“ between the juftification of a finner by faith,
“ and the juftification of a believer by works;
¢ but two years ago, God gave him this clearer
¢ light.”—What then is become of thoufands of
Mr. Wefley’s followers who died before this clearer
light came? It is certain they muft be either faved,
or loft. If you fay they are undoubtedly faved,
then it is certain that the dotrine which faved them
muft have been the doétrine of truth ; and if fo, why
do you write againft it? If you fay they are all loft;
then by your own confeffion Mr. Wefley inftead of
being the greateft minifier in the world, muft have been
(what he himfelf calls the body of the myftics col-
le&ively) a deceiver and an antichrift. And I know
not how you will reconcile this matter, but by faying
that all thofe fouls who died in connetion with Mr.
John before his clear light came, are neither in heaven
aor in hell, but are now in purgatory.

‘Having fully vindicated doctor Owenfrom the charge
you have brought againft him of holding two juftifi-
cations; as' you tell us you have only given og in-
o france
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ftance out of a thoufand which might be produced
that the puritan minifters held the doétrine of a fe-
cond juftification by works, if that which you have
pitched upon is fo very oppofite to your fyftem, what -
mutft the other ninehundred and dinety nine be [G]!
Underftand me well, . Sir, I mean not to pin my
faith on the fleeve of doftor Owen, or of any other
man, but to found it on the word of ‘God alone ;
yet I am determined to prove my former affertion _
- againft you, viz. ¢ that you cannot find one pro- -
< teftant divine, either among the puritans or of the
¢ church of England, from the time of the refor- -
% mation till the' reign of Charles the fecond, in- -
< cluding about the fpace of one hundred. years,
« who held yourdoétrines and thofe of Mr. Wefley,
« but on the contrary always Jooked upon thofe
<« doltrines to.be full of rottennefs and deadly poifon.” -
And I moreover declare that this is no hafty affirma-
tion, the effe¢t of prejudice or of party zeal, as
fome would falfly infinuate; but it is founded on
the refult of a long fearch into the controverfy be-
tween the church of Rome and thofe of the re-
formed religion, and particularly of a perufal of the
authors, mentioned in the Review, 2d.edit. p. 97,
98, note. And therefore I fay, “ PrROTESTANTS
BEWARE ;” for under the ftale pretence of oppofing
antinomianifm, popery itfelf, the worft fpecies of real
antinomiani{m, is coming in full tide upon the church 5
yea, I fpeak the truth in Chrift, and lie not, that
though it may be faét, that Mr. Wefley and Mr.
Fletcher do differ from the papifts in the belief of
tranfubftantiation and in the cerémonies of religion, -
yet in all the effential points of do&rine, which have

" /[G] The two quotations which Mr. Fletcher has brought from
Mr. Madan and Mr. Haweis, are {o totally foreign to the point,
that it were meer trifling to take any notice ofthem. Befides their
{fentiments on this head are well known by thoufands of living
witnefles, and [ myfelf for one have heard Mr. Madan when he
has particalarly born his teftimony from the pulpit againit the
popifh error of a srwofold juftification. . v

cver
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ever been matter of difpute between the jefuits and
us, they intirely acquiefce with the former, and de- -
part from the judgment of thereformed, as I have
already proved in the fixth letter of the Review,
2d. edit. and if called upon ¥ am ready to bring
numberlefs more teftimonies, from the confeflions
of all the proteftant churches and: ancient divines in -
confirmation of what I have advanced. - + -~
I muft now obferve, that there is a very wide dif-
agreement between us in our ideas of regeneration s
for whereas you fuppofe¢ that Chrift is %ra_fted'on. :
the finner, and not the finner upon. Chrift; and -
whereas you compare Chrift the living. vine, to-a
crab ftock, we, on the other hand, believe-that the
finner, like #be wild olive, and contrary to the na-
tural way of grafting, is grafted upon . Chrift, the
tree of life 3 and that theretore thofe branches which
are once fo grafted, by partaking of the fap and fatnefs
- of this root of David, fhall never wither away intire-
ly nor die eternally, whatfoever ftormy winds and
eold nipping feafons thcy may experience, according
to that exprefs declararion of Chrift himfelf, < e-
 caufe I lsve, ye fball live alfo.” Your fentitnent on
this head is tolerably clear, Log.Gen. p. 19. but you
~ are much more explicit in your 2d. Check, p. 30.
¢« If we find that the old crab fock inftead of nourith-
‘¢ ing the graft, {pends all its fap in producing wild
“ fhoots and four crabs,” [what poffible conclufion
can be drawn from hence, but either that Chrift is
the old crab flock;. or elfe, that the old crab ftock of
corrupt nature nourifhes the fap or grace derived
from Chrift !] ¢ or if it is a tree, whofe fruit wither-
« eth, without fruit, twice dead, .dead in the orRAFT,
“ and in the sTock,” [one would imagine by this
expreffion, . that Mr. Fletcher’s mind was fo full of
falling from grace, that he thought Chrift himfelf
was to die, for Chrift muft be meant either by the
graft or the fock,] ¢ plucked up by the .root, or
“ quite.cankered, far from declaring it a good. tree,
¢ we fhall pafs fentence of condemnation upon it.”*

‘
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IN controverting the do&trine of fiwifbed falvation,
Zou might have faved yourfelf much trouble, if you
ad not run away with a miftake which is carried
all throughout your feventh letter. This is that we
look upon the falvation of Chrift to be finifhed in the
* applicatory part of it; which1fuppofe no man in the’
-world ever afferted. But that Chrift’s own perfonal
work is compleatly finithed, and" zbar {alvation
wrought out whereby every believer fhall be brought
to glory, we fully believe. We alfo intirely acqui-
efce with Mr. Wefley in his Chriftian Lib. vol. 36. p.
123, &c. ¢ That as Chrift DID perfef and fini/b his
¢ work as to the purchafe, fo he ftands engaged to
« perfeit and fingfb it in the application.” And
therefore no Calvinift can fcruple to join Mr. Charles
‘Wefley in finging . . o
¢ Salvation’s glorious work is done.”

P. 196. You are determined to force another doc-
trine upon us, which I look upon to be a moft im-
pious one myfelf, and which I don’t know one per-
fon who holds.—Your words are thefe. ¢ Your im-
putation ftands upon a prepofterous fuppofition, that
Chrift the righteous was an execrable finner.” I tell
you reverend Sir, with the bluntnefs and honefty of an
Englithman, that this is execrable Swifs flander.—We
firmly believe that Jefus was like unto us in all things,
but without fin, and therefore, when you accufe us
of faying that he was really the guilty perfon, or an .
execrable finner himfelf ; you lay execrable. blafphe-
mfy to our charge. But that Chrift ftood in the place
of many execrable finners, and that he bore many
execrable fins which were laid upon his immaculate
head, are truths which contain the very marrow of
the gofpel, truths which fhine through all the tha-
dows, facrifices, and types of the Old Teftament, and
are moft clearly held to view by. the pofiitive affer~
tions of the prophets and apoftles, in fuch texts as
the following : Os bim WERE LAID the iniqusties of us
all, He bimfelf BorRE our fins in bis dwn body.on the
gree. He baik [uffered the juft for the unjuft, that 20

o might
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might bring” us to God. Hé was made fin for us who
kunew no fin. Thus, as Mr. Erfkine well obferves;
there is a reciprocal change bétween Chrift and his
people ; their fins or breaches of the law are laid
upon him by 'imputation, and his righteoufnefs or
obedience to the law is imputed to them: agree-
able to thofe' words of the apottle, &y the obedience of
ong fhall many. be made righteous. But according to
Mr. Fleecher, fourtb Check; p. 195. this means only
that they aré..made righteots By an inherent feed of
light and ‘rightedufnefs which is_given to all the
world in confequence of Adam’s fin. According ta
which doftririe &véry mian is born’ with the grace of
God in his heart; and. the neceflity of regeneration or
the new hirth is totally fuperfeded; no man is 4y
nature a child of wrath, and there.are no fuch perfons
as” ate in the firfb and cannet pleafe God. You muft
pardonme, Sit, if I afk youwhether you did not get
this interpretation of the text from your pious pari-
thioner of Colebrook-Dale, that famous female
preacher, Mrs. Abiab Derby, a good woman; and’
much more fteady to her principles as a quaker, than
youaretoyour’s as a minifter of the eftablifhed church.
~ And now, Sir; if 1 were t0 retort upon all your
do&rines, as many fneers and witticifins as you have
poured out againtt this one of imputed righteoufnefs,
which you call a flimfy, logfe robe, [pun at Geneva and
Dort,and not. at Jerufalem and dntioch, &c. &c. &c. 1
am apt. to, fancy that in fuch cafe,you would find the-

robe of your own patience, -whether it were fpun at
Madely, of at the Foundery, a very loofe and fiimfy
oneindeed to cover and keep down the rifings of your

i

own heart. -

‘P, 78. We are prefented with fome affertions’
whiich do ‘as little honour to the advocacy of Chrift,
as they bring credit to- the modefty of the afferter..
They are in fubftance as follows : -
- 1ft. That Chrift took, more pains for the falva-
tion of Judas, than for that of St. Peter.

2d,
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adly. That he prayed as much for Judas, as he
did for St. Peter. This is at leaft ftrongly infinuated
in that query, ¢ Is this a proof that he never prayed
for Judas?” ' '

But if this were the cafe, thofe words of our Lord,
I know that thou heareft me always,” muft be un-
true, for when he prayed for Judas, his prayer was
rejeCted. After fuch an aflfertion, who could be
aftonifhed if Mr. Fletcher fhould attempt to prove
from thofe words of St. Paul, Faceb bave I loved, but
Efau bave I bated, that God loved Efau better than
Jacob (H . ,

Before I quit this fubjet, I muft defire the reader
always to keep in mind two objettions which were
made againft St. Paul himfelf, and he will generally
find that if the arminians raife ten-thoufand cavils,
they all terminate in thefe two. « Why doth he
yet find fault, for who hath refifted his will.” And,
¢ Is there unrighteoufnefs with God:(I,2”* And who-

foever

- [H] The whole paffage runs thus. ¢ For the children being not
yet born, neither having done any good or evil ; that the purpofe
of God according to ele®ion might fand, not of works, but of
him that calleth. It was faid unto her, the elder thall ferve the
younger. As it is written,  Jacob havel loved, but Efau have’
I hated.” Rom.ix. 11, 52,13, . S
[1] Can there be a greater proof thatwe hold St. Payl’s doétrines
of eleétiomrand juftification, than that all the cavils which were
brought againft him, are brought againft us? and if your do&rine’
is not liable to the fame obje&tions, can there be 2 greater proof
that it is not tbat of the apottle.  Yet fo far is this from being the
cafe, that your whole drift is to diveft your fyftem of divinity,
from thofe very obje&ions which were continually urged againft
him, | For inftance, in your fecond Check, p. 34, you blame Mr.
Shirley for denying lﬁa avill, and you lament that by fuch denialy
he makes the gofpel ridiculous in the eyes of infidéls. We on
the contrary believe that the ﬁofpcl from the very nature of it, is
and muft be ridiculouns to infidels, becaufe we believe that the
mind of every man born into the world till enlightened by-divine
grace, is utterly incapable of difcemin% and receiving fpiritual
things ; and therefore, that whofoever dreffes up the gofpel in’
fuch a manner as to make it palatable to human pride, and hu-
man reafon, makes it in eﬁ'eg to be no gofpel at all. Now thg
twa
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foever will trace arminianifm up to the fountain
head, will always perceive that it is the twin fifter of
pelagianifm ; and that flight notions of the fall, of the
extent of the law, and of the demerit of fin, lie
“rankling at the bottcm of that fyftem: and indeed
there cannot jbe a greater proof of its unfouridnefs,
than the general affent which is given to it by all
who know nothing of converfion tu God, nor of di-
vine illumination by his Spirit. However, this is cer-
tainly no argument with you, for though you acknow-
ledge Mr. Whitefield to have been a truly converted
man, yet you fay  You never thought bim clear in
our Lord’s doftrine, for if be bad, be would bave
renounced bis Calvinifm.”. But furely Sir, you have
fo;gottenf;ﬁyin your [fecond Check, p. 7.you tell us,

two grand.ftumbling blocks which prevent the wife and prudent
from receiving the gofpel of Chriit, are the do&rines of predefti-
nation, amd our one. compleat juftification by faith awithout the
works of the law. At both of thefe you ftumble, and at both of
thefe thoufands ftumbled in the apoftolic age. Hence we find
the great chofen veflel {o often clearing his dotrine from thofe
charges which were brought againft him of preaching that ave
might do ev:l that good might come, which he calls a sLannzroUs
REPORT. That he made woid the law by faith; that he made
Chrift the minifier of fin ; that he taught that man might #x tbat
grace might abound. —But furely he might have faved himfelf the
trouble of anfwering all thefe cavils, if he had preached the doc-
trines you coatend for ; nay, in fuch cafe, there was go poflibi-
lity that fuch cavils fhould ever have been raifed. So with re-
gard to predeftination and ele@ion : what need was there that the
apoftle fhould go about to vindicate the juftice of God in the
chaice of fome and in the rejection of others by the example of
tbe potter and  the clay ; and what room could there be for the
fiarting thofe queftions, *“ Is there unrighteoufnefs with God 2
¢ Why doth be yet fnd fault, for whe bath refified bis will P 1 fay
.what need ofall this, if falvation depended on the will of man ;
or ifGod gave a falvable meafure of grace to all the world, by
the improvement of which they might come to the enjoyment of
heaven and happinefs ? Again ; what is it that muft improve this
univerfal {park of grace, this light within, fince even upon your
own plan every man has naturally two principles in him? 1f you fay
grace alone carries on the work and triemphs over all oppofition,
ou fall into perfeverance, and confequently into Cajvini{m. 1f you
deny this, you have nothing to fay but that sasurs 1mpsovey grace.
Cz2 “ that
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“.that Mr. Whitefield [poke the words of truth and fa-
bernefs with divine pathos, and floods of tears declarative
of bis fincerity.” *And in the vindication you compare
him to Elijah, and Mr. Wefley to Elitha. Now I
fhould be glad to know &y whbat logic it can be made
out, that any minifter can preach tbe words of truth,
and yet deviate from our Lord’s doétrine. And 2dly,
As the fpirit of Eljjah refted upon Elifha, (and con-
fequently Elijah had the pre-eminence) how that
fame fpirit could teach Mr. Whitefield a doérine
contrary to that of our Lord, and yet teach Mr.
Wefley the truth as it is in Fefus? '

I would not for-a thoufand worlds have been the
author of all thofe fneers, which you hﬁ fo repeat-
edly thrown out againft the doftrine ofChrift’s im-
.Puted righteoufnefs ; but having faid fo much om
this point in my former pieces, I fhall not now hold
any farther difpute with you on that head. But to
prove to you, how clearly this was the doétrine, as
well of all the eminent reformers of our own church,
as of all the puritan divines, I muft beg, 1 to
prefent you with a fhort confeffion out of Burnet’s
hiftory of the reformation, which was made by the
bithops of Exeter, Gloucefter, and St. David’s, as
alfo by thofe glorious martyrs, Bradford, Philpot,
Rogersg &c. &c. in the time of queen Mary, in
defence of which they declared themfelves will-
ing to<hang, or to burn at the ftake. And, 245,
with a fentence out of the affembly’s catechifm,
which was compiled by the unanimous approbation.
of the Weftminfter fynod. '

- In the former, we have the following words of
the béfore-mentioned worthies, then in prifon for the
teftimony of Jefus Chuift. c

s 4¢. That they believed juftification by faith, which
¢ faith Was not only an opinion, buta certain per-
« fuafionp wrought by the Holy Ghoft, which did
. iHuminate the mind, .and fuppled the heart, to
« &ubjpﬁt'.itfelf entirely to God.’ -

‘ s That
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* < That they acknowledged an inberent righteduf-
< nefs, yet juftification and the pardon of fins, they
<« believed came ONLY BY CHRIST’s RIGH-
« TEOUSNESS IMPUTED TO THEM (K]
Hife. of the Reform. part 2d. p. 285.-
In the latter, the affembly of puritan divines
thus teach, in anfwer to the queftion, what is" jufti-
fication? ' '
< Juftification is an a&t of God’s free grace,
<« whereby he pardoneth all our fins, and accepteth
¢ us as righteous in his fight, only for 1he righteou/-
 nefs of Chriff 1MpuTED fo us, and received by
<¢ faith.” : :
Now, Sir, however you might difapprove of the
dotrine, yet give me leave to fay, that as it hasbeen
conftantly held by men the moft eminent for piety
and learning this nation ever produced, and who

[K] So Fobn Frith, a martyr in the reign of Henry VIIL
[confequently before the time that Calvin flourithed as a reformer)
againfl Rafel, p. 49, thus exprefleth himfelf. ¢ Through Adam’
<¢ his fin was counted for our own. Through Chrift his righ-
<« teoufoefs is IMPUTED to us for our own.

In like manner Fobn Fox, author of the book of martyrs a-
gainft Oforins, p. 7. ¢¢ Verily whofoever reje@ting the righteouf-
<« nefs of Chrig, whereof [ fpeak, leads us afide unto any other
¢ mananer of righteoufoefs, I fay that he pleads not for righ-
<¢ teoufnefs, but againft it ; and doth not undertake the defence
¢« of the law of God, but is a profeffed €nemy of the grace of
¢¢ Chrift and his'crofs, and thérefore doth not open but fhut up
< all paffages of true falvation, and all gates and doors of divine
¢¢ grace.” : .

. And elfeawbere, ¢ As Chrilt was made fin, fo are we made
¢¢ righteous, but Chrit was not made fin by inherent fin;
< therefore we alfo are not made righteous by inherent righteouf-
¢ pefs.——And from Rom. v. he difputeth, p. 18. As the fin-

of ‘one, Adam,—fo the righteoufnefs of Chrift is IMPUTLD"
¢ to all his pofterity, wiz. that believe in him, &c. &c.”

- Once more, ¢ The fons of the papacy do in no wife endure
s this impuration.” ’

. I muft acknowledge myfelf indebted for thefe quotations to a
moft valuable treatife, entitled A-vindication of the eternai law,
and everlafling iq/pel. By John Beart, paftor of a church of Chrift,
jo Bury, Suftolk. Printed an. 1707, ,

R Ol 2 e chéarfull};f"
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thearfully fealed it with the laft drop of theirblood;
I would have delivered my opinion in more humble
terms, and not (to ufe a favourite expreflion of
your’s againft the Calvinifts,) with fuch an air of po-
fitivenefs and affurance, and {fo much in the fpirit of
Fauftus Socinus. \
However that one of usis inthewrong in this point
is moft certain ; if it be I, then I have at leaft the fa-
tisfaCtion of being fo with all the proteftant churches,
the reformed divines, and the noble army of martyrs 5
‘whereas the beft company you can boaft of, is that
of the fons of the papacy, together with the numerous
army of deifts, arians, pelagians, and focinians.

THE time would fail me, were I to pretend to
enumerate the many grofs mifreprefentations you
have given of our dottrines throughout your laft
piece ; and to point out the very unfair manner in
which you have quoted my five letters, and the in-
terpolations you have made in them. However, as
you have atually reprefented me as faying, that the
more a believer fins upon earth, the merrier he will
be in heaven, 1 beg you will point out to me where,
i the plain eafy fenle of my words, I have fpoken
any fuch thing, or where I have ever ufed fo Judi-
crous an expreflion ac that of mirth or merriment,
when fpeaking of thofe pleafures, which are at God’s
right band for evermore. Oh Sir, is this your love
and candour! this your boafted reverence for truth
and brotherly kindnefs !

P. 3. you hold us forth as promifing immortality ta
thofe who perfevere in fin; and p. 118. you quote that
text of St. John, little children let no man deceive you,
be that doeth righteoufnefs is righteous, and you give
us the following interpretation of it, which you have
marked with commas, in order, as we may fuppofe,
to make your readers believe, that it is a quotation
from me, though neither ‘I, nor any other affertor of
the do&rines of grace that ever I heard of, ever
thought or affirmed that it related to any other than

a per-
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4 perfonal holinefs. < Let not Mr. Wefley deceive
“¢ you ; he that actually liveth with another man’s
<« wife, worfhips abominable idols, and commits in-
¢ ceft with his father’s wife, may not only be
.« righteous, but compleat in imputed righteoufnefs.
¢ In a righteoufnefs which exceeds not only the
< righteoufnefs of the pharifees, but the perfonal
“ righteoufnefs of converted Paul, and of the bright-
“ eft angel in glory.” -

Now, Sir, give me leave to pluck a feather out of
-your high-foaring wings, and to ftop you fhort in
that mighty bombaft declamatory triumph, with
which you exult upon this quotation, by afking you
fimply, from whence you have taken it ? Did I ever
affert any thing like this? or can you find any one
Calvinift now upon earth, or that ever exifted in time
paft, that put this forced conftruétion upon the a-
poftle’s words ¢ Prove your point, and then I will
confefs that you are no calumniator of God’s people,
otherwife I muft ftill infift upon it that you flander
us, and however you may be difpleafed at our
charging you with horrid perverfion, falfhood, and
bafe difingenuity, you have no more caufe to find
fault on this fcore, than the man who is detetted in
taking away his neighbour’s purfe, has caufe to tom-
plain that he is called a thief, for you rob us of thole
things, which are infinitely more valuable to us than’
our lives, viz. our reputation and character ; though
even thefe we would count as nought, if you would
be contented not to rob Chrift of the glory of a fin-
ner’s falvation.

I muft again accufe you of atting with the greateft
difingenuity, in making your quotations from the
frf, and not from the fecond, edition of my five
letters, and of the Review ; efpecially as I fent you
that edition of both, feveral weeks before your laft
book was printed, or could even have been begun';
and wrote to you to requeft that you would retfer to
thofe, and not to the former editions; notwithftand-
- Cs ‘ ing
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ing this, you have all along quoted: (and that un-
fairly) the firft impreffion of each, intirely over-
looked fuch paffages as obviate the objections you
have raifed, and have even brought againft me. an
erratum, which you acknowledge to have feen in
the table of errata annexed, and which made no al-
teration at all in the fenfe, whether it had been
- placed as an overfight or not, yea, which was in-
tirely recfied in the edition I defired you to refer
to. , : )

“Now, Sir, 1 cannot upon any principles of gene-
rofity, much lefs of Chriftianity, reconcile this con-
du¢t of your’s, with the profeffions you make of
love and regard; however, as you have made feveral
appeals to all candid unprejudiced Calvinifts, 1 will
even venture to make one to all uncandid prejudiced
arminians among your greateft admirers, whether
you are juftifiabie in their efteem, for defending your
fayourite tenets by fuch flanderous pofitions and
grofs mifreprefentations. And let me tell you, thas
% think there are .certain invariable rules, which
cught to be obferved with the fame ftrictnefs between
controverfial writers, as even what are called the
laws of nations, aught to be adhered to, between
one kingdom and- another : and among thefe rules
are certainly the two following ; elfe, under pretence
of inveftigating truth, we fhall only lead our readers
into a maze of error. ,

Firft, Never to mifquote or mifreprefent our op-
ponent.

Secondly, In referring to other authorities, always
to give the plain fcope and defign of the author’s
meaning ; and on no account to make him fpeak
. what he does not intend, much lefs what he abhors,
and what he is even bearing his teftimony againft.

How grievoulfly you have tranfgrefled againft both
thefe fundamental rules of controverfy, muft be very,
apparent to the conlcience of every man, who is not
avolutely determined to pus out his eyes ; and though,
. e you
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you may probably find-a fakve to your own mind,
by looking upon fuch things in the light of piows
Srauds, yet it thould never be forgotten that the
girdle of truwth is an eflfential part of the Chriftian’s
armour,: but at a]l events Calvinifm muft be erafed,
though Ferufalem itlelf thould became an beap of
Momes, by its gverthrow ; though all the proteftant
churches and puritan divines thould be mangled and
erverted ; though the venerable duft of Leighton,
glopkins, Bunyap, Qwen, Flavel, Whitefield, &c.
thould be raked out of their feveral graves, in order
to be blown into the eyes of the by-ftanders, to
prevent them from feeing the ftrength of our tawers,
and from marking well the antiquity of our bul-
warks. But antinomians we muft be, whether we
~willor not, though thofe of our fentiments have in
all ages made the moft vigorous ftand againft real
antinomianifm, and particularly againft that which
Dr. Owen, in the very treatife you have quoted fo-
mal a propos, calls the worft fort of antinomianifm,
(viz. that of the perfetionifts) which confifts in
derogating from the honor, extent, purity and {pi-
rituality of the moral law, talking of partial breaches
of the law, and fetting up a milder law, to which -
they give the name of the law of Chriff, as if God
gave one law and Chrift another, calling fins by the
foft appellation of infirmities, and fpeaking of fome
tranfgreffions, which we cannot determine whether
they do or do not bring the foul under condemnation,
as Mr. Wefley has exprefsly faid by what he calls
Jins of furprife [L].. Yet herein confifts your artiﬁcfc;
. or

[L] However Mr. Fletcher may fneer at the righteoufnefs of-
Chritt, as a loofe flimfy robe wbhich cquers adulterers and mar-
- derers, 1 beg to inform him, that though we, neither plead for
adultery nor murder, yét unlefs this robe covers-him from both
thefe fins, he mutt lie under the guilt of them to all eternity.
This no man can deiy, who knows any thing of the extent of
the moral law, or who has ever confidered the interpretation

Piashil it ) » o : given
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for by making Calvinifm and antinomianifm fyno-
nimous and convertible terms, you the more eafily
: ’ pre.

-given of its commands by our Lord and the apoftle. According
to which interpretation every unclean thought is heart-adultery,
Matt. v. 28.—xv. 19. and every angry thought is heart-murder,
Matt. v, 21, 22.—xv. 19. 1 John iii. 15. Ifthen the righteouf-
nefs of Chrift covers thefe fins in the fountain head, the heart,
which is the fpring of all wickednefs, (call me antinomian or
what you pleafe for the affertion) it certainly covers them in the
Sfireams, unlefs you again fly to your old popifh diftintion be-
tween fins and infirmities, and draw the line between fome
tranfgreflions of the law, which do, and fome which do not,
bring the foul under condemnation. And to this it is moft evi-
dent, that the arrogant do&trine of finlefs perfe&tion leads all its
‘wotaries ; ‘therefore if I were to be a(kes to define the term,

~ ¢ what is finlefs perfeion #** I fhould anfwer, it means nothing
more or lefs, than a total blindnefs of heart joined to the moft
confummate ignorance of the extent and purity of the law; and
confequently no man can ever think himlelf Ainke/ily perfe?, who
is not firft intoxicated with the higheft degree of fpiritual pride
and diabolical delufion.

But the perfe&tionifts, the better to gild their pill, ‘call it by
the name of perfe@ love and Chriftian perfeftion, to neither of
which in the fcriptural fenfe of the words we have any objetion,
but quite the contrary. Perfes love,” which cafteth out fear, is
the privilege though not the portion of every true Chriftian ; and
as all who believe have an abfolute perfe@ion in Chrift, fo they
have a principle of grace and fan&ification in their hearts, where-
by they are enabled to die unto fin, and to rife again unto
righteoufnefs, but ftill the flefh lufteth againft the fpirit and the
fpirit againft the fleth, fo that they cannot do the things that

ey would,

This isall the perfeltion the fcripture knows any thing of on
this fide heaven. But Mr. Wefley tells us that his adult believers
have no indwelling fin, no contrary principles of nature warring
againft grace, no evil thoughts, no wandrings in prayer ; in
fhort, that fin is totally deffrojed in them root and branch.—
How this gentleman and his windicator dare to fubfcribe to the
1Xth article of our church, which declares that even in the rege-
nerate, the flefh lufteth ALWAYS contrary to the fpirit ; ande pe-
gially to the XVth article, entitled Chrif alone without fin, which
fays in fuch pofitive terms, that ¢« ALL OF US, though baptifed
and born again in Chrift, yet offend IN MANY THINGS, and
if we fay we have no fin we DECEIVE ourfelves,’” I leave to
their mature confideration ; but I humbly apprehend, that moft
of my readers will be of opinion, that if I were to declare, that’
: ' 1 belisved
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prejudice the hearts of your readers againft the for-
mer. But only fuppofe, that I were to.face you
‘down, and infift upon it again, again, and again,
that you were a mabometan ; and that I were gravely
or fneeringly to bring an hundred quotations and ar-
guments againft mabometanifm, and were to addrefs
them all to you, and to tell you, that though nobody
did it with greater bluntnefs, yet 1 challenged you to .

1 believed from my heart a do@rine, which I detefled from my
beart, 1 fhould thereby give no convincing proof of my own
perfe&ion. '

Be that as it will, I think our petitioning gentlemen can do no
lefs than fend an invitation to Mr. Wefley and Mr. Fletcher to
dine at the Featbers Tavern; and if I might be allowed the liberty
of drawing up the card, it fhould run in the following terms.

¢¢ The Feather’s tavern fraternity prefent compliments to
¢¢ Mefl. J. Wefley and Fletcher, as they perceive that they are
¢« univerfalifts, free-willers, perfeionifts, and merit-mongers,
¢¢ (and as they have a better opinion of them than to fuppofe
¢¢ they don’t find the oth, 1oth, 11th, 12th, 13th, 14th, 15th,
¢¢ 16th, and 17th articles of the church of England very galfing
¢¢ to their confciences,) defire their company to dinner, on
o , the day of , when proper meafures will
- ¢ be confulted on for obtaining relief in the matter of fubfcrip-
¢« tion. In the mean while, the fraternity beg to affure Mefl.
¢¢ Wefley and Fletcher that they perfe&ly agree with them in
¢ their cordial hatred of Calvini/im; and that they love free-avill,
¢ man’s-merit, and juffification by avorks, aswell as either of thofe
¢¢ geatlemen.” - :

I hope, Sir, you will pardon the mild ireny of this card, which
(though it carries much more propriety with it,) is intended
by way of return for the mock proclamation, which you have
given us, Log. Ges. p. 182. . Signed at Geneva by four of his
Majefty’s fecretaries of ftate for the predeftinarian department.

OHN CALVIN.
OCTOR CRISP.
THE AUTHOR OF P. O.
: R H—r—ro0.

But fuppofe now I were to feek out for four fecretaries of ftate

for the perfetion department. Who do you think Iwould pitch

upon ;—probably the following.
o 8 JOHN WESLEY.
JOHN FLETCHER.

THOMAS OLIVERS.
GEORGE BELL.
find
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find any body that did it in greater love. No doubt
fome few infatuated readers might be brought to
Yament the dreadful cafe of the vicar of Madely,
and to cry out, * Poor Mr. Fletcher is certainly
< turned Turk.” And yet [ have juft as much rea-
fon to do this, as you have fo liberally to dub Mr.

Shirley, my brother, and me, a triumvirate of an-
tinomians ; as I hope what follows will very clearly
evince. '

ift. Itis certainly an antinomian affertion, that
a believer is not to confefs fin, nor to be humbled
for it.—But none of us ever afferted this, God for-
‘bid, But if Mr. Wefley has not afferted it in words,
his practice of leaving the confeflion of fin out
of the communion fervice [M], looks as if he did’
not believe confeffion and humiliation to be very
effential.

- adly. Itis certainly rank antinomianifm to affert’
that believers need not pray for pardon of fin.—But’
though we never afferted any fuch thing, yet | beg
to afk if it was not debated at one of Mr. Welley’s
conferences, whether a believer might.not be in fuch’
a ftate as not to need the blood of Chrift, nor to
pray for the pardon of fin ? -

3dly. We look upon it, to fay the leaft, to be a
very unguarded expreflion, that “ fin can do a believer
mo burt,” and therefore we never make ufe of it.-
But Mr. Wefley fings before a whele congregation
that as bis beft aitions cannot [ave bim, fo, (becaufe be.
£5 @ believer,) bis worft canmot condemn bim. Yea, he
has given it under his own hand, that tbe fins of the
whole world cannat burt a believer.

4thly. We believe that itis the effence of antino-
mian dotage to affirm, that we bave nothing to do

[M] Mr. Wefley has told the public in his late remarks, That °
he has eften done this in order to fawe time, but it would have
carried an appearance of greater fincerity, if he had honeftly

faid, ¢ We do not confefs fin, becaufe we bave no fin to confefs.”’
‘o ' with
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avith the law [N]; confequently that this faying,
which is fo frequent in the mouths of perfetionifts,
is of a moft dangerous tendency, .and that what
Mr. Wefley fays about tbe repeal of the Adamic law,

is notllefs fo.- °~ - ' .
- Hitherto we have clearly feen that Mr. Wefley
and fome of his deluded votaries, are the real anti-
nomians in queftion; permit me now to afk, wh

you ‘quote fuch expreflions as the following, an§
why you bring them againft us. ¢ Chrift hath be-
¢ lieved for us.” * Chrift hath repented for us,” &c.
Do you' think, Sir,” that any of us fuppofe this to
be found doétrine? you know in yaur own confcience
that we think otherwife : but it is enough for you,
if you can but faften fuch principles upon us, and
make ‘the world believe they are ours, however wé
may hate and deteft them ; and truly your conduct
* hereih is juft the fame as when you fathered upon
the Calvinifts that child of your own brain, that a
man may repent, pray, ftrive and reform, and yet
be a reprobate:” whercas we always declare that re-
pentance, prayer, ﬁr,iying and reforming, are happy
proofs that the man 1n whom they are found,. really
belongs to the election of grace [Q]. However, ad-

[N] In a little fcurrilous publication figned Illiterate, written
by a firft rate perfefionift in defence of Mr. Wefley and' Mr,
Bell, (the latter of whom the author vindicates for faying he
fhould never die) are thefe expreflions, ¢¢ 1 have nothing to dd
¢ ‘with the law, either in point of juftification or fan&ifidation.”
ot | keep the whole moral law in all its fpirituality, without
¢ offending 1n thought, word, and deed.”——¢¢ [ have this tef-
¢ timony of ’!{ef{fin all things, ¢ ferwant of Godwell done.”’——
< See more of this in nry Review -of Mr. Wefléy’s docrine,
' 2d ed. p. 5 o : ;
. [0l Whoeyfr 3'“91‘1 confult the rev. Mr. Toplady’s laft publi.
cation, intitled ¢ More work for Mr. John Wefley,” will there
find 2 full.anfwer given' to all' thofe cawils' which/ papifty, foci-
nians, pelagians; arminians, .and perfeliénifte bring 1opain(l
thofe do&rines cammonly -cilled Calyipift, as if they tebded.to
premote licentioulnes, ‘or to. make God cruel, unjult, and un-
merciful, and will fee every one of their objeftions retotted‘upqn'
themfelves in the mof mafterly manner. . - - o

L -MIEting
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mitting the charge, .it is certain that you yourfelf
go much farther, for you even fuppofe that a man
may be a partaker of living faith, and of all the
faving influences of the Spirit, and yet may be a
caft-away and a reprobate. '

- 'WE will now procéed to your quotations from that
eminent divine Mr. John Flavel. And here I muft
obferve firft that inftead of freeing yourfelf from the
charge 1 brought againft you in the poftfcript of my
Review, of grofsly perverting that excellent author’s
meaning, you have abfolutely made bad worfe. For
you have taken feveral more paffages out of that
piece, entitled A4 fuccinft and feafonable Difcourfe, &c.
and ftill applied them to Dr. Crifp in that very fenfe
which the feven puritan divines, whofe names are
annexed, declare to be bar/h and uncharitable, and
what the dottor never meant. But though I believe
with thefe divines that Dr. Crifp was a very great
and good man, and think that an uncommon vein
of evangelical truth and piety runs throughout his
fermons, yet I by no means vindicate him in every
expreffion he makes ufe of, particularly in thofe
which are objected to by Mr. Flavel. However as
the dottor was a very confiftent writer, by compa-
ring fuch paffages in his works as appear rather ex-
ceptionable, with others, we may always come to a
clear knowledge of his defign, which was (to adopt
Mr. Hervey’s expreflion concerning the teft of
true dotrine) to debafe the finner, exalt Chrift, and .
to promote holinefs. . .
Come we now to Mr. Flavel’s fecond appendix,
which you quote with many witticifms, and with no
fmall degree of triumph; but I take it for granted
, that if you had fuppofed I fhould have turned to
the original, you would prudently have left Mr.
Flavel as well as Dr. Owen, &c. to fleep in peace.
In comparing your citation with Mr. Flavel’s own
work, I find that you have expunged the following

paflages. .
I. « No-
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- 1. « Nothing is more oppofite to loofnefs than the
« free grace of God, &c.” o
~ II. You have left out a paragraph in which hon-
ourable mention is made of Mr. Calvin, and a que-
tation brought from him againft antinomianifm.
But this would never do for one who is determined
to make Calvinifm and antinomianifm fynonimous
terms. ' : o
III. You have wifely ftruck out of the middle of
a paragraph (though you have given us the line be-
fore and after) the following words which Mr. Flavet
juftly affirms do contain the groffeft antinomianifm
[ It is as impoffible for Chrift, Bimfelf to fin, as fora.
cbild of God to fin”] your reafon for this was clear.
Mr. Wefley.is that very rank antinomian who has
literally made this affertion in his fermon on Phil. iii.
12. where he fays, « Our bleffed Lord had no evil
« or finful thoughts, nor indeed was capabdle of
¢ having any;.and hence it follows that neither
¢ _have real Chriftians. Therefore if he was free
“ from evil or finful thoughts fo are they likewife.”
- . IV. You have again wifely broken off your quota-
tion from Flavel at the following words [* tbe papifis
¢ bgve notorioufly corrupted the §oﬂri{ze of uptification
by free grase; DECRIED IMPUTED, and EXALTED
“ INHERENT righteoufinefs above 'it;” &c. &c. Ok,
" (faid Stephen Gardiner) let not this gap of free grace
“ be opened to the people.]” - ‘
. Now, Sir, as the former citation from M. Flavel’s
fecond-appendix which you pretend to quote, proved
your friend Mr. Wefley to be an antinomian, fo this
proves yourfelf to be a .papift by decrying impuTED
and by exalting INHERENT righteoufnefs. And that
Stephen Gardiner and the vicar of Madely are in-’
tirely of one mind “ in not letting this gap of free
. grace be opened to the people” -
" IHancy, Sir, that by this time yop have had enough’
of quoting or rather of mifguoting that excellent man’
Mr. Flavel, whofe teftimony is not a jot mere in
Cd B S your-
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~your favor than that of Dr. Owen. However:let
us proceed a fittle further in this fame fecond ap-

pendix, in which this, found Calviniftic divine Mr.

Flavel fo ably expofes the errors of real antino-

mians. S , '
" In the oftavo edition of Mr. Flavel’s works fecond
appendix of antinomianifm, p. 359. this judicious au-
thor fully vindicates the diftinétion {o ftrongly infift-
«d on in my five letters, againft-which-you level all
your eloquence, between God’s hatred of a believer’s
Jin and of his perfon, the want of which ditin&ion
fays Luther is a moft pernicious efror.of the popifh
{choolmen. Mr. Flavels words are as follow. * God’s
“ antipathy to {in can never be taken away by the
¢ fatisfaction of Chrift, though his hatred te the
« perfons of the redeemed be; for the hatred of fin
< 15'found in the unchangeable nature of God ; and
« he can as foon ceafe to be holy, as ceafe to hate
< fin. Nor was Chrift’s death ever deﬁgned to this
< end, though Chrift hath fatisfied for the fins of
« believers, God fll nates' fin in believers., His
<’ batred to their fins, and love to their perfons, are pot
«inconfifteny.”” This too you have all prudently l’cl&,
out of the quotatio. . T T
_In the fame G'Pi'et'é,',of “Mr. Flavel, you have like-
wife left out the following paragraph.. =~ % .
[ % We likewife grant that as the guilt of our fins
' was by God’s"imputation, laid upan Chrift,. fo the
<. righteoufnefs. of, Chrift is by God imputed to-be-
¢ lievers, by virtye of their union with Chrift ;. and
"¢ becomes thereby as truly and fully.theirs, :for. the
« juftification of ‘their particular perfons before God,
“ ‘a5 if they themfelves had in their. own perfons $ul:
< filled all that the law requires, or fuffered all that- -
«'it threatened : No inherent righteoufnefs- in jguc
* «¢‘perfons, i8, or can be more truly our own Qr‘_.a'n(;s
« end and purpofe, than Chrift’s imputed righteouf”
“ nefs is our qwn.” o ot
"' Again p. 269, Though Mr. Flavel acquiefces with
me that it is a dangerous and unguarded expreffion }tlo
- (13 the
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fay with Dr. Crifp and Mr. Wefley that tke fins of
believers can do them mo burt, yet he ftrenuoufly
maintains and defends this pofition, viz. *¢ That the
« fins of the elett fhall not burt them, by fruftratng
« the purpofes of God concerning their eternal fal-
“ vation, or totally and finally to feparate them from
<¢ his love.”—No, no, (fays Mr. Flavel) his love to
his people is unchangeable ; baving loved hbis own, be
loved them unto the end. :

Now, Sir, I hope you have had quite enough of
quoting good Mr. Flavel’s fecond appendix, fince
there 1s not one of the doétrines you defend, but
what this learned apd excellent man bears his tefti-
mony againft. Nor one that you cenfure, fo far
as they are really ours, but what he defends, in that -
very treatife you allude to.

I muft own that itis a very difagreeable as well as
an invidious tafk thus to purfue and follow you into
all your hiding places, and then to drag you out
and to expofe your difingenuity and grofs perverfions
before the view of the public. But how can I avoid
this, if I would vindicate the writers you would
artfully prefs into your fervice, from the charges
you have brought againft them ?— Again, you would
certainly have it fuppofed that you are leading your
readers into truth ;» but how can this be, when you
are doing all in your power to deceive them? and I
declare 1n the prefence of God before whofe awful
tribunal I muft foon ftand to give an account for
what I write, that you do moft fhamefully deceive
them when you make them believe that Flavel,
Leighton, Burgefs, Henry, Owen, Bunyan, &c. &c.
or that any of our blefled reformers[P], or the puritan

divines,

[Py The two grand inftruments under God of bringing about
the reformation were Martin Luther and Fobn Calvin; and all
the proteftant churches at home or abroad, are founded upon
the doctrines of thefe two great men, Fefus Chrifft bimfelf being
the chicf corner flone : neverthelefs Mr. Fletcher exprefles. the
greatelt abhorrence of the tenets of both Luther and Calvin,

D ' whom
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divines, are on your fide of the queftion: for though
they were no more antinomians than we are, nor
we than they, ¢t they were certainly what you call
Calvinifts, 2.4+ 15 as certain that they one and all
detefted ;:ws principles as popifh, heretical, and

antichriician.

I fhall only make one more remark on your late
piece, and that is on your wonderful affertion, p. 167.
¢ That Jofeph told his brethren a Gross uNTRUTH
« when he informed them that it was God which
¢ fent bim thither, (into Egypt) to preferve life. This
¢ you fay you would rather fuppofe to be the cafe,.
¢ than that God thould equivocate.” :

I affure you, Sir, I no more fuppofe God guilty
of equivocation than you do, and yet if there be.
truth in his word, I firmly believe that he himfelf
did really fend Jofeph into Egypt for moft wife and
gracious ends. And for this belief I have not only
the authority of Jofeph himfelf, but that of the
prophet David, who, as well as Jofeph, fpake as he
was moved by the Holy Ghoft; now David in the
105th Pfalm tells us, that the fame divine HE who
fent a.famine upon the land, SENT alfo a man be-
fore them, even Jofeph, &c. But f1ill you declare
it to be your opinion that Jofeph told his brethren a
GROSS UNTRUTH, when he affirmed that God had
fent him. Alas! Sir, where are you going? And
what are you doing? You are not contented to
make the chafte p.triarch Jofeph a liar, but you
muft make holy David a liar, and what is infinitely
worfe, you make God himfelf a liar alfo, for they

whom he teflifies his difapprobation cf by name; and yet he
would have the world believe, that he abides by the principles
of our réformers, and of the proteftant churches. This incon-
fiftency is fo very amazing, that I am at lofs for an epithet to
exprefs its flagrancy, and therefore can call it nothing lefs than
WESLEAN ; as it only falls thort of it in this one inftance,
(viz.) that it'is hard to fay whether Mr. Wefley has fpoken
ofiener in praife or in di/praife of Luther and Calvin.
) are
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are the repeated words of infpiration which you ven-
ture to call gross uNnTrRUTH. But Mr. Hill muf
be branded as an antinomian, and the Dagon of
arminianifm muft-be fupported, though the teftimo-
ay of patriarchs, and prophets, yea of God himfelf
thould fall down and be broken in pieces before it.
I cannot agree with you, reverend Sir, that our
difpute is' likely to be attended with any beneficial
effects to ourfelves, or to others. On the contrary,
I believe that among real Chriftians none are the
better for writing, and few if any are the better for
reading controverfial divinity. *"And with regard to
the people of the world, it is certain that alterca-
tlons of this fort rather tend to fet them  againt all.
religion than otherwife. However I doubt not but
there are fome fincere enquirers after ‘truth, and
fuch perfons arc well worthy our attention, and we
certainly ought to do all we can to point them to
the objet of their enquiry; but give me leave to
fay, Sir, that we treat them with a moft unbecoming
“cruelty when we knowingly and willingly mifrepre-
fent any authors or facts in order to eftablith our own
opinions and to lead them afide from that pearl they
are digging for. How culpable you have been in
this refpect every reader may clearly fee. And yet
how {mail will the number be who do or will fee it?
Since Mr. Wefley has nothing to do but to hold up
his finger in order to prevent thoufands of his fol-
lowers from ever looking into any thing that is
written againft his own faction, and to make them
believe that the four Checks (as they are called)
contain the medulla of the Chriftian religion. Be this
asit will, the unfair quotations you have made [Q_]J,
and

{Q_] Since this letter was finithed T have had a fight of the
works of the reverend Anthony Burgefs, an author quoted by
Mr. Fletcher, who has (according to cuftom)motft grofsly and moft
fhamefully perverted and mifreprefented the dotrines of that
eminent divine and laborious preacher of the gofpel; who
throughout all his writings and fermons infifts ftrongly on the

D: doctrines
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and the fhocking mifreprefentations.and calumnies
you have been guilty of, will for the future prevent
me from looking into any of your books, if you
fhould write a thoufand volumes. So here the ¢on-
troverfy muft end, at leaft it fhall end for me. You
may now mifquote and mifreprefent whomfoever and
whatfoever you pleafe, and you mgy do it with im-
punity ; I affure you 11hall give nfyfelf no trouble to
detect you, and as for thofe who think proper to
truft you, I can only fay I am forry for their cre-
dulity ; fince the following appear to be the princi-
ples on which you began, and on which you feem
determined to carry on the combat.

1#. You think with yourfelf « If I can make the
world fuppofe that the Calvinifts believe fo and fo, I
fhall certainly fet my readers againft them.” Then

2dly. You drefs up a creed in an hideous mafque-
rade drefs according to your own fancy, and with a
moft undaunted confidence you declare that this
monftrous creed is ours. Having done this,

3dly. You begin firing and pelting at this de-
formed child of your own brain, which all your
devoted admirers are taught to father upon the
afertors of free grace.—And then

4thly. "Having cut the ugly bantling into a
thoufand pieces, you fend it as the levite fent his
mangled concubine, into all the coafts of Ifrael,
(Judges xix. 29.) and begin vaunting, triumphing,
exulting and fnecring, as if you had really done fome
wighty deed; and as if under the pretence of expell-
ing antinomianifm, you had effe¢tually taught Chrift
to know his place, and not to affume to himfelf toa .
much in the work of falyation.

do&trines of ele&tion and perfeverance, and our one compleat
juftification by the imputed righteoufnefs of Chrift alone, And
‘has written a whole treatife exprefsly to prove that works cannot
be a condition of juftification.—Alas! that bigotry, prejudice, and
party fpirit fhould make a man of fenfe and learning ftoop to
Tuch paor low artifices in order to defend his caufe!

I cannot
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I canrot however conclude without again acknows
ledging that in the fight of men, your life is exem-
plary, and your walk outwardly blamelefs. But
ftill, Sir, you are a tranfgreflor of the law, and
confequently a finner (for /in, faith the apottle, s
the tranfgreffion of the law, Rom. iii. 4.) As a finner,
you are as much obnoxious to the curfe, as if you were
an affual adulterer or a murderer ; for thus faith the
fcripture, Curfed is every one that continueth not in all
things that are written in the book of the law to do
them. The wages of fin is death. He that keepeth
the whole law, and yet cffendeth in one point, be is
guilty of all. If therefore you have not a righteouf-
nefs adequate to the demands of the law to plead
before the bar of God, what muft become of you?
If you fay you have this righteoufnefs in yourfelf,
I give you up for incurable : if you have it not in
him, who alone hath &rought in that everlafling
righteoufnefs, which is unto ail and wpon all that
believe, the fcripture affords you not one gleam of
hope ; and all that fine cobweb you have been fpin-
ning out of your own bowels and placing yourfelf in
the midft of it ; though it may now be a means of
catching fome poor unwary flies, yet when the winds
of God’s wrath fhall blow upon it, and the befom
of his law fhall fweep it, will be found to be a
refuge of lies, and the poor fpider may with in vain
to find fome hiding place to cover itfelf in.

Let me befeech you then, Sir, to look well to
your foundation, for unlefs this be well laid, the higher
you raife the fuperftruture, and the more ornaments
you add to it, (however the beholders may be afto-
nifhed at its beauty and decorations) the greater wiil
be the danger of its falling, and then dreadful indeed
will be the fall thereof.

No counterfeit coin paffes fo currently as that
which moft refembles the pure gold. It therefore
behoves us well to exainine whofe image and fuper-
fcription it bears ; otherwife we may think ourfelves
rich andincreafed in goods, and that we bave necd of

D3 nothing
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mothing, when indeed we are poor and miferable and
blind and naked. It is a good faying of Mr. Fuller,
in his church hiftory, ¢ that a mefs of heretical
¢« doctrine is never fo likely to poifon thofe who tafte

. ¢ of it, as when it is ferved up in clean dithes and
« fcoured platters.” Self-made holinefs, (if I may
ufe the expreffion) may deceive ourfelves, and it
may deceive others, but it cannot deceive him, who
when he fathoms our beft works, adds righteoafuefs
to the line, and judgment to the plummet.

Let me further remark that the apoftle ranks
berefies, wvariance, and feditions, with the worft of the
decds of the flefh, Gal. v. 19, &c. and for my own
part, I think that flander, detra&tion and wilful
perverfion are as much breaches of the ninth com-
mandment, as adultery, inceft, and murder are
breaches of the fixth and feventh, and that they are
all equally inconfiftent with the genuine fpirit of
gofpel piety. :

It appears by the fize of your laft work, that it
has coft you more labor and pains than any of your
other pieces; but permit me to hint to you, Sir,
that you have now gone too far for many of your
former admirers, who really begin to lock about
them, and to fufpet that you are driving them
on at too greas a rate.—A little veflel is never {o
likely to be overfet, as when her gallant top fails are
all expanded, and when fhe has no ballaft to keep her
-fteady. Let me advife you then, Sir, to lower
your fails, and to throw over-board your mighty
invaluable cargo of felf-righteoufnefs ; take Chrift
for your pilot, and then you will pafs fafely over all:
the ftormy billows of the law, {in, and death, till
you arrive at the haven of evérlafting peace.

And as you are pleafed to put me in- mind of
Apollo’s advice to Phaeton.

—¢¢ Medio tutiflimus 1ibis [R] ”
[R] ¢ You w 1 go fafelt in the middle.”

1 anfwer



[ 43 1

I anfwer, that though there is #o middle way be-
tween law and gofpel, “ o third covenant (to ufe
¢ your own expreflion quoted in the poftfcript) made
“up of grace and works mixed,” yet be pleafed to
remember that the whole caufe of Phaeton’s down-
fal, was that he would needs take the reins into his
own impotent hands, and by foaring too high, and
driving on too furioufly, he fet the world on fire,
(though #ot by a comet’s tail,) and brought upon himfelf
fwift deftruction.

Wifhing you fincere repentance for all you have
afferted againft the truths of the gofpel ; and for the
fevere, rafh and uncharitable fpirit (which under
words {fmoother than oil, and the profeffion of much
candor) you have fhewn againft fo many faithful
munifters and fervants of Chrift, I remain,

Reverend SIR,

Your hearty well-wither,

RICHARD HILIL.

D4 ' POST-
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WILL not conceal from you, Rev. Sir, that I
I have in my poffeffion a manufcript fermon, which
you preached in your own parifh church in the year
1764, copies of which were, by your permifiion,
given about to feveral of your friends, and I among
others obtained the favor of one. The text is taken
from Rom. xi. 5, 6. Ewven [0 then, at this prefent
time alfo, there is a remnant according to the ele&ion of
graces and if it be by grace, then it is no more of
work, &c.

As to the performance itfelf it does you much
credit, and plainly fhews that you were once zealoufly
attached to the doctrines of the church of England ;
upon this account, and becaufe I really look upon
it to be the beft confutation of Mr. Wefley's mi-
nutes, and of all the four Checks written in vindica-
tion of them, I ence thought to publifh it, in which
intention I had a&ually procceded fo far as to pus
it into the printer’s hand, without adding a jot or
diminifthing a tittle, and a very confiderable part of
it, was really compofed for the prefs; but, upon a
more mature conﬁderatxon, doubting whether I acted
fairly and uprightly in doing this without your per-
miffion, I went in perfon to the printer, and ftopped
the publication of the difcourfe, which however I
now earneftly intreat you to fend abroad into the
world, or elie to fuffer me to do it for you, and in
the mean while, I hope you will not be difpleafed
at my tranfcribing, with the greateft exaétnefs and
fidelity, a few paragraphs from the manufcript, in

hopes
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hopes that as you have now tafted both the o/d and
the new wine, you will upon taking a freth fip of
the former, be brought to fay the old is better ; and
permit me to remind you, that when you delivered
the fermon in queftion, you informed the congrega-
tion, that * God being your helper, you were de-
¢ termined to preach the doctrine therein contained
¢ till your tongue fhould cleave to the roof of your
« mouth.,” And I am perfuaded that had any man
then told you, that within the fpace of a few years,
you would write any thing fo flatly oppofite there-
to as what you have vented in your four Checks, as
you call them, you would have been ready to an-
fwer with Hazael, < Is thy fervant a dog that he
¢« fhould do this thing.”

P. 4. In the manufcript now before me, you give
the following clear account of the two covenants.

¢ Here confifts the great difference between the
« firft and fecond covenant. Under the fir#, an
« abfolute unfinning univerfal obedience in our own
¢ perfons is required, and fuch obedience we can
« never perform. Under the fecond, this obe-
¢« dience in our furety Chrift Jefus (when we are
< united to him by a faith of the operation of God)
“ IS ACCEPTED INSTEAD OF OUR OWN [S). Again,
¢ The fecond covenant then, or the gofpel, is a dif-
¢ penfation of free grace and mercy to poor, loft,
¢ helplefs finners, who feeing and fecling themfelves
¢ condemned by the law, and utterly unable to ob-
¢ rain juftification upon the terms of the firft co-
¢ venant, come to Jefus Chrift to feek that righteouf-
¢ nefs in him, which they have not in themfelves;
¢ for the Son of God being both God and man in one
¢ perfon, and by the invaluable facrifice of himfelf

[S] How irreconcileable is this pofition of Mr. Fletcher, with
that of Mr. Wefley in his letter to Mr. Hervey, where he {Mr.
Wefley) affirms, ¢ That to fay the obedience of our furety is
¢¢ accepted inftead of our own, is ncither a fafe nor a feriptural
“ way of fpeaking.” C :

' ¢ upon
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¢ upon the crofs, having fuffered the punifhment
¢¢ due to all eur breaches of the law, and by his moft
¢ holy life anfwered all the demands of the firft co-
¢« venant, God can now be juft and the juftifier of
¢ them that believe in Jefus, Rom. iii. 26.”

P. 6. The author of this excellent fermon tells us,
that God does not fave thofe *“ who lead a good life
in order to get pardon; and p. 19. he adds, « a be-
¢ liever does not walk in good works To GET ETER-
 NaL LIFE ; but to keep up and increafe the vigor
“ of his faith, by which be uaTH eternal life [T].”

P. 7. « We can do no good works before we " are

< in a ftate of falvation.” '
- Again, “ A believer is firft faved, and then he
¢ does good works [U].” ¢ Works done before
¢« juftification, efore faith alone bas put us into a ffate
« of falvation, not only do not fit us to receive
¢ grace, but have in themfelves the nature of fin;
¢ and confequently deferve death, the wages of fin,
< fo far from deferving grace and glory [X].”

P. 8. We have the following found words.
¢ Having thus fhewn you how fel%—righteous una-
<« wakened finners dream of falvation, either by the
¢ covenant of works, or by a third imaginary cove-
¢ nant, in which they jumble together two incom-

[T] How plainly does this affertion contradi¢t that of the
minutes, that a believer is to work for life, and ¢ in order to
¢¢ find favor !”’

{U] How oppofite is this to that pofition of the minutes.
¢ We have received it as 2 maxim, that a man is to do nothing
< in order to juftification. Nothing can be more falfe.”” Again,
the whole dotrine of the minutes and of the four Checks, par-
ticularly of the firft, which Mr. Fletcher calls tbe Vindication, is
flatly contradi&ted by the following found words, which I have
extratted and tranflated from his little French trat on regenera-
tion, p. 35. ¢ Saniification cannot begin till after juftifica-
¢ tion.,”—¢ Common fenfe thews that God cannot communicate
¢ his nature and the graces of his fpirit to a man, whofe fins ha
¢ has not pardoned.”

[X] How agrees this with, we are rewarded fecundum merita
dperum, as our works DESERVE ?

¢ patible
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patible things, works and grace, merits and mercy,
and having proved by plain unanfwerable paffages,
that the goipel and our church fhew us falvation
cannot be actained,. but under the fecond cove-
nant, that is to fay by faith enly and not by works;
I beg leave to recapitulate the whole in three
-articles; they contain the fum of the gofpel, and
of the do&trines, { HAVE CONSTANTLY PREACHED
AMONG YOU, and AM DETERMINED TO PREACH
(God being my helper) TILL MY TONGUE CLEAVE
TO THE ROOF OF MY MoUTH ; and ‘hereby I give
a public challenge to any man living to find a flaw
in either of them, by the word of God, or the
articles of our church [Y].

Ibid. « As there is no falvation to be had but in
Chrift by faith, through the covenant of grace, fo
there is no mixing thefe two covenants without
renouncing the gofpel. He that ftands with one
foot.upon the covenant of works, and the other -
foot upon the covenant of grace, is in the moft
imminent danger of eternal ruin.’

€. 9. « Woe then to thofe who teach finners the
double way, the pharafaic way, the popith way
of falvation, PARTLY BY MAN’S MERITS,and PARTLY
BY THE MERITS OF JEsus Curist. If we, or an
angel from heaven, fays St. Paul, preach any other
gofpel to you than that we have preached namely,
that we are faved by grace through faith, and that
not of ourfelves, not of works, but it is the gift
of God, let kim be accurfed. He really denies his
Saviour, and tears the feamlefs robe of Chrift’s
righteoufnefs, who goesito patch it up with zbe
rags of his own rzghteoufnefr, he takes away all
the efficacy of Chnﬁ’s blood who prctends to

[Y] Who would have thought tbat the Vncar of Madely

would fo foon have acceptqd this challcagc glven by Mr.
- Fletcher ? S ,

« mend
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« mend it by adding thereto the riLTHY DROPS of
¢ his own goodnefs.”

P. 14. ¢ THE cHILDREN oF Gop under the Old
« Teftament acknowledged that a// their righteou-
* nefs were as filthy rags [Z].”

[Z] This is the third or fourth time within the compafs of
one fermon, that Mr. Fletcher introduces this fcripture to fhew
_the imperfection of all man’s works, not only of the works of
the unregenerate, but even of Gop’s ownN cHILDREN. And
Mr. Weiley very frequently does the fame, particularly in the
Pymns and facred poems, vol. I. p. 185, and p. 313, where he

ays, o
¢ Hither my a&ions righteous deem’d

By man, and counted good,
As FILTHY RAGS by Go§ efteem’d,

Till fprinkled with thy blood. -

Again,
Nor can we thus thy wrath appeafe,

We and our'works are all unclean,
As FILTHY RAGS our righteoufnefs,

Our good is ill, our virtue fn.

Yet Mr. Fletcher tells us, that he is glad to refcue this ferip-
ture out of the hands of the Calvinifts; but furely he might as
well have faid out of his own and Mr. Wefley’s. And if he is
offended at the beft of human works being deemed 2s drofs, dung,
and filthy rags; he can never thew the propriety of calling them
filthy drops, bricks and lime, yea, illand fin itfelf, as Mr. Wefley
has done in the verfe juft quoted, and as the Vindicator himfelf
has fo often ftiled them in this very fermon; and therefore I might
juftly retort upon him his own manner of fpeech, Log. Gen. 'P
119. Let your light fo fhine before men, that they may fee
your good works, 1. e. your ill, yobr fin, your bricks and lime,
your fithy drops.—She has wrought a good work, i. e. afin, a
Jfilthy drop, upon me for my burial.—We are created in Chrift

efus to good works, i. e. to fins, bricks, and lime, &c. &c. &c.
he fruit of the Spirit is in all goodnefs, i. e. in all filthy drops.
But I muft now explain in what fenfe I firmly believe that no
work, even of a believer can be called good, wiz. when com-
ared with the holinefs of God’s law. In this refpe& it may be
aid of every aftion, avby calleft thou this good, fecing it falls thort
of what the law requires, and every tranfgreflion of the law is
fin? and yet in the fcripture acceptation of the word, all thofe
works which are done in faith may well be called good- aworks,
"as we fay fuch an one is 2 good man, and yet we know that
in the ftri& fenfc of the expreffion, there is none good but one, and

that is God,
P. 3
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P. 3. ¢« Making what we call the mercy of God
< a packhorfe to carry us and our fins to heaven,
¢ upon THE FILTHY RAGS of our own righteoufnefs.”

« We come at laft to defpair of getting to heaven
¢ by building a Babel with the LIME of pharifaical
‘¢ fincerity, and tbe BRICKS of wretched good works.”

P. 16. ¢ Our beft works themfelves have fuch a
< mixture of imperfetion that they muft be atoned
¢« for, and made acceptable by Chnft’s blood [A]).”
‘ P. 17.

" [A] Could it have been conceived that the fame gentleman
who here fo pofitively affirms that imperfetion cleaves to the
beft works of the beft men, fhould in fo fhort a time plead fo
powerfully for finlefs perfection, and even look upon pious bithop
Beveridge to be a ftranger to gofpel liberty, becaufe in the views
he had of his own infufficiency he cried out, ¢ I cannot pray
¢ buatI fin, I cannot preach or hear a fermon.but I fin; my re-
¢¢ pentance needs to be repented of ; and my tears to be wathed
¢¢ in the blood of my redeemer.”

If we confider how many of Mr. Wefley’s contradi&tions and
inconfiftencies have been brought to light by Mr. Fletcher’s
Checks, we may juftly wonder that he thould not rather ftile him-
felf his Detefor than his Findicator, fince every Check, which
Mr. Fletcher writes againft Calvinifm, only makes poor Mr.
Wefley appear more and more contemptible, efpecially as Mr.
Wefley himfelf has the revifal and correttion of all Mr. Fletcher
publifhes. Not to mention the different affertions of thefe two
gentlemen in the points of free-will, myfticifm, two-fold juftifi-
cation, imputed rightcoufnefs, &c. &c. we have here a ftriking
proof how Mr. Fletcher can inftantly make Mr. John give up
any author he thinks proper, however highly Mr. John may have
efteemed thofe authors before. For inftance, Mr. John has not .
only introduced bifhop Béveridge’s Private Thoughts into his
Chriftian Library, butin one of his own pamphlets he particularly
recommends this book, among thofe in which he chofe to in-
firu& his converts. But Mr. Fletcher having found out in his
Third Check, p. 66. that bithop Beveridge was a ftranger to
¢¢ gofpel liberty,” when he wrote his Private Thoughts, and
having made an apteal from them to the declaration and experience
of St. John, his worthy friend Pliable immediately joins iffue,
though by fo doing he in fa& informs the world, that he himfelf
has been for near forty years together, recommending, publifh-
ing, felling, yea, inftruéting others out of a book, which he now
acknowledges to have been contrary to apoftolic doétrine, gofpel
liberty, and Chriftian experience, But I had forgotten.—¢* The

' “ clearer
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P. 17. < When you bave done all that is commanded

““ you, AND WHERE IS THE MAN THAT HAS DONE I
“ SHALL NOT SAY ALL, BUT THE ONE HALF OF IT [B],
“ fay we are unprofitable [ervants.” '

P. 19. ¢ Others, who as the dying thief and little
¢ children have not had time 'to fhew their faith by
< their works [C], fhall enjoy a lefs degree. of glo-
< rious blifs; but all fhall afcribe THE WHOLE oF
“ THEIR SALVATION ONLY to the mercy of God,
¢ the merits of Chrift, and the efficacy of his blood
¢ and Spirit.” ' .

P. 15. Agamnft the doctrine of merit the author
thus wverdatim exprefles himfelf. < I declare it as
¢ upon the houfe-tops of all the falfe do¢trines that
“ ever came out of the pit of hell, none have done
¢ fuch execution for fatan,in the church of God.
¢ Stealing, drunkennefs, adultery, have killed their

¢ cléarer light is come.” However, I muft add, that if the
Vindicator and the gentleman windicated were each of them to
draw up a confeflion of faith, confiting of 39 articles, for the
ufe of their difciples, and were not to be together at the time of
compofing it, I cannot help thinking that they would contradi&
each otker in twentyof thofe articles, and contradiét themfelves
in the other nineteen.

[B] How agrees this with Mr. Fletcher’s Pindcation, p. 76,
where he fays, that thofe who have a clear avitnefs, that they
HAVE DONE WHAT GoD cOMMANDED, may, without herefy,
humbly demand the promifed reward ?

{C] We find it impofiible by all the arts of outr Logica Gene+
wenfis to reconcile Mr. Fletcher’s affertion in this fermon, that
“ THE DYING THIEF HAD NOT TIME TO SHEW HIS FAITH BY
¢ n1s worrs;”’ and his affertion in the fecond Check, p. 25, that
this fame thief was juftified by his re;roofs, exhortations, {r@vm,
paticnce, and refignation, by which he evidenced the livelinefs of
his faith, as THERE wWas TIME and vpportunity ; yea, *“[that he
[ fu{/illed the avhole law of Chrift, and that the fulfilling of all the
¢ law of Chriff was work enough 1o juflify the converted thief by
$¢ that law.” Bat though we poor blundering Calvinifts cannot
by our Logica Genewenfis bring about any harmony between thefe .
two oppotite affirmations, yet by the magical power of Logica
Wefleienfis, or Logica Helvetica, we doubt not but it may be eafily
cfleQed, .

< thoufands
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< thoufands, but this damnable error, which is the
<« very root of unbelief, its zen thoufands.”

<« All the delays of our converfion, and all our
« going on with remorfe in fin and wickednefs, 1s
¢« FOUNDED ON THE DOCTRINE oF MERITS ; well
<« then may our church call it a devilith do¢tiine,
¢ a doctrine which is meer blafphemy againft God’s.
¢ mercy, a doctrine which by turning Chrift out of
¢« his feat, firft leads to licentioufnefs, as the condu&
« of many who cry up the merit of good works.
« plainly thews, and next to pharafaic morality, and
¢ formality, and from both, (except converting grace
<« prevent it) inta endlefs mifery. For no doubt fays.
¢ bithop Latimer, (Serm. on twelfth day) HE THAT.
¢“ DEPARTETH OUT OF THE WORLD IN THAT OPINION,

' ¢ SHALL NEVER COME TO HEAVEN.”

P. 10. Speaking of faith he with great propriety
tells-us, ¢ That it is the infrumental caufe of our
¢ free falvation; that it receives Chrift and falva-
¢ tion as the hand of a beggar receives an alms.”

In the fame page fpeaking of good works and.
fhewing what place they have in the gofpel plan,
he tells us like a found Calvinift, that they are-
« Declarative of our free juftification; a conftant
« uniform courfe of all forts of good works with
¢ an holy, heavenly-minded converfation, being the.
« only evipence of a lively faving faith. Thus
« Chrift’s merits faith alone apprehends, and good
‘“ works alone EviDENCE falvation. Yea they are the.
¢ fruit of falvation.”

Thus. does this (late) evangelical preacher make.
it clearly appear ¢ That (to ufe ftill his own words)
‘“ there is a vaft difference between preaching againft.
¢ the merIT Of good works, and preaching againft
¢« good works themfelves.” And therefore he adds
¢« Laftly, we are to do good works not to go to
¢ heaven by them, (this {elfith, proud, antichnftian
¢ motive would poifon the beft doings of the greateft
‘ faints, if faints could thus trample on the blood

: , “ of

~
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¢ of their Saviour. Such a wild conceit being only
¢ the pharifees cleaner way of going to hell,) but
“ becaufe they fhall be rewardéd sz heaven, though
¢ not with heaven.”

T

Several other reafons does Mr. Fletcher add in
this excellent fermon, why a believer fhould ¢ abound
¢ in good works WITHOUT THE DOCTRINE OF ME-
“ RIT,” or ““ the wild conceit that they are to bring us
¢ to beaven.” ;

1. « 1In obedience to our heavenly Father.”

2dly. ¢« To be jusTIFIED BEFORE MEN, and to
« fhew that our faith is a faving faith, which
¢ he tells us St. James ftrongly infifts on.”

3dly. ¢ That others feecing our good works, may
< glorify our Father which is heaven.”

4thly. ¢ Out of love-and gratitude to Chrift, who
¢ hath purchafed heaven for us by his blood.”

I fhall only add, that in various parts of this fer-
mon, Mr. Fletcher complains loudly of the cavils,
Jreers, and objections which were raiied againft him,
as if he preached againft the practice of good works,
becaufe he denied the merit of them ; and as if his
dodtrine cauntenanced licentioufnefs, becaufe he
would not let man come in fora fhare in his own
falvation ; and fhews that thefe flanderous cavils and
reproaches have been the lot of the faithful minifters
of Chrift in all ages : that the fame objections were
broughtagainft the apoftles themfelves, that “zbe devil
 fought againft our reformers with the [ame weapons ;.
¢ and that all the books which the papifts wrote
< againft them rang with the charge of their turning
¢ good works out of Chriftianity.” Methinks when
I read thefe words, and confider how lately it was
that Mr. Fletcher drank of the fame cup of ignominy
with many zealous preachers of the gofpel, who ftill
_abide by the fame principles, I am amazed that he
fhould fo readily and unkindly take up thofe very
: " weapons,
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~weapons, which by his own confeflion muft have

been fnatched out of Satan’s hands, and join a cry
againft them, which had been fo often raifed againft
himfelf, whilft he was a ftrenuous aflerter of the
do&rines of that church in which he had the honor
of being ordained a minifter. And yet when I do
but caft my eyes over the excellent difcourfe from
which I have made the foregoing fhort extras, I
can inftantly forget all the hard fpeeches and re-

roachful n mes, which he has fo unjuitly and
illiberally poured out againft us, and do efeem bim -

wery bighly in love for his (Quondam) werks fake ;
efpecially as I have been well informed, that- this
very fermon, the day it was delivered, was made
the means of converting two papifts, who providen-
tially came into the church, to the true proteftant

faith. God grant that his four checks may never -

have the dire& contrary effect, by being made in-
ftrumental to the perverting any proteftants to the
faith of Rome. :

F I N [ &

ERRAT A

P.g. 1. 8. dfter prejudice add a comma. P. r4. after the word
communication make the reference with a [D] and not with 4.
P. 22. note, L. 11. after the word apoffle, inftead of a full point,
make a point of interrogation. P. 23. 1. 26. note, forevery man
kas naturally two principles in him, read, every man that is born
into the world has two principles in him. '
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APPENDIX.

' LTHOUGH 1 obfé;ved, p- 26, that the time -

would fail me, were I to pretend to enumerate
. the many grofs mifreprefentations you have given of
- our doltrines, throughout your laft piece; and to
point out the very unfair manner in which you have
quoted my five Letters, and the interpolations you
have made in them: yet upon a re-perufal of your
Logica Genevenyis, 1 was {o ftruck with the unkindnefs
‘and, I muft beg leave to fay, the bafenefs of the fol-
lpwing paragraph, which you have put into my
mouth, and marked with commas (as if it were
really a quotation from my five Letters, thoughnot a
fyligble- of it is to be found there) that I can-
not help adding a few lines by way of obfervation
upon it. Your words are thefe.

<« Before I was acquainted with the truth, I ima-
« gined that fin would dithonor God, and injure
“ me "y but fince the preachers of finifhed falvation
« have opened my eyes, 1 fee how greatly I was
« miftaken. P. 106.”

Soon after this in the next page, you fay “I need
¢ not tell you, honored Sir, that I am indebted to
¢ you for all the do&rines and moft of the expref-
* fions of this dangerous confeflion of faith. If any
¢ one-doubts of it, let him compare this creed and
< the letters together. Some claufes and fentences
“ I have added, got to mifreprefent and blacken, but
¢ to introduce, connect, and illuftrate your fenti-
¢« ments. P. 107.” :

Now under pretence of irtroducing, connefting, and

illufprating my fentiments, you have given us a moft
injurious and cutting {neer againft the preachers of
. finifhed falvation, who are all brought up as teachers
of the two following dottrines.

ift. That fin does not difhonor God.
. 2dly. That it doth not injure the believer.

And both' of thefe doftrines I am introduced as
an abettor of, whereas they are direétly oppofite to
my own fentiments, and to thofe of all the preachers

of free grace that ever I heard ; for though we firm- -~

— / ~1;/
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Iy believe that God can and doth over-rule even fin

itfelf for good, yet- we as firmly believe -that it

‘brings the higheft difhonor upon his government,

yea, that it 1s the only thing whereby he is difho-
nored; and that although it will not deprive'a be-
liever of his heavenly inheritance (becaufe the papw
ment for {in is made, and the poffeflion itfelf -pur:
chaled) yet we know that it will greatly INJURE
him by robbing him of his comfort and of his
‘communion with God ; and therefore it may as res-
fonably be afferted that the felon who robs his
neighbour on the highway does not injure him, un-
lefs he alfo take away his life, as that {in does not
injure a believer, becaufe it will not deprive higt
of that everlaiting life, ‘which is the free gift of
God in Jefus Chritt. : oL
~ But you fay, that you have not added thefe words
to mifteprefent and blacken my fentiments.——No !
for what other ernd then have you introduced them
when I abhor not only the exprefions but the dofirines
they contain, and when I have not fpoken the
Ieaft word, fyllable, or tittle, that tends to autho-

* rize the citation you have forged, yea, when you

know in your own confcience that I never meant
or intended any fuch thing? Oh! Mr. Fletcher, -
am indeed grieved to find you fo difingennous, but
it only confirms what I have advanced, ?. 40. How-
ever (you fay) ¢ if any one doubts of. it, let him
compare this creed and the Letsers together.” So
fay E ‘and therefore conclude with the following
exall quotation from thofe letters, by which the
reader will be much better able to judge, than from
thofe mangled fcraps you have brought, what ground
you had fo peremptorily to make the farégoing
affertions. _ :
~ ¢ No thahks to fin, if the Lorp over-rule it for-
« the good of his people. It is ftill the abominable.

© ¢ thiiig which his foul hateth; and whatever may
- be his fecret will, we are to keep clofe to the

¢ declarations of his own written word, which bids
 us to refift fin even untq blood. * Whofoever can

"4 delight himfelf in fin, under the perfuafion that

“ Geop will make it wark together for his good, is:
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« ynder a moft powerful delufion of thedevil. Such
% an one is indeed accomplithing Gop’s decree ; but
« he carries a dreadful mark in his forchead, that
< fuch decree is, that he fali be punifbed with ever-
“ lafling defirustion from the prefence of the Loro. ‘
« Sin 1s dire(tly contrary to the new nature of a
% believer, to that incormfptiblc feed which re-
¢« maineth in him, and theretore be cannot fin becanfe
«“ be is born of Gob 3 that is, the new man, the
“ regenerate part, cannot {in. It is not I, (fays the
s Apottle) bus fin that dwelleth in me. Yea, fo great
¢ an averlation is there between the love of fin and.
¢« the new creature, that he eftcems the pofition,
*$ let us fin that grace may abound, as the moft dam-
¢« pable dotrine that ever fteamed out of the bot- vy
¢ tomlefs pit of hell: and though grace and fal. ;
& vation is all his fong, yet he knoweth that the -
« grace of Gop, which bringeth falvation, teacheth
¢ us, that denying ungodlinefs and worldly lufls, we ,
¢ fbowld live foberly, righteoufly, and godly in this .-i
¢ prefent workd.” ' : ,J ,
Now let me- requeft the rcader to reconfider the o
pretended quotation beforementioned, and I think his s
heart muft rife with a generous indignation, mixed } '
with an holy compaffion, to fee a man who is plead- : \
ing for fuch fuperlative degrees of holinefs, and cry- ]
ing out Antinomianifm, Antinomianifm, againft all ;i
the Chritian world, defcend to the poor illiberal 5/ \

arts of forgery and defamation, in order to dacken
his opponents; and to eftablith his own ' pernicious
principles. . .

But though we heartily deteft any fuch diabadlicat
affertions, as thae fin weither difhonors God, nor injures -
the believer, yet 1 think we have teo much reafon t-
fuppofe that the author of Logica Genevenfis '
thoroughly adepted ghefe fentiments, otherwife’
would pay a little more regard to the voice of /
corntiatbwent which faich, THOU SHALT;,
BEAR FALSE WITNESS AGAINST
NEIGHBOUR, . - . o

1 need not tell you, Sir, that there is no
in the world for whom I had an higher regard
whom I had a better opinion, thanI had of y
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