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INTRODUCTION.

HE Rev. John Wile, fa’or of a
church in lplwich, 1x Mallachuietts-
Bay, about fixty years ago, pubiifbed two
tradts : The firft intitled, A Vindication «
the Government of the Now-Bo
Churches: The fecond, Tiw
Quarrel efpoufed.

The firlt of thefe bath the appearance o
argument and reafon ; and therefore feems to
call for [erious attention, and to b¢ received
as folid truth ; or fairly confuted.

The fecond is profeffedly avrote in fatire ;
and is full of ridicule and banter, of mifre-
prefentation ard [alfe colouring, and calcu-
latcd to tnfpire ]jrzde and independency, ra-
*ther than to convince the wn/czwm’, and in-
Jorm the judgment. I fhall ticrefore ;:zzy
little regard to it, unlefs where it may ferv
to fhew more /u//y bis, aud kis admirers jm-
timents, or bath fome appearance of reafon.

My,




w INTRODUCTION.

Mr. Wife tells us,  The conflitution of the
New-England churches, as [ettled by their
Platferm)” (i. e. Cambridge Platform, com-
monly [o called) ¢ may be fairly juflificd from
Antiquity ; tbhe Light of Nature ; Holy
Scripture ; and from the noble and excellent
nature ¢f the Conftitution stfelf. And laf}-
ly, from tle Providence of Gonb dignifying
of it." Vindication, p. 3. 1 fhall now at-
tend to bis arguments drawn from thefe
opIChs.
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A

CONFUTATION

OF TWO TRACTS, &c

R e e o 2 S

CHAPTER L

A View of the Arguments brought by
Mr. Wife from Antiquity, in Vindica-
tion of the Cambridge Platform, and of
the New-FEngland Churches.

SECTION 1.
Tre Diffiributgon of toe Chriftian KEra ints three Parts.

1. R. WISE ctells us, ¢ The firit divifion
R contains the firft three hundred years of
chriftianity, which may be reckoned the moft refined
and pureft times, both as to faith and manners—as it
contained th¢ miniftry of the apoftles and evangelifts,
and othicr eminent perfons authorized by them, and
fuch others who fucceeded in office-truft within this

ipace.”  Vin, p. 3. On this I remark,
1. That
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1. That the purity of the church, during this period,
i1s the /ol bafis on which refts the whole force of evi-
dence from this quarter.—None furely would hold
up the example of corrupt churches, as a vindication
of the New-England churches. But in this refpedt
the evidence is exceeding precarious, and in no mea-
{ure demonftrative, as Mr. 1} ife boafts. They mutt
be grofly ignorant of the ftate of the primitive church,
who do not find grofs errors, both in doéirine and
pradtice, crept into them, not to fay two or three
hundred years after CHRIsT, but cven in the Apottles
days, and which thcy zealoufly oppofed and ¢ndea-
voured to reform while they lived, but without the
defired effect in many cafes. Lven St. Paul feared
he had beflowed cn the GALAVIONS labour in vain,
Galations iv. 11.  And how does he lubour to reform
the fcandalous diforders of the church of Corinth ! But
which, we have no evidence, he ever accomplifhed.
Let any one take a ferious view of the churches of
Corinth, Galatiay Ephefus, Pergamusy, Thyatyra, Sardis
and Lasdicea, and he mufl be convinced that they
were not, cven when the facred epittles were 1rete to
them, a fair pattern after which we ought to copy.
Their corruptions in both doctrine, difcipline and
manners werc fuch as gave abundant caufe for fevere
reproofs from the infpired apoftles, as is evident from
many of the epiftles ; and we have no evidence that
they wcre thereby reformed 3 but much to the con-
trary, as Gob hath, in falt, exccuted the threatenings
he, by the mouth of his apoftlcs, denounced againtt
fome of them for their corruptions, by remsving their
candleftick out of its place.

If this was the cafe in thc zpoftles days, what muit
have been thte cafe two or threc hundred years after ?
The errors, which early fprang up, gradually increaf-
ed, till Autichrift, who began to, work in Paul’s time,
took the feat of Gobp openly.

In a word ; there is no onc topick of proof mare
uncertain than this of antiquity, however ncar to the
apoftles times it may be, DBut it fo happens, that

M.
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Mr. /Zije can find no traces in antiquity favouring
hic notion of church government, carlier than about
two or three hundred years after CHRrIST ; by which
time all the apoitles and their immediate fucceffors
were in their graves. And may we not conclude,
that the churches foon departed from the practice eof
the apoftles, when they, and thofe acquainted with
them were removed by death P Juft as Ifrael did, when
Jofhua and the generation that came with him into
Canaan, were dead.—St. Paul plainly intimates, in
his addrefs to the clders of the church at Ephefus, that
this would be the cafe, Aéts xx. 29, 30. For [ know
this, faith he, that after my departing fhall grievous
wolves enter in among you, not [paring the floack.  Alfo
of your own fclves fhall men arife, [peaking perverfe things,
to draw away difiples after them.  Therefore watch
How trifling then is it for any to quote broken hints
from writers who lived two or three hundred years
after, to prove any form of government to be agreable
to the will of Gop !—To the law and teftimony.
if this were in their favour, they never would fly te
antiquity tor arguments.

2. Mr. IVife owns, that ¢ the apoftles and evange-
litts authorized their fucceflors.” If fo, then the
brether-hoods did not. So thatwe have, he being judge;
not antiquity barely, but apoftolic examples for ordi-
nation ¢nly by minitters.  But this is contrary to
Cambridre Platform, chapter ix. fection v.  And if
“¢ there is no feripture example, nor precept for Juy-
erding’ion of minifters,” as Dr, J#7atts acknowledges,
then, beyond doubt, this is a mere human invention,
and a peice of will-worthip. | |

Mr. /¥ije owns the churches of thofe ages did err.
Vindication page 4.  If fo, ’tis as likely they erred in
point of order as ot dotrine, -

II. The fecond grand divifion of time, he fays,
contuns the next twelve hundred years, page 4.
But he fhould have tzken at leaft two hundred years
out of the hrft period into this corrupt ftate of the
church + und doubtlefs would have done fo, but that

1t
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it would have cut off all his teftimonies from antiqui-
ty, and forced him back to the holy fcriptures, from

which he could find but little help, as will be fhewn.
- III. The third divifion cf time he counts from the
reformation from popery till the time he wrote ; in
which he owns great light fprang up, ¢ and many
chriftian heroes lifted, and with great bravery and
felf-denial went forward with the reformation.  Yet
after the endeavours of fuch men through feveral
ages downward, the churches called reformed, at-
tained to a very imperfect reformation, and the defect
has not been fo much in doétrines, as in worfhip and
difcipline.” And thenadds, ¢ Thefec churches in
New-England, as to their order and difcipline, have
furpafled all the churchs of the reformation—for that
they are eminently parallel with the primitive churches
in their government.”  Vindication page 6, 7. So
it fhould fecin, that it is clear demonfiration that the
New-England churches exceed all the churches of
the reformation, and are conftituted agreable to the
mind of CHRIST, becaufe they are eminently parallel
with the churches two or three hundredyears after CHRIST,
when Antichrift had made large ftrides towards the
feat of Gop. Can any thing be more conclufive !
But let us attend to fome of his quotations from an-
tiquity, which he boafts of as a demonfira.son of this
parrallcl.

SECTION IL

Some Notes frem  Antiquity, adduced in Proof tiat the
New-Erngland Churches are rightly corjlituted, confi-
dered.

T HE firft thing in the Cambridge Platform, he
attempts to dumonflvate from antiquity is chapter 2,
fe&tion 6. ¢ A congregational church is, by the
conftitution of CHRIST, a part of the militant church,
confifting of a2 company of faints by calling, united
into one body 4y an buly covenant,” &c. This article
is largely explained, Flatform chapter 6, where the

Jform
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form of achurch is declared to be what is here called 2
‘holy covenant, ¢ without which (they fay) members
can have no church-power one over another.”*

As this abfurd opinion lies as the corner-ftane of
the conftitution, I will, 1ft. confider the evidence he
brings from antiquity ta {upport it, (for I am fure
none can be brought from the fcriptures) and 2dly.
offer fome reafons againft it.

1. Let us hear his evidence from antiquity.

Vindication, page 8, he quotes Turtulian, who lived
near two hundred years after CHRIsT, (Apal. ad Gen.
chapter 3q.) thus defcribing a chugch, Corpus fumus
de confeientia religionis, & difupline untatz, & fped
fredere, which he turns thus : ¢ We are a body unit-
‘ed in the confcience of religion, or for the confcien-
cious obfervance of religion, by an agreement in dif-
cipline and in acovenant of hope.” Hereobferve, that
though there is but one prepofition in the Latin
paflage, viz. de, yet out of this he has made ‘no lefs
than threc in Englith, viz. in, for, by, which difcovers
cither his want of (kill in the language, or a perverfe
deﬁ‘gn to impofe on his Englyh reader by a wrong
verfion. For what may not we make of any paffage,
if we take fuch liberty with words.

There are but two ways this paflage can be grama-
tically rendered fo as to make fenfe, (1) by making the
prepofition de, expreflive of the caufe of their being a
bs2y, and then the fenfe is eafy, and every fchool-boy
muit render it thus, 7% are a body (i. e. united in 2
body) by a confaence of religisn, and unity of difcipline,
aud ccvenant of hope. Orl,3 (2) as expreflive of the end

for

®° By this holy covenan® the Cambridge divines, Dr. Osven, Dr. Warrs,
a7d a0 the independent writers mean a fpecial covenant, fiamed and con-
fenizd to by a number of pref:1luis of the fame faith ar.d ubedience, whereby
they bind themfelves to the peiformauce of certain aéts towards each other :
And itis this alone, they fay, which forms a church, and gives mcmbers
shwich power one over snother, mutually.  So that a man muft not only
protefs the fame faith and obedience ; but over and abuve this, he muft en-
ter into the covenant of that particular chiurchy, or he cannot Lo a membar of
1ty nor admitted to the priviloges of ite  Such a covenaat, diRin@ trom a
proictlion of faith and chadieace, Mr. 75 woild picve necefiaty @ But i
aot this to bind wheicCurizT hath 1ty fres by fisingrow terme fovar
munion which he aath net « ngiicad 2

?
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for which they united into a body, and then it will
Rand thus, /% are a body (i. c. united into a ledy)
for the confcience of religion, and for unity of difcipline,
and for the covenant of hope. But even this laft &
uncooth, and fcarce tolerable fenfe, becaufe, to make
the covenant of hope, the end of their union, as though
by their union they obtained this covenant, is abfurd,
while it is confiftent enough to confider it as the caufe
or ground t their union. But let the writer defign
which he might of thefe, ’tis certain that by covenant
of hope, he did not intend a fpecial church covenant, as
Mr. Wife takes it.  For it would puzzle even Mr.
#ife to tell how fuch a covenant, made one with
another, can be ary good ground of our hope of eter-
nal life; efpecially as there is not one fyllable of fuch
a covenant mentioned in the holy fcriptures. And
even Mr. /#ife underftands Turtulian as integding the
covenant of grace, who, he fays, ¢ called it a cove-
nant of hepe, becaufe the principal refpect therein was
had unto the things hoped for.” Page 8. If the
principal refpe& of the covenant was to things hoped
for, it was ccrtainlz' the covenant of grace, Turtuliun
intended,made by Gobp with CHrisT and all hismem-
bets ; and not a covenant which men make one with
another ; which cannot be called a covenant of hope,
without great ablurdity. Sothat it does not appear that
Turtulian had the leaft thought of fuch a fpecial
church covenant us Mr. /#ife is defending 5 and if
he had, who but Mr. /#7fe, would call this a demon-
ftration, that fuch a covenant is neceflary ?

He again quotes the fame author, faying, ¢ Corpus
Jumus, coimus in ccetum,” &c. Ve area body, and
meet in an affembly. But how does this prove a fpecial
church covenant ¢ A town is a body, and often meer
1 aflemblies, and yet they have no fuch fpecial cn-
venant., Had Mz, /27 found thefe paflages in tie
haly fcriptures they would have been nothing to his
purpote. How far from: demonftration then are they,
when extracted from an another who lived in tinias
of great eorruption ! Ths evidence from this 1 rca}l y

spaintl
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-
azainft his fpecial church covenant, as it thews, thac
their union in worfhip and difcipline, and in the com-
mon covenant of hope, or of grace, was that which
made them a body or church, and not that a fpecial co-
venant onewith another, diftiné&t from the covenant of
grace, made them fuch.—I proceed, . o

II. To offer fame reafons againft this opinion,
That a fpm’al church-covenant 1s the form of a church,
and that alme which gives members church-power over
each other.

Here obferve, That as a civil fociety confifts of one
town, or of more towns ; fo an inftituted church 1s
either one particular congregation, or that which con-
fifts of divers particular congregations ; i. e. united
in a prefbytery or confociation, and fynod, &c.

A particular church is a number of people, bound
by the appointment of Gop, to aflemble together ftatedly
in one place, for the celebration of his public wor-
fhip ; of this we rcad A&ts xx. 7. 1 Cor. xiv. 23.

‘The form of this church is, That they are bound by
the APPOINTMENT of GoD thus to affemble for his
worfhip. It is GoD’s appointment, and not any human
covenants, nor the particular adt of any man, or men,
or churches, which forms or gathers a church ; but
where there are 2 number of faints by calling dwelling
together in a convenient vicinity, they are bound by
the appointment of Gon to mect ftatedly, to worfhip
him, and they are guilty of fin if they do not. The
Gob of order hath appointed that his people wholive
together in a family or vicinity, thould carryon his wor-
fhip together. Therefore the chriftians at Corinth were
the churchat Corinth, and thofc at Ephefus, were the
church at Ephefus,&c. If a chriftian live in a town
wherethere is a church, he is imniediately bound to joir
with that church (though he never covenanted with
them) in the celebration of Gop’s worthip ; and they
are bound to give him chriftian privileges and govern
him : And thefe obligations arife, not from any fpe-
cial covenant entered into between them, but from
the appomtment of Gow. There needs no laboured

aryuments
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arguments to prove this ; for Gop furely requires us
to do that, which it is finful to neglet ; but for
chriftians, living together, to neglect aflembling and
worfhiping Gob together, is evidently finful.

The Cambridge Platform, (chapter 4, fetion 2, 3.)
fays, ¢ Particu%ar churches cannot be diftinguifhed
one from another, but by their forms.—This form is
a vifible covenant, agreement, or confent whereby they
give up themf{clves unto the Lorb, to the oblerving
of the ordinances of CHRIST together, in the fame
fociety, which is ufually called the church covenant.
For we fee not otherwife how members can have
church-power one over another mutually.—The co-
venant, as it was that which made the family of
Abraham and children of Jfrael to be a church, fo it
makes the feveral foeieties of Gentsle believers to be
churches now.” Here I remark,

1. That there is no neceflity of a fpecial church co-
venant, in order to diftinguifh one church from ano-
ther.,  Was not the church at Corinth diftinét from
that at Kphefus ? And yet there is not the leaft hint
of any fuch covenant to diftinguifth them ; their dif-
ference of place, and cohabitation was fufficient for
this. So the inhabitants of one town are dittinguifhed
from thofe of another, not by any fpecial covenant,
but by cohabitation.

2. They fay, ¢ We fee not how members can
have church-power one over another mutually with-
out fuch covenant,” Strange indeed | Is it difficult
to fee how town inhabitants can have civil power one
over another, though they have entercd into no fpecial
covenant ! ‘T'here is fomething befides fuch a cove-
nant which obliges the inhabitants of a town to mu-
tual fubje@tion, viz. The common laws of the empire,
which require every fubjeét, wherever he refides, to
keep the peacc of the whole, and efpecially of the
fown wiere he lives 3 and they are, by the royal au-
thority, bound to do this, whether they confent to 1t
or no. Yca, there is no need of an explicit conlent or
covenant ; the bare profeifion of alleglance to the

King
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King, implies fubjeltion to the government he hath
eftablifhed, in whatever part of hie empirc they may
Jive. So in the church ; wherever a chriftian lives
among chriftians, he is, by the laws of the King of
Z.ion, obliged to live in love with them, to reprove
the diforderly according to Matthew xviii. 15-—18.
and to fubmit to fuch treatment from others, who
are alfo bound to treat him as a chriftian brother, and
govern him agreable to the laws of CHRIsT ; and if
he refufes to fubmit, they are bound to reje¢t him as
an enemy to the laws and kingdom of CHRIST.
Whoever profefles chriftianity binds himfelf thereby
to fuch behaviour, not only while he lives in one
place, and with thofe he firft joined with, but where-
ever his lot is caft. His proteflion of faith in, and
fubjeltion to CHRIsT, is all the covenant, according
to {criptures, neceflary to give any one a full right to
all the privileges of thc church, both feals and cenfures.
For we read of no fuch fpecial covenant in the new
teftament, or old, we have no precept,or precedent for
it ; we read of many particular churches, but there
1s no fyllable in the word of Gobp, intimating any
fuch covenant ; and therefore it is a piece of mere
will-worfhip, and has no good,but avery bad, tendency.

3. The covenant with the family of Abrabam and
Ifracl is very infufficient to prove this fpecial church-
covenant. It fthould be confidered, that to covenant
with Gop and give up ourfelyes to him, to obey his
Jaw, &c. as all do, who profefs faith in and obedience
to CHRIsT, is very different from covenanting with
one another. The covenant Ifrael entered into, was
not of the fame nature with thefe church covenants ;
they differ both as to the parties and articles in the
covenant. In that covenant the parties were Gop and
Ilfrael 5 in thefe only the people one with another.
In thaty the articles were, all the laws and ordinances
Gop had commanded, and the bleffings promifed ; in
this, mutually ic watch over, and fubmit to one another,
T'here muft be a covenant between Gop and man,
®:fore man can he in covenant with Geo ; but this

does
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does not neceffarily imply man’'s explicit or implicit
confent even to tis covenant in order to ratify and
make it binding. Gob’s propofing it, binds man te
comply, and his refufal is high rcbellion. This is
evident from Deut. xxix. 10—~29. where perfons in-
capable of giving their confent, even sufants and
thofe who were not prefent, were bound under the oath
of that covenant, and their confent, not afked, but
demanded. "I'his covenant therefore with Ifrael, was
effentially difterent from thefe church-covenants, in
which there muft be the fiee and perfonal conjent of
every one, and which confent, it feems, lays the only
ground of authority in the church over its members,
How abfurd then is it to infer from the covenant
between Gop and Ifrael, the ncceflity and divine
right of particular church covenants, i. e. of perfons
covenanting with one another, in order to conlf:itute
or form a church !

Befides there are many mifchiefs arifing from this
dpinion.

1. By this profcflors are led to think they are under
no covenant obligations either to give or receive re-
proof, or to exercife, or fubmit to government, but
only where they are in fpecial covenant. So that a
member of a church in [pfwich, now refiding ia
Boflon, has no right to reprove an offending brother
of a church there, nor has any chuich there a right
to govern him : "T'hey may ailow him the feals, but
cannot admit him to be at all concerned with the
cenfures of the church, till he fhall covenant in fpe-
cial with them. He may occufionally commune with
them for feven or ten years flatedly; by virtue of his
{pecial covenant with the church at Ipfwich, but he
muft not reprove one of them, nor may they reprove
ot rebuke him, however he oftends, till he has co-
venanted in fpecial with them ; but muft complain
to the cauwrch in Ipfwich, or cven in London, it he
came {rom thence, and there only ean he be tiied,
becand the church in Bsflon ¢ cun have no power
gver Lo, bet n virtue of a foocial covenant,”  Yia,

th;";
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shey may not exclude him from occafional communi-
en, becaufc this would be to exercife church-power
over him, which they have not, by this principle.
This opinion infpizes the fame temper and conduct
which our Lorb fo fevercly condemned in the Jews,
who thought aone were their neighbours and to be loved
as themfelves, but thofe in the fame covenant ; the
folly, abfurdity and horrid wickednefs of which, he
illuftrates and cenfures in his difcourfe with the law-
yer, by the parable of the man that fell among
thieves, Luke x. 25—39. But were people taught
that all profefling the fame faith and obedience, are
mutually in covenant, by virtue of their relation to
CHRIsT, the great head of his family, and that fhift-
ing places or perfons does, in no refpe€t, alter their
church-relation or duties, it would tend to lead
them to the exercife of brotherly love in the various
duties of gofpel-order, wherever their lot might be
caft. ‘This, at fir/? blufb is what CHRIST requires,and
therefore the above doltrine of fpecial church-covenants,
as ftated in Cambridge Platform, and defended by
Mr. Wife, is highly oftenfive to JEsus CHRIsT, a8
it teaches men to break, not one of the La/?, but the
greatefl, even the new command of our blefled
Redeemer, #o /sve one another. May the LorD pardon
this fin and hcal the crror !

2. ‘¢ If this particular church-covenant is that
which gives form to a church,” then a church-mem-
ber may continue many years without relation to any
church on earth, though he lives, worfhips, and con-
ftantly partakes with a church. He certainly cannot
be bound by covenant to perform the dutics of a
member to a church, from which he lives one hun-
dred or one thoufand miles ; and yet by virtue of
that very covenant, made with that church, he is
thought to be a member of it, though he lives in the
canftant neglect of the duties of it, (and muft do fo,
being far from the church he covenanted with) and
alfo to have a right, by virtue of that broken cove-
nant, te all ehwrek privileges, excepting that of

government
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gevernment : But why is he debarred from this, more
than the feals ! Why truly becaufe, fays the Cam-
bridge Platform, ¢ We {{c not how  members can
have church-power one over another, but by fuch a
covenant, agreement or confent.” Which leads me
t0 rcmark ;

3. This notion of fpecial church-covenants, leads all
baptized perfons to confider themfelves as free from
the government of the church, till they rencw their
covenant, and promife {ubjection to fome particular
church ; yea, till they come to the Lorp’s fupper.
For if < members cannot have church-power over
each other mutually, but by fuch a covenant, then
none are under church-government, but fuch as by
their own at promife fubjetion to f{omne particular
church ; and even then they are fubject only to thut
church. But how contrary is this to Deut. xxix.
-10~~29. and to the whole tenor of Gobp’s dealings
with his church ? And how does this encourage
young people to give a loofe to their vanity, being
under no reftraint from the church, of which they
are as truly members, and under the fame bonds, as
thofe who attend the Lorp’s fupper. This leads
me to fay ;

4. That this opinion dethrones the Lorp JEsus,
the only King in Zion, and fets up every man as
independent of him. You may fay, this is a high
charge. True, and if I do not prove it, you may call
it unjuft. |

What ?—Is Jesus CHRIsT fo degraded as to have
no authority over his own pcople, but by their
confent ! Do they conftitute him King, and give
him his authority, as the nations of the world do to
their Kings? Cannot CHRIST give his church power
over all its members ? Or muft he wait for the explicit
confent of each individual in order to his being un-
der the rules and orders of his family ! No head of
a family feels himfelf fo dependant on his children
or fervants as this makes CHRiIsT on the will of
every one of his fubjects. Subyects, did I fay ! No,

he
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muft afk their lcave to govern them, and cannot.
gcc; it, by any power eﬁab]?ﬂ:ed in his kingdom, till
they fhall agree to it. ' How abfurd this principle !
and how dithonouring to Jesus CHrisT ! No doc-
trine of popery dethrones CHRIsT more evidently
than this. ; )

It may be objelted, that though this covenant be
not explicit, yet no church, compofed of free people,
can exift without fuch a covenaat implied and prac-
tifed upon. Dr. Watts fays, ¢ Thofe who have
been fo weak as to ridicule the forms of it, yet are fo
wife as to practife the fubftance of it.”” vol. 6. p. ss.
This I deny. For the covenant which alone binds,
or can lawfully bind chriftians te one another as a
church, is not this church covemanty but that cove-
nant which every believer enters into with Gop, or
rather, which Gop requires all to confent to and
obferve, and which binds all, not barely by their own
confent, but by Gob’s authority, to the obfervance
of all the duties of religion, and ¢hurch order.

If it be afked, What then can diftinguifh one
church from another ? I anfwer ; the fame that dif-
tinguifhes one town from another, viz. convenient vi-
cinity joincd with a profefled fubjection to CHRrisT,
and agreement as to the fenfe and meaning of the
laws, do€trines and ordinances he has appointed.

SECTION IIL

Mr. Wife's Aecount, from Jmiquity; of the pecubinr
Actsy or Powers of the Ciergy, confidered.

T HIS author makes a great diftin®ion among
the clergy in the primitive chureh : He fays, * The
Bifhop was the chief officer in trut and dignity,—
And though there were fome diftin&ions as to titular
dignity and degres ; yet they were really equal in
order, and in the nature of their truft, The Bifep,
in the fenfe of the primitive church, was head and
chief ofticer of the churc}é; for accgrding te Cyprian,

> t
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iliere was but one Bithop, fritly fo called, in a
chur b, at a time ; and he in a peculiar manner was
related to his flock as a paftor to his fheep, and 2
parent to his children. Cypr, £pif. 18. fetion 1. pagé
90, and moft of his titles are reckoned up page g6, viz.
bithop, paftor, prefident, governor, fuperintendent and
pricft, and is called the angel of the church, Rev. ii.
chap. as Origin thinks, Vind. page g, 10.”

How foo/ifh was it in Mr. Wife to adduce this teftie
mony, in vindication of the order of the New-Eng-
land churches ! Since it clearly fhews that there was
one in each church fuperior to the reft of the elders.
And this he acknowledges page 12, where fneaking
of this fingle Bithop in each church, he fays, “ The .
Bithop’s duty, ortle feveral particular operations of
his honourable office, were fuch as thefe, viz. prcach-
ing the word, praying with his people, adminiitering
the facraments, taking care of the poor, ordaining ot
minifters ; goveming his fleck, excommumicating of-
fcnders, and abfolving of penitents. In a word,
whatever can be comprifed under thcfe three general
heads of preaching, worfhip and government, weré
parts of the Bifhop’s funion and office.” And then,
with admirable fagacitg and wonderful logic, he infers
that the Clergy or Bifhops of the New-England
churches are juft like thofe he had defcribed ; for he
adds, ¢¢ And this allo is very agreable with our plat-
form ; chapter 10. feion 8. The power which
CHRIST hath committed to the clders, is to feed and ruls
the church of Qop, &c. Had Mr. #ife confidered that his
quotations from the ancients, mention only one bifhop
in a church vefted with thefe powers, and thac the
Cambridge Platform afcribes them all equally to the
whole confiftory of elders in a church, i. e. to bota
teaching and ruling elders, who are made exaltly
¢qual in the quoted feétion, he would not have con-
cluded that thefe and thefe are parrallels. ’Tis true,
that the Cambridge Platform makes the ofhces of
teaching and ruling elders diftin€, and allows none
dut the teaching elder to preach, chapter 6, fection
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4, §, but in chapter 10, fection 8, they afcribe the
fame work to all alike, all of them are to feed, as well
as rule the church. Let thofe, who c¢an, reconcile
thefe things. .

If thefe teftimonies prove any thing, they proveeither,

1. That there is an order of munifters fuperior to
prefbyters, or teaching elders, which epifcopalians con-
tend for ; or,

2. That in every church there was one teaching
elder, called a Bithop, and confidered as fuperior in
effice and dignity to the other elders who only affifted
in government. And this laft is very evidently the
meaning of the authors. The truth fecems to be this :
In every church was a minifter, where one could be
had, and alfo fome ruling elders ; the minifter was
efteemed an officer of CHRIST commi(ioned by him
to ac in his name, and therefore as being ¢ a fuperior
or chief officer in truft and dignity, head, bifhop,
paftor, prefident, governor,” yea the ¢ angel of the
ehurch,” fent of Gob to them, as Mr. /#ife {peaks,
g1ge 10, while the ruling elders were officers of the
pecple, chofen to reprefent them, among whom the
bifh.op perfided. -

‘Lhe object of the Bifhops care, Mr. Hife fays,
¢ was only one church.” Vind. p. 10. In this all re-
formed churches, except the Epifcopalians agree, arid
pever aliow of pluralitics of livings or churches, except
in cafes of evident neceflity. So that the New-Eng-
land churches can boaft of no pre-eminence in ths.

SECTI1ION IV

Mr. Wife's Account of the Communities of the Laity in the

primitive Church, and their Parrallel with the New-
&rgland Churches, confidered, a

T HERE are thrce things by Cambridge Platform
afcribed to ¢ the powers granted by CHRIsT unte
the brotherhosd,” Chap. 10. fecs. 2, 6. which M: e

(2]
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cnd.cavourc to vindicate from antiquity, viz. ¢ a prero-
gative, “ 1 In
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1, In choofing their cwn offcers.

N 2. In the admiffion and cenfures of their oum mess-
rs. -

““ 3. In cafe an elder offend incorrigibly, €5c : As they
¢ had power to call him to office ; fo they have power ac-
¢ carding to arder, to difmifs him from bis office.”Vin.p.15.

Y. As to the people's right to chufe their cm officers,
we have much better authority for this puipofe, than
either Eufebius, Clemens or Cyprian ; even the holy
fcriptures.  And accordingly all Prefbyterians, as fuch,
reje€t the tyranny of impoiing on any people, men
they do not chufe. 'They fay, ¢ When any miniftes
¢¢ s to be ordained for a particular congregation, if
¢¢ they fhew juft caufe of exception againft him,” (and
a general diflike is ever allowed to be a juft caufe) ¢ he
¢¢ 15 not to be ordained.” Direftory, fe&k. cn crdination,
And though there aje fome churches in Scotland on
whom Minifters are impofed againft the minds of the
people ; yet this does not arife from the conftitution of
the church, byt from the civil laws of the land, eifta-
blithing patronages, which arc a yoke of bondage on
that church, and from which they groan to be deli-
vered. The New-England churc{ns therefore have ne
pre-eminence in this. |

2. The fame is to be obferved as to the right of the
brotherbood, in the admiffion and cenfure of their members.
In this they do notexcel the Prefbyterians. The
DiseQory, fe&. on Excommunicaticn, exprefly requires,
that ne perfon be excommunicated but with the con-
Jent of the congregation of which he is a member
and it is their conflant prallice notto admit any to com-
munion in f{pecial ordinances, who becfore were not
members, but with the eonfent of the congregation.

There is indeed a difference in the manner of obtain-
ing a knowledge of the minds of the people or church.
The Cambridge Platform churches call for a vote, by
lifting up of hands : If more are for than again/i, the
perfon is admitted, but if more are again/? than for, the
perfen is excluded, thougn tnere thould be but ene in
the majority ; and the minonty may be greatly griev-
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ed, but without remedy : For they may know of fean.
dals that ought to bar him, ¢r a worthy perfon may
®e excluded, while the voters are not obiiged to aflign
any reatons why they exclude him. This opens a wide
door for private pique, prejudice and difaffection to ope-
rate in jecret to the public admiflion or exclulion of per-
fons : So that every private member has a power of
cenfuring, and, if he can gain a majority by any means,
of even excommunicating his brother publicly, with-
out affigning any other reafon for it, but the lifting up
of his hand ; and he is not accountable for his conduct
to any, efpecially if the majority arewith him. They
muft be tame indeed that can fubmit to fuch. ty-
ranny ! o

But in the Prefbyterian church, no man profeffing,
or offering to proicis religicn, can be debarred chuich-
privileges, or excommunicated, but in confequence of
fome juft exceptians to his life or doétrines, concerning
which, the party abjecting, 1s not ta be the judge, but
others whoare fuppofed more impartial. Yea, turther,
noperfon cun be admitted, while there is only one meme
er, male or fanale, who offers an objeltion to it, pro-
vided he will profecute his objetion to effcct. Se
that thould ninety-nine out of an hundred be for the
admifiicn, yetonc’s objecting bars it, till the objection
be heard © Soin the cule ot excommunication ; fhould
the whole church, excepting one, agree to cxc ommu-
nicate a member, if that one will purfue his ebjeltion
to trial, the procefs mufl fiop for the trial ; or it the
church prefuines to procecd, that one member may
call them to account before the Prefbytery.

Need any thing more be faid ta thew, which of thefe
is moft agreable to the goiden rule, and law of love,
do to others as you viculd gavc. others do to ysu © Is 1t nnt
cruel to be expofed to ex~lufion from church-privite-
ges, and our characters defiroyed, by, we know not
whom, and for, we know not what ¢ And to lic at the
mercy of privaie caprice, prejudice or pique in afians
of fuch importance ! Is not this contrary to that {cnfe
of juftice which every man has in his own breaft, that

3
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amajority, who may be, and often are, parties in ths
<afe, may exclude or receive a member, to the grief and
wounding of near half, or even of any one, while they
have no ineans of redrefs, and are dcbarred a hearing
before impartial judges. Every one muft fee he can-
not be fale under fuch a conftitution, but lies expofed
to be injured without a chance for relief. Yet fuch
is the conftitution Mr. /#ife contends for, but which
he has not, that I find, vindicated in this particular,
even from antiquity. Yet he has a fairer thew of fuch
proof for the next thing aflerted in the Cambridge
Llatform, viz.
3. ¢ In cafle an elder offend incorrigibly ; as the
brotherhood had power to call him to office, fo they
pave power, according to order, to remove him from
cfhce.” |

For proof of this, he dirells, us to a letter wrote by
Clemens Romanus, and fent from *he church of Rome
to the church of Corinth, Eufeb. lib. 3. chap. 14, and
gives us a partial and unfair recital of Dr. Owen’s
obfervation on it, viz. * The Church of Corinth,
fays the Doctor, was fallen into a finful excefs in de-
pofing their elders, whom the church of Rome judged
had prefided laudably and unblamably among them,
and this they did by the fuggefiion of two or three envious,
difcontented perfons.”  ('1'he words in Italics, Mr. ife
wifely omits, as they tend to fhew how private envy
and drfcontent of only two or three, may operate to in-
fuence a whole church to very vile and f{inful prac-
tices, when the brotherhood hath all the power uncon-
ticuiably in them.) ‘¢ But, fays the Doctor, in the
whotie epiftle, the church is no where reproved for af-
“iming an authority unto themfelves which did not
selong to them. It feems what Cyprian afterwards
atirmed was chen acknowledged, viz. That the right
of cirufing the worthy, and rejeiting the unwerthy, was in
e body of 1he peapls.  But the Corinthian church
was fevercly reproved for the abufe of their liberty
aud power.” Owen’s ftate of churches, p. g4. Mr.
I13je alln obierves from this epiitle, that ¢ when two
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Spanith bithops were depofed by their churches, they
fent and confulted a Synod in Africa, who approved
their proceedings, and affured them-—that fince the
people had the chief power in chufing worthy Bi-
fhops, fo alfo of depofing the unworthy.” This tef-
timony is really in point, and had it come from the
feriptures it would have decided the controverfy ; it
would have proved that the people are the fountain of
power in the church ; that the minifters of CHRIsT
may be made and unmade by them at pleafure, and
that they have a right to be final judges in their own
cafe ; and that their decifions are to be fubmitted to,
even when they depofe the moft worthy minifters,
though they fhould be excited to it by the malicious
and falfe ¢ fuggeftions of two or three envious, difcon-
tented perfons.” But had the {criptures taught fuch a
doétrine, the Deifts and enemies of Chriftianity would
have triumphed in it, as a ftrong evidence againit the
truth of divine revelation, as it would be ealy to de-
monitrate by the light of reafon and nature, that-fuch
a conflitution of the kingdom of CHRIsT, implies
principles, and tolerates pralices utterly fubverfive of
the law of truth and righteoufnefs, and is in perfect op-

fition to the golden rule of morality taught by

HRIST, do 2o others as, &¢, If this had been the
law of CHRIsT, it would have proved that ke is notthe
King of righteoufnefs or peace, as hereby parties are
made final judges in their own cafe, and {o tyranny fet
up in the church, making each brotherhood abfolute
lords over ecach meémber, and accountable to nene un-
der hcaven; and fubjeting CHRIsT’s own officers
commiffioned by himfelf, his ambafladors to treat with
them in his name, to the meer caprice of ¢ two ot
three malicious, difcontented perfons” in a church,
who may excite the body of the mare ignorant to de-
pofe them at pleafure.

I thould defire no better advantage to render any
form of government odious to all men of feeling and
commoR fenfe, than to find in it a power lodged with
every {mall town er village, finally to try all caufes

Ameng
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shemf{elves, and to depofe cvery officer at pleafure,
whom their King fhould fet over them to aét in his
name, without being accountable to any other towns or
authority in the kingdom, 'T'his would be to make as
many petty fovercignties as there are towns and vil-
lages in the empire ; which brings the government
back near to a ftate of nature, and ene remove more
would bring it wholly to fuch a ftate, viz. that every
man fhould be independent and equal, but this is a
flate of war. -

This notion of church power is fo abfurd, that te
give a laboured confutation of it, wouid be an affront
to the common fenfc of all civilized nations.  All men
Rave fenfe cnough to fee the abfuidity of this plan, as
foon as it is underftood, and it would puzzle the wifeft
man on carth, to reconcile it with the rules of righte-
oufnefs, juftice, peace or freedom. ‘

But what evidence have we that this abfurd doc-
trine, fo earncitly contended for by Mr. Wife, and
ethers, is agreable to the mind of Gon, and to be re-
seived implicitly by us ? Why, Clemens Romanus, a-
bout two hundred and fifty years after CHRIST, wrote
a littcr to the church of Gorintn, in which be reproves them
for abufing their power in depofing their worthy Bifbops,
but does not blame them as ufurping a power which did nst
belong to them. |

Now allowing all this, it dees not prove that the
Lorp JEsus ever gave any brotherhood fuch pow-
er. It would fhew that the churches ufed fuch
a powcr, but would prove nothing of fuch a grant
from CHR1sT. The church of Corinth was very cor-
rupt and diforderly in the Apoftles days, as appears
from Paul’s epiitles, in which he reproves feveral grofs
abufcs, which took their rife from the pride and fclf-
corceitednefs of its members, but, for aught we know
without fuccefs 3 and probably the church of Rome,
two or three hundred years after, had fallen into as
great diforders, and might countenance the church of
Corinth 1n the ufurpztion ef this power, though they
reproved the abufe ef it.

' I{
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If it be faid, it is not probable that Clemens, who was
alfo a Bithop, thould fide with them in {uch ufurpation,
had he not thought it the mind of CHR1sT, as he was
equally expofed to the like power : [ anfwer, (1.) He
mizht think it the mind of CHRisT, as I doubt not
Mr. 7¥ife, Dr. Owen and many others have done ;
but this does not prove that it was fo, becaufe he was
as liable to be miftaken as they. (2.) Why might
not Clemens and other munifters, who perhaps were
the merr creatures of that ufurped power, and depend-
ent on it, fide in withit, as well as Mr. /#ife, and ma-
ny others at this day. They might have as ftrong
motives from intereft, and a defire of popularity, on fce-
ing the people fond of this power, as Mr., /ife had
when he wrote, and as others have at this day to influ-
ence them to approve his book.

This doétrine is not only contrary to the common
fenfe of juftice, implanted in every breait, but alfo to
the whole account the fcripture gives us of the nature
of CHRIST’s kingdom in this world.

Not to fpend time to adduce evidence from fcripture ;
I fhall content myfelf with reciting only what the
Cambridge Platform fays on this head, Chap. 10. feét.
7. ¢ Church government, or rule, is placed by CHRIsT
in the officers of the church, who are therefore called
rulers. The Holy Ghoft frequently, yca always, where
1t mentioneth church rule and church government, af-
cribeth it to the elders ; whereas the work and duty of
the people is exprefled in the phrale, of obeying their
elders, and fubmitting themfelves unto them in the
Lorp. Sothatit is manifeft, that an organick or coms
pleat church is a body politic, confifting of fome that
are governsrs and {fome that are governed, in the LorD.”

‘This is well faid, and fully fupported by a cloud of:
feripture witnefles which they have cited. And hence
it follows, that the rulers are not fubje& to be ruled by
their people ; nor are they required to obey thofe who
are. required to obey them. But for a people publicly
to Jnge, cenfure, depofe from office, yea excome
municate, thofe they are commanded to obey, (us this
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fame feltion and the one preceding declore they
may) is to exercife rule and authority over them, if
any fuch thing can be. So that, though ¢ the
Holy Ghoft always aferibeth church rule and church
government to oﬂgccrs, and requires the people to vbey
2nd fubmiit to them ;” yet the Cambridge Platform a-
feribeth the bighefl cbw‘cg rule and church govermnent unto
the people, and reguires the church officers and rulers to
chey and [chmit to them,  Both thefe are afferted to be
true, in one breath | how marveloufly abfurd 1! The
only queftion is, which part of this glaring contradic-
tion ought we to receive ! (for we cannet be obliged to
helieve both) whether we fhall receive and praltife up-
on that which thofe divines: have proved tu be taught
b;/ the Foly Ghz/2 2 Or, that which, in the fame breath,
they teach in direCt oppofition thereto, judze ye.  If the
Holy Ghoft hath placed church rule in gfficers, then he
has not placed it in the pesple, nor may they excercife
it without a daring ufurpation of CHRIST’s throne.

(Gop hath placed family rule and government in the
heads of the family, efpecially in the father or mafter, and
rcquired all to obey. But fhould any plead that the
wife, children and fervants have a grant from Gop to
rale the father, to judge of his conduct, cenfure, de-
pole and turn him out of doors, when he flowld offend
them  dncorrigibly, and withdraw all obedience from
him ; would not the laft contradict the firft, and be a
flat denial, that Gop hath placed therule of the family
in the father ?

Oljeciion.  What if the father prove a tyrant, and
abufe his family as too many do, muft they have no re-
drefs ?

Aufwer,  Yes, they ought in the fuppofed cafe, to
{feck redrefs from thofc who are proper and impartial
judges, appointed to judge the caufc of the opprefled
and injured, and before whom the father is orderly tri-
able ; but they may not redrefs themfelves by depofing
or turning him out of doors, and afluming the govern-
ment into their own hands. This. wants no proot,
But let me afk in my turn ; What if the wife, chil-
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dren and feryants prove difobedient and rebellious, and
becaufe he reftrains them, being defirous to keep fome
erder in his family, call him #yrant, proud, baughty, ar-
rogant, violent anc? overbearing, and charge him with
partiality, rank hypocrify, and infamous prevaricaticn, and
blaze this all round the country, while in faét, his con-
duct has been gentle and kind ¢ Something like this is
poflible, and I believe fomewhat more frequent than
the former.  What now muft the father do ? Mutft he
relinquifh the authority Gop hath given him, and yield
to the ftorm ? Canhe hope that fuch « difordered fa-
mily will rule themfelves better without him than with
him ! And ought he, like good natured K/, to let
them go on in their fin and rcbellion ! May he not
expect that Gop will rebuke him, if he does, as he did
Eli, 1 Sam.in. 12, [ wz'l//'udge his houfe forever—becauje
his fons made themjelves viley and be reftrained them mat.

have no defirc to oppofe, much lefs to expefe, thofe
great and good men who compofed Cambridge Plat-
torm. But truth and confiftency ought to vail to none,
however good or great. 1 doubt not but their names
will be had in everlafting remembrance with Gop, and
many Saints who have been benefited by them, Yet
they were men, and lable to err, and thercfore not to
be fellowed further than they followed CxrisT, and
tieir errors and contradictions are no better than thofe
of other men.

Yet the circumftances which attended that Synod
may help us to apologize for feveral inconfiftencics in
the Platform.

I have been credibly informed, that the Synod of
Cambrid;re in 1648, was compofed chiefly of inde-
pendents, or congregationalifts, together with a lefs
number of Prefbyterians who endeavoured to have the
Pre(byterian government adopted ; but being out-
voted in all points, they propofed a public dcbate, in
which all was carried by numbers. They then pro-
pofed among themfelves to withdraw, and fet up the
Prefbyterian government for themfelves : "I'his alarm-
«d the independants, who fearing a divifion, conde-

{fcended
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fcended to them in feveral things. Icnee feveral
claufes were inferted which contain the very eflence
of Prefbyterian government, particularly Chap. rg,
fect. 2. chap. 10, part of fect. 7, and fect. 11, &c,
T his helps us to account for the double appearance of
this piece. It feems to have two faces, which look two
ways at once, or is like a nofe of wax, &endable to ci-
ther fide of the face, as occafion requires, and hence
no certainty what is defigned by it. And Mr. Hife is
full as confiftent, as will immediately &ppear.

SECTION V.

A View of the Parallel drawn by M. Wife, between
thefe Churches and thofe of Antiguity, as ta the joint 4(Ps
of Officers and People, carrying cn as an organick Body,

Mr. WISE, Vind. p. 13, diftributes the church inte
efficers and fraternity, and fays, * minifterial truft (pre-
cifely confidered) was folely devolved on the officers ;
yet l)t,ill the fraternity flood interefted in, and poflefled
of a fhare 1n the juridicial part of government”’—
and of thefe two ¢ conjunétly was made up that fu-
preme court which was in every parifh, where all
church offenders were tried, and when found guilty,
were fentenced and condemned.” 1. e. Officers and
brethren had an equal vote, each counting ore.

In this, Mr. J#ife agrees with the Platform, chap.
10. fe€t. 11. and alike both in fentiments and felf-
contradiction ; but this is no proof of his agreing with
the Scriptures, or common f{enfe. Should any man
talk fo abfurdly about the affairs of this life,he would
be thought an idiot or diftradted. What, ¢¢ is zll minifte.
rial truft,” i. e. rule and government ¢ divolved folely on
officers ! And yet are the brethren at the fame time
poflefled of a fhare in the juridical part of govern-
ment ¢ This is a contradic¢tion 1n terms ; unlefs it
can be fhewn that fetting as judges, and determining
czufes of the greateft importance, is ne part of ¢ mi-
nifterial truft’” or rule. Had thefe expreflions been at a
confiderable diltance from each other, the contradiétion

might
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migzht have been charged on a defect of memory, but be-
in.gucrowded into the famc breath, fhews the want of
common {enfe, or that the author would fay any thing
to gain a point. But let us attend to his teftimonices from
antiquity.—He cites Clemens, Origen and Cyprian, one-
or other of which fay, that ¢ things are to be enjoined
by the people, that delinaucnts {hould be examined before
them, and matters adjufted according to the common-
rounci! of the people—that excommunication was to
be done by the fuffrages of the people.” And then he
adds, ¢ though the elders were principally concerned
in preparing cafes fer the church’s cognizance, yet it
‘1s plain that the decifive (uffrage was (in parc) the
prerogative of the people.” p. 16. What makes
this plain? We have only his bear spfe dixct, his
own allertion for it.  DBut why does he fay 1»
part ¢ Jult before he fays, ¢¢ minifterial truft, (pre-
cifely confidered) was faz’ly devolved on the officers,”
how then can it iz part belonz to the people. But
fuch contradictions are neceflary to fupporta falfe plan,
I cannot fay but thofe churches alted juil as thefe
do ; butif they did, it docs not prove the rectitude of
either, 73 the law, &c. However, thefe teftimonics
do not prove this, as the words very naturally carry
difcrent meaning in common fpeech. Let us view
them. ¢¢ Delinquents fhould be cxamined befare the
peopl:, and matters adjufied according to (or by) the
comiacn council of the people!” Now why may we
not iuppolc they ufed thele phrafes in a known {crip-
ture fenie 7 Where the words church, congregation,
or allembly of the peopic, and the like, often fiznify
only the rulers of the church, as is evident to a demon-
ftration, from Num. xxxv. 12, 24, 2§. compared with
Dcut. 1. 16. L. Chron. xiii. 1, 2, and xxviii. 1, 2, and
XXiX. I, 6. Deut, xxxi. 28, 32, and xxxii. 44, 45. 1. Kin.
viil, 1, 2, 5. Mat. xviii. 15, 16, 17. It wasthen, asit
1s now, ufual to give the name o what is reprefented,
to tnat which reprefents it.  So we Ly, thatis done
by thz nation, or by the country, which i+ don= by the
parliament, ora jury.  Now if Origen, &, uled the
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words pecple, affembly, &, in this fenfe, (and who ean
fay they did not ?) theie teftimonies are fo far from
confirming Mr. #ife's dotrine, that they afford all
their ftrength, which is very little cither way, in fa-
vour of the Prefbyterian form of government. And
the phrale, common council of the people, {irongly fug-
gefts this fenfc ; the common meaning of which 1s,
a ccurncil chofen by the people to manage their com-
mon affairs ; fo the commen-councii of the cit§vof Lon-
don, are men chofen by cach /#ard to manage the
common affairs of the city. 'T'he word ufed in the
phrafe is councily, which intends thofe who are cun-
cellors 3 had it been ccunfe/, the meaning would have
been, that matters were cdjufled according *o the common
ofinion or judgment sf the people © But 1t 15, according
to the common council, 1. e. a numbper chofen to re-
prefent the people, as the common-counzii of the city of
London are.  And even Mr. /ife is conftrained to
admit this fenfe, though he denies it, p. 16. ¢ Theeld-
ers were principally concerned in preparing cafes for
the church’s cognizance. To this purpofe we have
an inftancein fome that joined in the fchifm of Neva-
tus, who being fenfible of their fault, came into the
Prefbytery, and defired the church’s peace ; the Pref-
bytery accepted their fubmiflion, and propofed it to the
church, who readily en.braced it,” this is perfeétly
Prefbyterian.  Here the application was made, rot te
the brotherhood, but to the prefoytery, or elderfiip of the
church ; and they without calling or cenfulting the
brotherheed, accepted the fubmidflion, and then proe
pounded it publicly, to fee if any objected, and none
objecting (for we do not find any vote was called for)
it was embraced by all.  But had only one objected,
he ought to have been heard.

Hence it is cvident that Mr. I7i/e’s teltimonies
from antiquity are really againft his platform, and
in faveur of prefbytery.  Yet very little regard is
to be paid to the praltices of any churches two
nr o three hundred yeuars after CHRIT, onone fide
~v the other,

SLOTION
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SECTION VI

The Parallel between the Primitive, and the New-Eng

land Churches, as to Communion with each other, confi-
dered.

VINDICATION p. 17, 18. Mr. #ife fays,
< Mr. Hooker diftinguithes between independency
aud dependency of gefpel churches, Pol. Lib. 2.
chap. 3. he fays, Independency implies twa things, either,

1. An abfolute fupremacy, oppofed ta [ubsrdination ; and
foa particular church is not independent, it being  account-
able to civil government, &c. And alfo to the confoci-
ation of churches.  Or,

2. Independency fignifies a /fr{ﬁciency, in its kind, for
the attainment of its end.  And in this fenfe, independency
is oppofed to imperfection : And if we take 1t thus,
then a particular church may be d/bzd to be independent,
it being fufficient to attain the end it was inflituted for,
it having compleat power, when rightly inflituted to ex-
ercife all the ordinances of Gop. And thus we find the
primitive  churches, in this  fenfe, were inacpendent
churches, that isy every particular church had right and
power, auithout the concurrence and authority of any
other church, to carry on the worfbip of Gob,
and exercife difcipline in their diftinét fociety.”  ‘Thus
far he certainly agrees with the prefbyterial plan,
and with AMr. Cotton on the keys, who allowy to
every  particular church the power of binding ind
loofing, while they walk in truth and wnity. = Yea,
what follows 1s exaltly agreable to it ; for he
proceeds thus, ¢ And yet as they were parts of the uni-
verfal church, held themfelves obliged to fuitable communi-
on. And for the fupport of unity, lsve and concord among/t
them, and to advife about their common circumflances and
condition ; and alfs to regulate their ecclffiaftical affairs with=
in their general limits, for their mutual advantage ; did
therefore form themfelues into fynodical affemblies, and
were governed in common by them; for that their [yns-
dical decreesy cannons or inflitutions, were accounted o5li-

gatery




[ 32 ]

gatory to all churches, who bad their reprefentatives in the
fynods.  For indecd it 5 a bold mtrufion, and
sttle better than defying and trampling under foot the
wnity, love, horour, and authorsty of the churches, to run
counter with fynodical fettlements, till they are fairly ves
pealed by the like power which made thim.”

T'his, and more to the fame purpofe, Mr. #ije quctes
from Mr. FHooker. One would have thought Mr,
¥z now had declared for Prefbytcry, which to be
fure, claims no ftronger bond of union umong
churches, nor allows of any higher authonty in fy-
nods or general aflemblies, than is here allowed, and
approved by him.  Why then docs he cry out fo often
againft prefbyting 2s tyranny, fince he fo fully zppreves
of it !

He is no lefs pr ¢fbyterial in his compofition of a Sy-
nod which he next confiders. He fays, p. 18. ¢¢ Ata
great Synod at Antioch, which condemned Paxlus Sa-
mofutenus, there were prefent Bifhops, (7. e. the clerpy)
Prefbyters, Deacons, and the church of Gop, that
is lay-men, who reprefented the people of their feve-
ral churches.” Eufeb. b, 7. chap. 30. He alfo from
the fame author, lib. 6. chap, 16. tclls us, that
¢ there being fotne heats in the church of Carthage,
Cyprian, Bithop of that church, writes from exile,
that there fhould be convened a fynod of Bifhops, and
of the laity.” In the very fame manner are the
Prefbyteries, Synods, and general aflemblies of the
Prefbyterians, compoled, viz. of Miniflers and Rulinga
Elders, who rcprefent the people.  To what gurpofe
then are thefe teftimonies brought ? If they prove any
thing, they prove the Prefbyterian government to be
that which the primitive church adoptcd.

'The Prefbyterians infift, as much as the New-Eng-
land churches, on ¢ the right of the people in fynodr-
cal meetings,” andellow the ruling elderas much power
as the minifter, th. _gh they do not allow more elders

from a church than minilters, as this would detroy
the balance f power,
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Thus I have taken a view of Mr, Wife’s demonfira-
& drawn from antiquity, that the New-England
churches are conftituted agreable to the mind of
Gop. And now leave it to the reader to judge of
the conclufivenefs of it. I have dwelt the longer on
this, as fome things of importunce have fallen in my
way, as it were accidentally, which I could not fee
well where to bring in with more propriet{'; and
which may be of fervice to fhorten the following
Chapters. I now come to his demonttration from
the light of nature.

CHAPTER IL

Obfervations on Mr. Wife's pretended De-
monftration from the Light of Nature,
that the New-England Churches are
rightly conftituted. *

SECTION |

How far the Light of Nature is to be a Rule in fnt-

tling the Form, Fapion, Laws and Government of
CHRIsT’s Kingdom.

MR. WISE f{pends twenty f¢ven pages with great
the

labour to prove, from the light of nature, that
cw-England churches as modelled by the Cam-
bridge Platform, are divinely conftituted. To pave the
way for this, he quotes an axiom from the London minif-
ters, p. 8. chap. 3. ¢¢ That which is evident by, and
confonant to the lzight of nature, or natural reafon, is
to be counted jure divine, in matters of religion,” p.
22. This is undoubtedly true. The only difficulty.
lies in-determining what is, and whatis not, evident by
and confonant to the light of nature or reafon. Itis
evident, Gop hath pourcd contempt on the wifdom of
the wife, in all their attempts to difcovear the matter and
) order
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arder of his worfhip and kingdom. It we look into
the Heathen nations, we fhall be thocked to fee the
groflnefs of their conceptions and conduét in this re-
ipe&, witnefs Lgypt, Athens, &c.  And when thofe,
who have been favourcd with divine revelation, have
ventured to leave that rule, and fubftitute reafon in
1ts place, in ordering the worfhip, order and rule of
CuriIsT’s kingdom, they have almoft as grofsly erred,
witnefs the church of Rome, &c.

In a word, there is no fafety in leaving the word
cf Gop, to follow our own rcafon, in the matters of
divine worfhip and order.  T'he higheft compliment
we may pay it, is, to allow it to draw inferrences from
truths clearly revealed in the word ; and when thefe
ere fairly drawn, they are as binding, as the truths
whence they  flow. So when the grcat pillars of
{30op’s houfe are fairly deflcribed in the word, and
their connedion aflerted, reafon may infer, from mo-
ol rules, the mode of the conncction, though the
mmode may not be revealed, . g. It is revealed as a
part of Gop’s worfhip that people fhall fupport the
miniftcrs of the word : T'he mode under the gofpel,
of raifing that fupport is not revealed ; but from the
moral rule of eguality, and bearing ene another’s burdens,
vee may infer, that the way which 1s moft juft and
equal 15 pleafing to Gob. So reafon may rejeét what-
ever is cvidently contrary to the moral rules revealed
in the word, and to the rules of decency, order, edifi- |
cation and peace,and therefore may reject the conftity-
tion of the New-England churches. But it may
make no new inftitutions, nor abolith any which Gons
hath made. For though there is nothing in the wor-
fhip and order of CHRIST’s houfc contrary to right rea-
1on, yet there are many things above the reach of it,
and ‘depend folely on divine inflitution.

This is the cafe as to all the parts of church-go-
vernment, though not as to the order and decency of
them, which is not exaltly revealed.  The Cambridge
divines are full in this, Platform, chap. 1. feét. 2, -,
4. Theyfay, *¢ the feriptures are able to make the

nan
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man of Gop perfeCt—to the well ordering of the
houfe of Gon. The parts of church government,
arc all of them exactiy defcribed in the word, being
parts or mcans of inftituted worfhip, according te
the fecond commandment, and thercfore to continue
the fame to the end of the world ; So that none may
add, diminifh ar alter any thing therein. The necei-
fary circumftances as to time, place, &c. belonging te
order and decency, are circumf{cribed in the word with
many general limications.”

ow if this be true, as it really is, why fhould M.
¥ife {pend fo much labour to thew from the /ight of
nature, that which is fo particularly and exadtly de-
feribed in the word of Gobp ! The true anfwer, I
fufpect, is, that he was confcious he could find but
a very faint portrait of the parts of the conftitution
of the New-England churches in the fcripture, and
therefore he found it neceflary to have recourfe tu
the light of nature: Where, by the induction of fome
maxims which regulate civi/ government, and falfely
applying them to the kingdom of CHRIsT, he had
an opport nity to ridicule and afperfc the Prefby-
tcrian government, and exhibit a thew of fupport to
the conftitution in Cambridge Platform,

SECTION 1IL

That all Power under CHRIST 15 in the Pesple, and
the chief Principle of Natural Light, cn which Mr.
Wife builds this pretended Demanfiration, confidered.

T HE chief principle of natural light on whick
Mr., I¥ife builds this demonlftration is this, viz.

That ir a flate of natre, all men are equal, and that
they rewmain fo till they furrender fome of their rights te
others, for the fake of a civil flate, and that this re-
Sfignation is that alone which gives any man a right to
ruse over others. ‘That thisis his chief principle on
which he founds his demonftratien is evident from
2l he fays, from p, 22—48.

‘Chis
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This holds true in the {tate.~The reafon is, be-.
¢aule Gop has not interpofed to appoint any parti-
cular government, nor commiffioned any particular
fet of officers to rule men in their civil affairs, ner
ever did, excepting among the [fraeizes, but hath
left all men to form fuch .a mode of government,
as they fhall, from time to time, think moft con-
ducive to their mutual happinefs, under their dif-
ferent circumftances. But he has not left his
church thus, as is #knowledged by Cambridge
Platform, chap. 1 fe&. 2, 3, 4, jult now quoted.

Whatever kind of ofhcers are appointed in the
Jlate by the people, whether the government be wms-
marcky, arifiocracy, or dimccracy, the power vefled i
them is of Gop, and they may lawfully exercife
it for the good of the fubjects. But this is not fo
in the church. No, this is eminently CHRIST's
kingdom ; and he has precifely fixed the laws or-
dinances, rulcs, orders and officers of it, with their
powers, and the duties of the people, as is fully
acknowledged by the Platform which Mr. #je
defends, and alfo by himfelf, for though he pleads
that the people have all power naturally, yet he en-
deavours to prove that it is given them by CHRisT
the King of his church. Now, if the cafes are
fo diffimilar, then arguments drawn from the civil
ftate, cannot avail to prove the conftitution of the
church to be fimilar ; yet on this egrcgious blun-
der is built the wholeftrength of Mr. #ife’s fecond and
fourth demonftrations.

It would be both tedious and ufelefs to follow this
author through the mazes of fapbi{lry and jargen
which he here calls demonfiration. l.et it {ufhice to
attend to one paflage where he collets his whole
ftrength, and make fome remarks on it.

Having very juftly obferved that man, iz a ne-
tural flate of being, is under Gob, the firf fubje? of
all civil power, and may chufe what kind of go-
vernment he will be under ; may make his oewn
officers, and difplsce them when they break the

| contralls
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contracts made with them, &c. ke then exclaims,
¢ And .what ! Is man become fo unfortunate, de-
graded and debafed, as to be without all power
wn fettling a government over himfelf, relating to
matters of his eternal well ‘being ? Or when he
comes back to his father’s beufe, muft he fall in-
to the capacity of a meer paflive being, and be
put under fuch tutors as can eafily turn tyrants
ever him, and no relief left in his own hands ?
This is moft rcpugnant to the light of nature, and
—to thc liberty and free genius of a gofpel ftate..
Nay, in a word, if the government of the churches
be fctled by Gob, in the hands of an ariftocra-
cy, and the pcople are no ways the fubjelt of
church-power : Nay, if they are not, under Curisr,
the fountain of pover ; then the reformation is -a
mcer cheat, a fchifm, and notorious rebellion
For they (i. e. the reformers and reformed) ftand
abfolutely bound to yield a paffive obedicnce, and
non-refiftance, and Hell is their dofert if -they op-
pofe. But how it comes about that a ftate of grace,
when in want of a fuitable governiment, is become fuch
a vaflal, and wife nature—uadorncd with more en-
abling prerogatives, I muit leave to thofe learned
men to folve, who plead for an ariftocracy in the
church.” Vind. p. 4s.

This wonderful parodox may be folved without
much learning ; common fenfe will tell us, that a
Mate of grace, is not a Afate of nature, but privi-
leged above it as far, yea farther, than a poor child
ajopted by a prince, brought intg "his family, put
under the government of his houfe, and indulged
with the honours and provifions of his table and
prefeace, is above the ftate of one who runs at
large, without reftraint and deftitute of provifion or
friends, except fuch as he may procure by his dif-
folute condutt,

CHrist has left the world to rule and govern
themfclves, in ciwil -things, as they fec beft, and
hus net commithioned any particular fet of efficers,

and
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and therefore not required us to fubmit to any of
his appointing. But the cafe is quite otherwife in
the church. He has called his people out of the
world into his own kingdom and family, in whick
he has appointed officers, and given and limitted
their authority, and cnjoiped all thofe who retura
to his koufe, to obey them that are over them in
‘the Lornb, i. ¢, by his appointment.  Is this to de-
grade human nature ! Is it more honourable for
a poor beggarly child to wander, like the prodigal,
from place to place, without reftraint or government,
and to f{pend the little he has in riot and debauchery,
till he comes to ubfolute penury and mifery ; than
to be put under the officers of a royal father’s fami-
ly, and governed by them ?

Objeétion.  But thefe “ may eafily turn tyrants e-
ver him, and no relief be lett for him in his own
hands,” and therefore he would be unwife to return,
if he may not have hiberty and ¢¢ power to fettle a
government over himfelf;” and not be forced to
fubmit to fuch orders and rulers as may abufe and
tyrannize over him,

‘This doubtlefs was the fentiment of Mr. MHif.
Yet men nced but little learning to fee the folly of
this. The prodigal was of this very opinion too ;
and fo are many vagabond, vicious chiidren, who
imagine they can govern and provide for themfelves
hetter than their parent can ; but the event ufually
fhews their folly, as the almoft total diflolution of or-
der and gevernment in the New-England churches,
has thewn the folly of this principle in their contfti-
tut:on,

Gen once tesk a nation wito himfelf cut of anather
nation by templations, figis and wenders, Deut. iv. 34,
and brought them into his own family and put them
under tutors who night and many times, in fadt, did
turn tyrants over thom @ But will any fay that this
““ flate of grace” was ¢ unforisnate, degraded -and de-
bafed, repugnant te the light of nature and to the free
genius of a geipel ftate I "This is to charge the Gop

cf




[ 39 ]

of Ifrael with fizhting againft the light of nature, and
as deprivi?f his people of their naturai right and
liberty., He that reproveth Gobp, let Len anfwer it.

"["here are two things which incline children and
others to defpife government, (1) a Lve of wice,
which, under a good government, canmot be fo free~
ly indulged, as when they run at large. (2.) An
high conceit of their own abilities to govern and pro-
wid: for themfelves. Thele operate to fupport Mr.,
Wife's fcheme which is calculated to cherith both.

1. ‘The more lax the government, and the more
difficult the profecution, the more freely will men in-
dulge their vicious inclinations ; but popular govern-
ment muft ever be lax, becaufe the profecution is
difficule. -

To illuftrate this ; fuppofe a family thus governed..
Little Tommy tells a lie or fleals ; the father or mo-
ther may net corre€ him till Fames, Fohn, Fack, Cato,
and the whole brotherhood, or family, are called and
judge in the cafe. Now allowing Fames, Fack, &c,
to be capable and impartial judges, yet this would
be fo burdenfome to the parents, and fo naturally tend
to encourage an unruly, proud fpirit in the children
and fervants, that nothing would likely be done in
the way of correction, and fo the offender fuffered to
go on to utter ruin. Yea, no onc would complain
of the wicked conduct of another to his parents
becaule they find it fo difficult to get redrefs ;
but chufe rather to punifh the offender themfclves;
and hence frequent quarrcls in the family, But if
the father exert himfelf, and fome of the family com-
plain of his tyranny, and they, being now alarmed,
meet and by a major vote depofe him, very likely
there will be a fchifm in the family. What a beau-
tiful government is this !

2. Self-conceit feems to be the parent and nurfe of this
epinion, Mr. #ife was fo void of modefty as to fpeak it
out in broad terms. In order to prepare the minds of his
readers to receive the evidence he intended to bring from
feripture, in Support of the power of the brotherhood

or
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er people, he prefaces the whole with a grand pare-
gyric or encomium on the nature of man, and endea-
vours to lead his reader to conceive of hinfelf as a
being of a moble and exalted nature, and as worthy
of an alliance with Goup himftlf. His words are ve-
ry remarkable., He fays,

- ¢ Let us take a view of man by fcripture account,
—as a fubject of grace, and he fcems then not te
have the leaft fpeck of vaflulage in him ; butis re-
prefented as theugh Loid of himfelf and owner of
keaven and earth both—AW are yours.

¢ And though it s certain that man has greatly
debafed himfelf by his apoftacy; yet Gop puts a-
bundance of honour upon him in his reduction—Firft,
(zop treats .hun as a creature of a very honourable
charater, as free and @t his own difpsfe.  Or, as though
he were fome high and mighty ftate placed at the top
of this globe : T herefore he courts him into an alliance
as though™ he werelikely to yicld great honour to the
crown. J¥eare Amtajjadirs, as though GobD did be-
Jeech you by us; we pray you in CHRIST’s flead, be
ye reconciled to Gop. This is much the tenor of
Gon’s heralds in their addrefles of capitulation. T hat
certainly if Gop did not highly eftimatc man, 25 a-
creature exalted by his reafon, liberty and noblenefs:
of nature, he would not carefs him as he does, in
order to his fubmiflicn ; but rather with fome peevifl
monarch, or the bloody Mahomet, fend his demande
at the mouth of his cannon. Yea, under all the
compulfive means which Gop wifely and graciouf-
ly makes ufe of to puin man’s confent, he fets the
will of man to turn albeut stfelf without forcing it,
that fo man’s religion may be the free and candid:
emanations of his noble and eralted nature. But
when Gop has thus gained man ; may we rationally
imagine that in ercCting his trophies, he will affign and
make him over to fumme petty and arbitrary poten-
tatcs, (4. e. to church-rulers) in matters of religion ?
Or, fettle him under a defpotic government, as
though he was the fpoils ef u fpiteful war ¢ Ne

sertainly ;
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certainly ; but man muft now be confidered as fome
bigh Ay, invefted with more power than ever.” Vind,
.4.,- O. « oo ! :

P "}%’esfcntiments which this paflage breathes, are
doubtlefs neceflary to infpire the mindgs of men, naturs
4lly too proné to pride and independency, to receive
and cherifh the form of church-government Mr. /i
attempts to vindicate, which gives large fcope for fuck

towerihg and felf-applauding fancies in the breaft of
every male member of the church. 1 have met with
no language in our moderns who deify human nature
as all-fufficient in itfelf for attaining its perfection,
more admirably adapted to inflame and fofter the pride
and independency of man ; independency, not only on
nian, but on Gob himfelf. Is it poffible for the Pogpe
to fpeak higher of, or arrogate more to himfelf, than
Mr. Vife here fpeaks of, and arrogates to every pro-
feflor ? Did the Pope ever claim a’ greater equalit

with Gop ? Or with more confidence {Et bimfelf in th

temple of Gob, calling himfelf Gop ! Let us paufe a
tnoment, and confider the prerogatives and high ho-
nours afcribed to mun—*¢ Man has (in Gop’s ac-
count) an high and honourable charalter—he eftimates
him as a creatute exalted by his reafon and noblenefs
of mind, as frec andat his own difpofe ;” and on this
very account, and for this very reafen, ¢ courts him
into an alliance and careffes him in order to his fub-
miffion ‘as being likely to yield great honour to the
¢rown.”  Yea, were it not that Gop thus highly ef-
timates man, he never would have treated him in fuch

’
.

entle methods, but like ¢ fome peevifh, haughty mo-
g':orch, or the bloody Mahomet,”" SI ‘thudder at the
lafphemy) ¢¢ have fenit his demands at the mouth of
Yis cannon.” Yet, fince Gop has reduced man into
friendfhip with himfelf, “ he is to be confidered as
on’s high ally, poflefled of more power than ever”
e had, even 'w{ile in innocence==So that it feems the
eonly pground, and reafon why Gop treats with man
in fuch kznd and reafonable ways is, the dignity and no-
Wensfi of his nasurs ; his being freg apd at fx’s own dif
R
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fo/e; not under the controul of Gop himfelf ; and the
;;fz'enae or profit Gop expelts from an alliance wih
im.
An ally to the moft bigh Gop !'!  Admirable, exalted
pride ! Suns and ftars are duft before him, and the
brighteft feraphims are as nothing in his fight, and
are his fervants, abfolutely at his command. But
.man, exalted man is an ally, not a fubject, but an ally,
and holds a fovereign right in himfelf to all the pow-
«rs and privileges he claims.  Yea, every act of religi-
on, being the product of man’s own all-fufficiency,
‘¢ the free and candid emanations of his noble and
“exalted nature,” muft be confidered as a revenue to the
crown, for the fake of which it was for Gob’s in-
tereft to feek this grand alliance.—T he max of /m does
not make fuch c%ai'ms as thefe but is comparatively
modeft : He does not pretend to bean ¢/ly of JEHoVAK
but only the vicar, fubflitute, and fervant of CHRrisT,
invefted with his authority and infallibility to rule his
fubjects in this world, and to be like a platform church
accountable to CHRIST only. But if, modeft as his
claim is, the Holy Ghoil declares it to be an ufurpa-
tion of Gop’s throne, and an exaltation of himfelf
above Gop ; what muft Mr. J/3/¢’s claim be ? Surely
Janguage cannot furnifh a name for this firft-born of
priie and arrogance ! Every brother in the church, is
hereby made, not barely a gopc, but in honour, f{ove-
‘reign dignity and independency, is fet far above what-
éver he claimed.

He is henceforth to be confidered, not as a fubje&,
‘but AN HIGH ALLY OF JEHOV AH.
In this paflage the f{pirit of Anti-chrift, as defcribed
by the Apoftle Paul, II. Thefl. ii. 3, 4, i3 fully dif-
covered and breathed out, if it ever can be. Hence
“we need not wonder that thofe men who drink in the
{pirit of this author, fpeak evil of dignities, and defpife
and rebel againft all rule and government in the

“church. |
If man is'“ to be confidered asan ally to Jenovan,”
he muft doubtlefs havea fovereign right, independent

- of
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of Go», to frame his own government, make his own
" laws, appoint his own officers, limit and enlarge their
power, make and unmake them at pleafure, and do
‘whatfoever feemeth good in his fight, without paying
-any regard to the divine law, which, as an ally of
Gob he cannot be under ; any more than an ally of
King George can be under his laws. For whenever
this is the cafe, the idea of a fubjo¢?, and not of an akjy
arifes in the mind. So that men nced not confult the
divine oracles in order to form a platform of church-
_government, nor pag any more regard to Gobp’s laws
‘in any of their condud, than one ally ought to pay
to thofe of anether ; complaifance may call for fome
regard, but there is no obligation,

This appears to me to be the genuine fpirit of the
above paflage, and of this whole fyftem of government,
which being carefully nourifhed will, in a{oil fo natural
to fuch ill weeds as our hearts, eafily induce men to be
wealous advocates for Mr. Wife’s democracy in the
church. May the LorDb deliver his people from this
{pirit. | ’ |

SECTION IIL

Some Arguments, proving that Perfonsin the Church or King-
~dom of CHRIST, are not 1n a State of Nature.

MRr. WISE’s demonftration refts wholly on this,
shat men, as chriftians, are in a ftate fimilar to that of
men in a ftate of nature, without any government at
ail, and that both alike have right to form_their own
Fovcrnmcnt, &c. But the inconclufivenefs and ab-
fusdity of this principle will fully appear from the
following arguments.

Argument 1. Men in a ftate of nature are under no
King or Ruler ; but will any fay that a chriftian, as
Tuch, is in this {tate ? Does not he that profefles the
Chriftian religion, give up himfelf to CHR1sT as his
Lord and King and engage in a folemn oath to fubmit
Yo his laws ancf overnment, and yield all duc allegi-
anee to him ? Hefore he makes fueh a profeflion, %}c

carmmet
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cannot have any right to a, or be in the church or king-
dom of CHRIST ; and after fuch a furrender of himfelf,
and of not a part only, but all his natural rights and 1i-
berties into the hand of C..RisT as his ab(o%ute Lerd,
he canrot furely be thought to be in a ftate of nature.
This one confideration is fufficient to demonfirate the
falfity of Mr. /#7f¢'s principle. But add to this,
Argument II. - That Gop did once take a people
to himfelf from the midft cf another nation, as his
peculiar treafure, and by his own fovereign authority
did fet up and appoint a pasticular form o? overnment
among them, and did not Jeave them.in a ﬁate of na-
ture to chufe their own government, or appoint, make
and unmake their officers, but ordered of what kind
they fhould be, and confidered them as a&ing under
bhim and in his name. This church of Ifrael jg cap-
tinued in the chriftian. church, which Gop has, by
the miniftry of the gofpel. and power of his grace,
called out of the world, and has appointed over them
a king, even JEsus CHRIsT, whom he bath fet upon his
boly bl of Zien. Pf, 1. 6. and givew bim all power in
heaven and eqrth, and be, in virtue of this power, has
appointed and commiffioned officers to be his minifters,
_in his.name -and by his authority to rule and govern
his churoh, Mat. xxviii. 18—20. and he has required
all that vifibly defert the kingdom of Satan the God
of this world, and become members of his vifible
kingdom, to yield obedience and fubjection to thefe
officers, Heb. xiii. 7, 17. And thefe they may not
depofe but in a way appointed by CHRIsT, Wwith-
out a glaring breach of their oath of allegiance, So
that here matural right is wholly excluded, as perfec
repugnant to a church fate, and divine inflitution binds
every fubje&®. -~ | |
Zgummt 111. CHRIST's kingdom is not of this world.
‘He is a king as no other king 1s. The kings of the
" earth are made by their fubjelts, from whom alone,
under divine providence, they receive all their honour,
power, riches food aud raiment, more than others,
and are therefore dependest on their fubjets for all
thelr
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‘thels things, which they can take awayvhenever they
pleafe, and which they may lawfully take away, whkn
the King abufes thefe things totheir hurt,

But CirgsT is King in Zion, fot by the chojce
and appointment of the people, but of Gob ; and fois
prior to the confent of any onc of his people, He
ercated them by his power, he has fedeemed them by
his blood, and they are his by purchafe, and they live,
both for fpirituals and temporals on him, and he rc-
ceives no revenue from them but thanks, and very little
of that. It is in virtue of his kingly office, that hefub-
dues men and makes them his willing [ubje&s 1n 77
Aay of his power. From thiis flow the very being, order
and form of his kingdom, and none can have a Jeing
nor enjoy any privilege or immunity in his church,
‘but by his"appointment and conftitution : So that 23
‘man may affume to_himfelf ‘any authotity in the
church but {uch as CHR1sT has evidently given him
in his word. Neither minilters nor people have any
being, much lefs any privilege or fran,chiﬁ)'e in this cor-
poration, but in virtue of a i’cvinc conftitution. Men,
I own, may forn f{ocieties on Mr. #if’s plan of na-
tural right ; but they will not be churches of ChrisT
any further than "they conform to divine inftitution,
for CHRIsT only can give being to his own family.

Will any be [ b61§ as to affirn that the power
and authority CHR1sT has jn his kingdom, is the- rc-
fult of a natural right and power men iave to their pwn
liberty, and which CurtsT has no rightto, till they
fiall pleafe to give away fome of their freedom to him
for the fake of focicty ? -

Are men fo *¢ free and at their own difpofe,” as to
be on :. level with CurisT, and may chufe him o«
~any other they pleafe to rule over them? And do ali
ftand cqual candidates with him for dominion ? as is
the cafein a ftate of nature, Yet all thefe and many
morc abfurdities arife from this principle, that men baus
the fame right to form the government of the chyich,
that they have of the ftate.  How fliocking are thef:
confequences ? And yet they ingvitably flow from this

doltrine
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doftrine. What ! muft CHRrisT afk his fubjefts, what
form of government they will pleafe toadmit ! Thefe
things tfo not well agree with Cambridge Platform,
Chap. 10. fe€t. 1. where it is faid, that ¢ all fupreme
Jordly power over all churches belongs to CurisT.”
But aceording to Mr. H#ife this belongs to the people,
confidered as in a natural ftate of being, or elfe religi-
on dcgrades and debafes human nature by taking away
our power of fettling a government over ourfelves, as
men in a ftate of nature may do.

Argumert IV. Holy men of old counted it a great
privilege and honour to be taken into *¢ a father’s houfe
and put under tutors, that poflibly might, and mangrdof
of whom did,in fa&, turn tyrants over them.” Both Mo-
fes and David thought Iirael were glorioully privileged
above all other nations in this very thing, Deut. iv. 32
~—40. Hath Gob affayed to go and take to %n'm_/?{f a natson,
Sromthe mi% of anothir nation, by temptation:, and by figns
and by wenders, &c. 11. Sam. vii. 23. And what one nation
in the earth is like thy people, even 2'}: Ifrael whem Gop
went to redeem for a pespie ia bimfelf~=For thou haft eon-

Sfirmed to tbgji{f thy people Ifrael to be a people unto thee for-
ever.  And yet they were, according te Mr. Wi,
degraded and debafed by being put under tutors that
might eafily turn tgrants over them ; for Gop did not
allow the people to be the fountain of power under him :
And when their rulers turned tyrants, they had no re-
lief left in their own hamls, but fuch as the govern-
ment eftablithed by Gop allowed them. This, and
only this, whatevér it was, had *' 'y any right to;
and fo it is now in the gofpel church. Gop did then
. fettle a government over the church in the hands of
an eriflacracy, which good men were highly pleafed
with, And as this has not been repealed, nor in the
leaft difcountenanced by Gop in his word, and is no
more tyrannical now, thap it was when Gob inftitut-
ed it, 1t muft be the form which Gop yet approves,
and whieh it is finful to murmur againft, as Mr. 7%
voes, herein imitating Kerabh and his company, who
were alfo for a popular government, and faid +~ Mofes
and
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and Aaron, ye take tos much upon you ; or as Ifracl did,
when they infifted to change the government to a mo-
narchy in the days of Samuel. Thefe murmurings
Gob heard, and, in the firft inftance, deftroyed the re-
bels, and in the fecond granted their requeft, and gauve
them a King in bis anger, and took him away in his wrath,
and madc this a fearful calamity to that nation, as ap-
pears from the hiftery of their kings, and Gob’s
threatning, 1 Sam. viii. g—18. And Gob in like man-
acr feems to have given up fuch murmurers now, te
manage the government of the church their own way,
till all government and rule has almoft wholly va-
nithed, and the church, inftead of being fair as the
maoon, clear as the fun, and terrible as an army with ban-
ners, hath her walls broken down, and the devourer is
come up into the midft of her cities, and is laying them
waite, by falfe do&rines, and a toleration of {candalous
perfons in her communion, contrary to the laws of
Jasus CHrisT,

Where now is th= guard once fet about the church,
to-prevent men of erroncow principles, more mifchevi-
eus to the church than foxes to the tender grapes, from
entering the facred miniftry ? The power, it feems, /es
wholly in the people ; they, and they only, have aright to
call to office or depofe trom it. Cambridge Platform
chap. 10. fe&. 6, 7. This is the dotrine fatal te thefe
churches. See what a train follows. )

A particular brotherhoad, at leafta majority of them
(for this is the mighty potentate) happen to be pleaf-
ed with the eloquence and taking addrefs of a candi-
date, who artfully conceals his leading fentiments, or
rather preaches agreable to what he has learnt to be
the general opimion of the meft leading part of the

_ people ; they are pleafed with him, and conclude to
fettle him, and though they have a right to ordain him
themfelves ; Cambridge Platform, chap. g. fe&t. 4.
yet, for form or cuftom’s fake, they call a venerable ec-
clefiafitical councsl to ordain him, who are the fervants of
this mighty monarch, and can attonly in virtue of
pewer canveyed or delegated to them in the miffive /ot~
ter,
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ter, which is their grand commiflion. When thus
authorized to 2&, not'in the name’ of CHR1sT, but
of the major part of the brotherbodd, in number P"h.’.g_'
two, (for three can' make a brotherhoqd) or it maK ¢
2en or fifteen, they proceed to thée number of perhiaps
twenty or thirty to ordain the man. * ° |

But may they not examiné him as to his learn-
ing and acquired abilities for' the facred wotk ? No.
They have no fuch claufe in their miffive Letter, the one
ly commiflion they have received from tlie brothet-
Lood, in whom all power, under CHRIST, is vefte
ed, and who have already determined this themfclves,
and not committed it to the vemerable council. But
may they not examine him as'to his motives for én-
tcring on the work, and his éxperimeital acquaint-
ance with religion, or the work of grace in his own
heart 7 No. They have.no commiflion from the people,
who alene have all power under ChRrisY, and have
prejudged this matter.  Befidés, this vould be tb
tempt him to pretend to experiences which he fever
had, and fo to pratice vilg hypocrify, and "might de-
tcr many promifing yoUths, who have no other
way to get their bread, from entring the miniftry.
~—DBut may they not enquire into" his moral cha-
ralter, and if they find him light, frothy or fcandal-
ous, refufe to lay hands on hiln'? No. They have no
commiffion from the brothethood who have fettled
this before. And though “fome councils have gone
this length, therein they alted without “authority and
incroached on the rights of the brotherhoed, who
under CHRIST, ate the fountain of all’ power, and
with part of which only, the council is 'clbathpd. -
But may they not fatis R, themfelves as to his found-
nefs in the faith, and if they find him an Arminian,
Sacinian, Arian or Deift, refufé’to ordain him ! No.
The brotherhood have deterimined that hé is ortho=
dox, and have called the council, ahd invefted them
with fome of their power, reccived from CHrist,
to ordain that very man, and if they refufe, “they re-
bel againft the authority of ChRIsT vefted in the

; T churchie=
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church. Butis not this a hard cafc, fince Gop com-
mands his minifters t- Jay hands fuddenly on ns man,
and to commit the gofpel to faithful men who may
be able to teach others 7 No. What danger here ¢
fince they have theircommiffion from the people who have
all power under Cuarst, and who have tried the
man, and in whofe name aloune the eouncil can act.
If there is any fin in the cafe, it lies at the people’s
door, and the council are no more to blame for ordain-
ing him, taouzh the worft of heretics, than a fword
run thruuuh the heart f 2 man by a murderer is to
blame for the murder. They arc only fervants of
the people, and have no power to a&t, but in virtue of
the . ver given by CHRIST to the pcople, and dele-
gated t. them. But may not the council refufe to
ordain him ! No. For if the people are the foun-
tain of power, and the council only executive officers,
they muit execute their commiffion, under pain of
the difpleafure of their fuperiors.

\V'nat a goodly appearance muft fuch a council
make, thus authorized to take care of the church of
GOD, and as fewwards in bis bouﬁ ta commit the gofpdh
to {uch as may fazt(/u//y difpenfe it to others !—But
thould the council after all refufe, the people, having
all power, may appoint fome of thcxr own members
to ordain him. Cambridge Platform, chap. g. {ect. 4.

Where now s the barrier againlt the moft vile and
erroncous perion’s entering the vineyard of CHRisT?
Is not the hedge quite broken down by this fatal doc-
trine ?

Did T believe this, I would never more make my
Bible the rule of my conduct or preaching, but the
genius, opintons, tempers and commands of my peo-
plc juft as the Romifh clergy make the bulls and o-
ther mandates of the Pope their rule. May a gracious
Gob open the eyes of his people, and recover them
out of this dungerous fnare. But enough has beex

fuid to fhew the abfurdity of this doctrine,
SECTION

P
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L3030 SELCTION 1V,
SRR ™

\{J ; ) N . .
Al )!;”’7- ’m?r‘j}?;-,ﬂ;_ytmy in the Church windicated from
.Z‘g ‘”’éﬁk of Tyranny, and the Charge retorted on the
" ?9‘“ 53 Platform, |

1) O9vs |
'{‘fo‘@BgI";i'\erc-citcd paflage, Mr. Wife fays, ¢ If
('f'll‘h'_gghigdf"ér’ginc11t is fettled by Gob in the hands of
aty) '_’jﬁ}‘?(}b“drdﬁ"——Nay, if the people are not, under
éi‘h{'ts’r, the “fountain of pewer ; then the reformation
}¢ 4'[CRIFFor the firft reformers ftand abfolutely
B3uniditd'sickd 4 paffive obcdience and non-refiftance,
ﬁn,d‘ixq]lliltfmh defert if they oppofe. ¢ And calls this
:‘x""‘gtjx_'t’rtinlf'ﬁf, arbitrary and defpotic, which carries
ti it ithe pMm (ymptoms of tyranny.” Vind. p. 44, 45.
Iﬁtf'h@éaa'eyf cod this charge, he would have gained
WY poine, ‘i ‘would have proved Presbytery, to be
tontraty to’whoral rule.  But this he has not done,
por can do, as appcars from the following replies.
Réply . 'Gop once did inftitute a church-govern-
.ment, aird fBttle it in the hands of an ariftocracy or pref-
tytary,tnddid not allow the people under CHRIST to be
e Topuntidn of power. Let thofe who call for proof of
&hly oy ¢onifult the conftitution of the Jewith church,
a3 Ttedfct Ekod. xviii, compared with Numb. xi. 16,
"i‘",'-‘z’gf 2% Hnd Deut. xvii. 8—13.and II. Chro. xix. §
2ty prdnd Wiy other places. Therefore if Mr, /#i/e’s
objectior ptaves any thing, it proves too much by far,
vigh dede (o Rimfclf inftitueda tyrannical govesiment.

Reply 11, Mr. Wife’s demacracy 1s much more tyran-
Wcd ‘?731?.’?& Presbyterian Ariffocracy, and fo his ob-
*fitirorr ljés!againtt his own fchemé,

"O?‘l'l')@‘f‘\‘i?’?fd tyranny, ufually excites in our minds
"8 '{léa’ of “crucel, unrcafonable dominion and rule.
€y 3t 18 government which fubjelts the people to the
rbfurary“will and lawlefs power of ignorant or cru-
APEnd¥viGked rulers. If rulers were neither- igno-
ront nor wicked, arbitrary fovercign rule would not
beﬁgﬁ%za&ch is the gevanment of Gob, his own

fovereign
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[rvereign will regulated by his own infinfte va?J&f”:in'_

: . . gs hef'-{pi TPt
goodnefs, is the rule of his government,”Bu YHe Tgno-
rance and wickednefs of men is fuch as l'ép,?!}eg?f?'t;‘ugf
fit to truft any, cven the beft, with fuch g&w;r“,fmi
they muft be reftrained b( laws, and forie® Ut be
empowered to put thofe laws in cxccutidn',jfwg}l e
cefliry for the fafety of tha fubject, 77052 ™

LIS ) .n :
& 7L
. S

Here, I obferve two plain anxnoms,..\_/flﬁ R
1. That ignorance is the caufe why good s P /.io‘?;f‘cz‘i rli-
. . \) .l 1) A
lers tyrannize ever thar fubjelts,  (300d 5.1_15{1“ f}g}ne tmen
vill never injure and abufe others f(bb%\ifhﬁfgﬁ yed
they may and often do, through ignerdade:” . O
{;. That wickednefs zmturaf’y prarn?.’é"ﬂzﬂ%ﬁ“ to' -
preffion and tyrarny ; both thefe ﬂlO_.,lgnﬁgmg\}‘a‘f‘r d
againﬂ. T)” .\,.)’ .‘lj:
" Now let us take a view of the’.{lwoaffgliﬁﬁ?’_‘df
church government juft mentioned, and'fe? rﬂb?éh_‘l}réﬁb
the beft guard fet about it to prevcnt_‘t}'k'. | féﬁ‘e&é‘u af
the ignorance or wickednefs of rulcrég and to '_r@‘ﬁl'i\dib
them from tyranny, St eI
1. The brotherhoods of the churdhed;!"tiken col-
leively, cannot be fuppefed to be {6° kx’;o)th\x‘;éldnd
thereforz not fo capable judses in mi o iany, Wif-
ficult cafes, as a chofen nu~*=r of the moft, oW -
ing and judicious among them. ap[‘)'bih\t"p)gf_‘ Yor .this
work, may be : Therclore thoy we, ating dolletivel;,
more likely to do wrong and tyrannize "‘fl’].,rno‘tIgh-igdd-
rance, than an ariffacracy. LR
2. It is not fuppofable that a bidtheshood ‘crlle-
tively are fo good and honeft, as an eldedHip chélin
from among them. [t is ever prefunied thit in'all frec
clections, the elecors will to the beft of theit” know-
lodge, chufe thole whowill beft anfwer  and: éxccute
the office they are chofen to : In this “cale ‘thercfore,
they will paturally do as Mofes requiretl Iftact, Deut. i.
13. Take ye wife men and mzda{‘/ia}}fi)zg,‘ and, by
among yaur tribesy and I wiill make them viders Yvor yite,
‘I'hofe they think the beft, moft upright and" Holy, is
is to be prefumed they will ever chufe ; uid therefore
it is probable the fiffisn will be betéer and move el -

Crloud
o
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gious men, im proportion to their number, than the
brotherhood, and confequently not be fo prone to ty-
rannize if they could ; which, by the Prefbyterian
government, is put quite out of their power, as will
appear by and b{.

. For the above reafons, it is morc likely that a
major part of a brotherhood may be influenced by par-
ty prejudice and paffion, or by fome undue influence
of fome defigning perfons to judge wreng, than that a
choice number of the meft wife and judicious fhould
be fo influenced. It is well known that in pepular
afiemblies, the greater part follow fome of the moft
noted members. Now fuppofe the minifter is in high
cteem among the moft of the church, if he, through
miftake or wickednefs, thould be on the wrong ﬁ«fe,
are not the brotherhood more likely to be miflead by
him, than a fele&t number of the more judicieus i
‘T'his muft be, if what Mr. #ife obferves be true.
Speaking of the power of the miniftry he favs,
‘¢ Let the cafe be ftated as accurately as may be, and
it is apparent in all cafes, that the miniftry of this,
(7. . the Cambridge) conftitution are held, if not in
croper fpeaking, yet in confeicnce and religious curtefy,
.+ though all power were invefted in them.” Vind. p.
65. Hencel argue,

Tkt confeence, in this cafe judges either right or
werong @ 1t ~onfcience judges right, then ¢ in proper
fpeaking, all power is vefted in the minithy,” 4. e, of-
ficers of the church ; and the brotherhood, as fuch,
have no right to exercife it, but officers only ; ard fo
the controverfy is yielded. 1f wrong, then the people
ought to be undeccived, and not kept under a religious
awe of power, where ““in proper f{peaking” theie is
nene @ Otherwifc they are abufed and awed into fub-
miffion by ruecr pricft-craft and delufion, which eannot
be pleafing to Gon, any more than the juglaries of
Romifh priecfts.  And in this cafe, are not a few of the
srofl judiciows more likely to difeover the delufion,
than the more undifcerning muliitude, who follow
without due examinatien !

[ his
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‘This will appear the more dangerdus and tyranni-
gal, ii’ we confider, that on the Cambridge Platform,the
voice of a bare majority of the brotherhood, who may
collect at a church meeting of which the minifter may
be one, theugh perhaps not one hal( of the wholc, is f1-
nally decifive, as Mr., /77/e aflerts, Vind. p.15. but more
exprefsly Repl. p. 49, where he {ays. ¢ It s an eflen-
tial part of the govermment and being of thefe churches,
that they have and hnld fuch juritdiction over their own
members,that the higheft tribunal ecclefiaftical on earth
ts there, and that her own delinquent private members,
and public officers are triable only there, and therethey
muft receive the definitive fentenec, and abide the ex-
ecution of it.”

This is plain Englijh, and it is truly the defign and
fpirit of the platforin, netwithftanding the flat contra-
dition hercto in the third way of communion,
Chap. 13.

Now, fince a bare majority of even a minor part ;
or though it thould be of the whele brotherhood,
may thus finally determine, and have a power thus to
bind and losfe, and no appeal allowced to any authorita-
tive judicature but the minor part, however aggrigved,
are bound down to abide their determination, 1 ap-
pcal to common fcnfe, whether here is not much
greater danger of cruel oppreflion and tyranny, than
where 2 fclect number fet as judges, giving to all
aggricved by their refult, a liberty of appeal to
a prefbytery or council. |

It is no impoflible fuppolition, that people may be
greatly prejudiced againft their minifter, and one a-
gainft another ; and if a man of confiderable influ-
ence happens to be engaged on the wrong fide; he
may carry his fcheme azainft his minifter or brother
far, by fecret and falfe infinuations behind his back,
under the fhew of pity and love te his perfon and
tendernefs to his character, which nothing as he pre-
tends, but neceflity anda concern for the glory of Gop
and pood of the church, could prevail with him to
everoome o as to {peak of thefe things, and perhaps

with
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with all injoining fecrecy, left the good name of the
man fhould be hurt, and the like ; by which the minds
of the moft may be prejudiced, But if he finds but
few on his fide, he may delay applyiny to the minifler
to call the church together, till he, by one art and
another, has ftrengthened his party ; and now he
urges for a church-meeting, and raifes a great cla-
mour if it be not granted him; and when they are
met thus prepared, the defendant, 1gnorant of the plot,
only as he has gathered it from flying report, they pro-
ceed to a hcarin&and judgment, and condenn the in-
nocent, who muft be tied down to abide the judgment
though it fhould be of a bare majority, and the execu-
tion, without appeal or complaint,

But fuppofe the beft, that the whole meet, and all of
them are impartial and defire te do juftice, and are all
sxreed, yet it muft be allowed,

1. ‘That they may err threugh ignorance and inca-
pacity.

2. That many of -thern may be afraid to act their
own minds being not fully determined, but will rather
follow the opinion of fome they eftcem more judici-
ous, not confidering the confequences of their 1 otes.

"T'hefe are fo far from impoflible fuppofitions, that 1t
15 well known thefe things often happen in fact in po-
pular courts, and that the whole gencrally follow a
few influencial perfons who doall. In the flate there-
fore, human wifdom never allows fuch mectings to
pafs decifive judgments, except in the choice of officars
and fome trivial matters, but ever allows an appeal to
foine other judicature.  And can we imagine that the
alwife (Gop has vefted the brotherhood, who are par-
ties in the cafe with fuch an uncontroulable power,
as to bind a cenfure on a brother or minifter, and o-
ven procecd to excommunication (which is the greatett
punifhment next to death) without liberty of appeal to,
and trivl before inore impartial judges 7 This is too
high, too lerdly a claim for any men to make, though
thv molt knowi ing and pious ; nothing but 1cal infu/-
Lailityy can juttify fuch an o/ fslute fi premecy, as is hare

laimed
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claimed by the brotherhood, which is made ¢ the
hizheft tribunal ecclefiaftical on earth, and there all
the members and officers muft be tried and receive the
definitive fentence and abide the execution of it,” with-
out liverty of appeal or eomplaint! This is admirable.
By this are ereéted as many abfolute fupremacics in
thefe cliurches, as there are brotherhoeds, and had
they the infallihility the Pope pretends to, they might be
cordially fubmitted to, but to claim one without the
other, 1s very abfurd, and perfectly tyrannical, The
Pope is much more confiftent.

‘This is not the language nor claim of Prefbyterians :
No, confcious of their own weaknefs and liablenefs to
crr, through prejudice or want of light, they never al-
low the pre(bytery of any particular church to pafs
¢ the de{gnitivc {cntence, and to exccute it, but al-
lew thz aggrieved liberty of appeal to the c/affical pre/-
bysery, and 1t ftill agarieved, from that to a %-zad, and
then to a general a?l:mbly, where thefe may be had.
And even when the higheft and laft fentence, which
can be had in this world is pafled, they do not pretend
to infallibility ; but -allow the aggrieved after all, to
to enter their proteft, for the unburdening  their own
confciences, and then quietly and peaceably to with-
draw from their communion witheut incurring cenfure
therefor ; though they may be under cenfure for what
they have already done, |

The fenfc Prefbyterians have of their fallibility, leads
them to take every precaution to prevent or heal every
crror in judgment, The congregational prefbytery
are not {o confident that their judgment is fuch as
CHRriIsT will bind in Heaven, as to refufe to fubject it
to the opinionand judgment of wiler and better men.
They modeftly fuppofc themfelves liable to miftake,
threugh ignorance or prejudices, and are willing that
more unbiafed perfons fhould examine what they have
done. ‘T'hey do not, with Mr. #7fe’s brotherhoods,
imagine that they are the men and wifdom muff die with
them, or that it is an affront oftcred to their infallibi-
ty, high prerogatives and foversign dorx-*.inio;1 over

eir
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their brethren, (arifing from a major vote of perhaps
only one or two) to {ubmit their moft carcful conduct
to the fcrutiny of cthers ; but are willing, if in an
error, to be fet right, not mercly by advice to alter
their judgment themfelves, but by the decifive judg-
ment of other churches. Yea, they willingly allow
the loweft and leaft efteemed member in the church
to call them to acceunt for their conduct before the
claffical Prefbytery ; and have eontrived, matters fo
that this may be done with the leaft trouble and c¢x-
pence to the party, poflible.

This is the fpirit of Prefbytery ; while Mr. Hife
(who fpeaks the very fpirit of Cambridge Platform)
makes the brotherhood the final judges and execution-
ers. For whatever advice other churches may give

them, they may reject it all, and determine the cafe
themf{elves, or abiJ'

€ bg' their former judgment, though
grievous to all the churches in the land. '

This, Iam fenfible is contrary to Cambridge Plat-
form, chap. r5. fect. 2. but it perfeltly agrees with the
fpirit of the piece, if it has any fpirit in it.

Againft which of thefe, now, lies the charge of ty-
ranny ? Surely it is eafy to determinc. An arifecra-
¢y modled 2s by the Prefbyterial government, carnot
preve tyrants but by the confent of the churches a»
well as clergy : Yea, there muft be a general defeéti-
on of the churches, cr clic tyranny will foon and «a-
fily be crufhed.

But where every fingle brotheihoed is made abfolute
and wholly unaccountable, as thefe are, what fecurity
have any that they fhull not be opprefled and injured
through the weakncfs or wickednefs of the judges?
Should an ariftocracy be allowed as creat a power, as
Mr. Wife allows a brotherhood, yet there would be a
fairer profpect of juftice, by how much better the
judges may be fuppafed t.: bequalified, than the brother-
hood colledtively are.—Yet thisis by mo means ullowed
them.—For the congregational Prefbytery, though they
may judge and alfo exccute their judgment, if none ob-
je& to it, yet if only one, male or female oppofes,

and
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and infifts on a hearing before the claffical Prefbytery,
execution muft ftop for a further trial : Or if they ven.
ture to execuic their fentence, the diffatisfied have a
right to call them to account therefor.

From this reftraint of power, it is eafly to fee that
many advantages arife, and many grievous evils are
avoided which neceflarily attend the defpotifm Mr.
Wife pleads for. 1 will mentiona [=w.

1. If no appeal be allowed, all thc ferment and
uneafinefs occafioned by the fentence and execution of
it, will be imputed to therulers, and hence will arifz
alienation, contention, and every evil work : And the
minifter efpecially will be blamed, as the diflatished
will fuppofe him the chief inftrument in cffecting the
whole ;—yea, if the brotherhood are the judges, and
pafs a definitive fentence, allowing no appeal, a foun-~
dation is laid for a devouring fire, if only one member is
diffatisfied, efpecially if he be a perfon of influence,
which he may kindle and blow up to a flame, to the
eonfuming all the peace and unity of the church, while
there is nonc to quench it—=3ut if an appeal be allow-
ed, it cither flops the mouths of the diffatisfied if they
will notappeal, or carries the matter of uneafinefs out of
the church, to be iffued by the Prefdytery ; which cer=
tainly tends to peace.

2. To allow an appcal often prevents much backbit-
ing and detra&ion, and forvmg of difcord ameng brethren.
For where no appeal is allowed, as in thefe churches,
artful and wicked perfons are encouraged to prepoffefsand
prejudice the brotherhoed or clders in their own favour,
by private converfation, and fair profeflions of their own
fincerity, &c. and by falfe, bue plaufible reprefentations
of the condud® of ethers, knowing that if they can gain
their point in this court, they gain itforever ; whilcan
appeal to impartial judges to whom they cannot have
fuch eafy accefs, and who are farther above their influ-
encc, would cut off their hope in this way, and compel
them to reft their caufe on Emple falls, or to accom-
modate matters without a trial.  Thercfore,

H 2. Grea:
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3. Great injuftice is hereby often prevented. Yor
though an arttul man fhould prepoflefs the judges in a
particular church where he lives, and fo obtain a wrong
judgment, yet it is not likely he can do this uas to a
Pretbytery who live remote, who thercfore are more
likelv to judge righteoully:

‘There can be nothing more unjuft and tyrannical
in any government under Heaven, than to make men
final judges in matters, 1n which they are concern-
ed and are parties.

But this is often the cafe, when either the brother-
hood or clderthip are conftituted final judges and ex-
ecutioners of their private members or public officers ;
than which, I challenge all men to find a uibunal
more tyrannical in its conflitution, however uprightly
they may happen to alt,

‘The charge of tyranny therefore lies with full force
againft Mr. Wife’s defpotic brotherhood, which he al-
lows to be ¢ the higheft tiibunal ccclefiaftical on eaith,
and to try all its private mumbers and public officers,
to pafs the definitive fentence, and cxecute it,” with-
out appeal. But where ie the tyranny of the Prefbyte-
rian gevernment, which allows of an appeal to more
impartial Tjudgcs ¢ After what Mr. #ije has faid in the
above paffage, to hear hira condemn Prefbytery as tyran-
ny, really deferves a {mile,

4. By allowing an appeal in the prefbyterial plan,
the aggricved have the eaficft means of redrefs potlible,
without charge or trouble. But this will appear more
fully in the next Section.

SECTION V.

Mr. Wife's Plea againft the fluted Meetings of Councils,
or Prefbyterics, drawn from vhe great Expence attending
tnem, confuted.

Mgr. WISE, in feveral places, particularly, Rep.
p. 86—8q. in aftile peculiar to himfelf, and with a
great deal of faving zeal, wakes a fearful gfery againtt

the



[ 59 ]

the vaft expence of flated councils, or prefbyteries and
fynods, meeting once or twice a year, as though this
were impraQicable without a large fund for the pur-
pofe, and as endangering people’s eftates.  But his ad-
mirers fhould confider, that fuch language betrays ei-
ther a difpofition to be nigrardly in the things of religi-
on, which is the worft fort of covetoufnefs, and a rob-
bing of Gop; or elfe 3 confcioufnefs of the weaknefs
of his caufe, to fupport which he found it neceflary
to appcal to the moft predominant paflion among men,
the love of money, and to roufeit into a vigorous oppofiti-
on to the ftated meetings of church judicatories, by
the cry of danger of poverty, and that they will be
thereby robbed of their God. Mammon. This Mr.
Wife knew would weigh more with men who prize
their money above the interefts of CHR1sT’s kingdom,
}}which is the cafc of the moft) than a thoufand demon-

rations from fcripture or reafon. But te cvery lover
of CurtsT and his kingdom, this artifice muft appear
very mean and vile. ‘The only queftion fhould be, Are
Juch fated meetings for the glory of CHRIST, and the good
of Zion ? If not, though we ’glould be hired by millions,
we ought to reject them : If they arc, furcly a little
expence ought not to deter us from thern,

But what is the vaft expence which attends the
mectings of a prefbytery twice, and of a fynod once, a
year ? "This is con({:mtly practifed in the fouthern co-
lonies, in America, from New-York to the Carolinas,
and no complaint of expcnce. The churches in a con-
venient vicinity, meet twice a year ordinarily in a claf-
fical prefbytery, at which the minifter and a ruling el-
der from cach congregation attend : And once a year,
all thefe prefbyteries, not by delegates, but individual-
{v meet ina fynod, ficknefs, &c. excepted, fo that fome-
times [ have known necar two hundred ut a fynod in
Philadelphia, and yet no complaint of charge, nor a
word faid about it,

If it be afked, how are they fupported ? I anfwer,

‘The prefbyteries meet alternatelyin the feveral congre~
gations within their bounds, if convenient ; and there

In
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is aiways hofpitality enough among the people to give
thein a hearty welcome for two or three days and nights.
They are not {o niggardly as to grudge, a few meals
viCtuals and nights lodgings to the members of the
prefbytery once in three or four years, which is as of.
ten as it comes to their turn.  Yea, they count it a
happinefs to have the company and cenverfation of the
minifters and elders of other churches for a few days,
bywhich they gain much acquaintance with the gifts of
thofe minifters they would otherwife know nothing
of, and alfo with the ftate of the churches a-
broad. This furely is a fufficient compenfation for the
trifling expence of their hofpitality : At leaft it is uni-
verfally thought fo by Prefbyterians to the fouthward,
who have not as yet, (and I pray they never may) drank
in the low, fordid, inhofpitable fpirit Mr. Bi/e’s railery
and ridicule tend to infpire, which feels fo much pain
at the lofs of a few meals of victuals, and locks of hay
or grafs, as far outweighs the pleafure of hofpitality and
friendly acquaintance with men of lctters, and with the
ftate ot the churches.

Had 1 Mr, [7ife’s incomparable rhetoric, I eould fay
as many fine things to difcover the odipufnefs of this
grovcling, bafe, mean, fordid fpirit, as he has faid to
infpire it; or as he, to frighten people, has fpoken of
his wondrous ca{{, nurfed up to a mad bull with horns
tipt with iron, &c, which he holds up as an hierogly-

hic of a ftated council or prefbytery, glcp. p. 69, 70.
%ut I am willing that every man, not fordidly mean,
nior a flave to covetoufnefs, fhould judge in this cafe :
And 1 am f{ure he nceds nothing gut a fimple view of
the cafe, to fill his foul with abhorrence of this loath-
fome meannefs, '

As to Synods, though the number is much Jarger,
yet as they generally meet in fome populous town or c¢i-
ty, they meet with the like hofpitality, and are generally
at no expence, but that which arifes from the length of
the journey, and this is borne by the minifter and clder,
themfelves, unlefs the people are pleafed to contribute
{reely for this purpofe ; which however they conftantly

as they fee fit, This
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T his ftate of falls in the prefbyterian churches in A-
merica, fhews that it is no fuch very difficult thing to
{upport thefe ftated meetings without a public fund.
Covetous minds indced may cry out of va/f expence, &c.
but had they the common feelings of men, they would
bluth to mention any fuch thing, left they fhould be
thought to difcover (as they juitly might) a low, nig-
gardly, inhofpitable, fordid fpirit. |

If it be afked. What better end would fuch ftated
councils or prefbyteries anfwer, if they fhould meet,
than thefe occafional cauncils mentioned Cambridge
Platform, chap. 10 and 15!

I anfwer, 1. Itis found, in fal, every where through
New-England, that fuch fpecial councils never fet in
any cafe withogt canfiderahle expence, which muft fall
cither on the church or fociety, ar on the party who
calls them, If the aggrieved cannot perfuade the church
and fociety to jain, they muft be at the charge them-
{elves, or fit down where they are. This is common-
ly an effetual bar to ebtaining the help of a council,
until their paffions are {» inflamed as to excite them to
break over this obftacle. And by this time there is lit-
tic profpect of a council’s doing much good, efpecially
as they can do nothing when they meet, but adyife the
parties : And there are innumerable more evils arifing
on thefe accounts,

If it be afked, How can a ftated council or prefbytery
remedy thefe evils ! I anfwer,

5. By the meeting of the prefbytery once or twice a
year, the aggrieved may appeal to themand haveahear-
inﬁ without any coft, excepting thatlof travelling a Yew
miles to the place where they meet.  Or, if the matter
{o require, the prefbytery may mest on the fpot th:: next
time, and be fupported as aforefaid. By this means
the pooreft brother or fifter will have as fair an opportu-
nity for redrefs as the richeft. Befides, here they hope
for a judgment to ifflue the controverfy, and not bearly
for advice, which often fets the parties at greater vari-
ance. Yea, when perfons know that the waydof[rc:»

refs
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drefs is eafy, and as open for the poor as the rich, they
will be careful not to injure others, as they may
without much trouble, call them to account, not only
before the church-feflion, but before the prefbytery, if
need be.

I know not what notions of juftice and government
others have,or what their feelings as to thefe things are ;
when confidered as belonging to church government.
But I know my own feelings; apd it feems to
me moft unreafonable and oppreflive to lay either rich
or poor under fuch difficulties in order to redrefs, as the
Cambridge Platform does. And 1 alfo know what
the common fenfe of all men, efpecially of all civilized
nations, is as to ftated judicatories in things temporal,
which ordinarily are moft dear to men, and about
which they agree to fet the ftrongeft guard. They ge-
nerally agree, |

1. That partics ought not to be judges.

2. That not the multitude, but fome choice per-
fons-fhould be appointed to rule and judge.

3. That the people ought to have their reprefent-
atives to hold a balance of power with the crown offi-
cers, and guayd the rights of the people.

~ 4. ‘That there thould be inferior judges to whom,
with little expence and trouble, they may apply in cafe
of injury, and from whofe judgment there lies an ap-
peal to an higher court.

5. That there fhould be feveral courts above thefe,
appointed to mcet flatedly, to hear and decide fuch ap-
peals, &c. and not to be called at the charge of either
party.  Were this the cafe, the courfe of juftice would
foon be ftopped, and oppreflion and rapine fill the
world, becaufe redrefs would very rarcly be pofhble.

That the above is the common fenfe of the Englith
naticn and of America, appears from the form of go-
vernmcent they have adopted, and earneitly contend for.
And why have they not the fame fenfe and feclings as
to church rule and order ! If it is agreable to moral
rule (which bind as much in the church us ftate) to fix
on the cafieft way of redrefling injurics, and if it is fin-
ful and oppreflive to render the method bard and difhe

Cult
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cult in the ftate, it is doubtlefs fo in the church. I
anfwer, - -
~II. Itis found, in fa&, that where the prefb!terian
government prevails, divifions and animofities do not
prevail, as they do in thefe churches ; and diforders
are more eafily and effcCtually difcouraged or fupprefled,
and a greater union and more intimate communion a-
mong the churches prevail ;¥ and they are better
guarded againft the admiflion of unfound and immoral
minifters : For the presbyteries are more careful in re-
ceiving men into the minitry, and when ordained, they
keep a ftrict watch over their members, and frequent-
ly inquire into their condu, and how they difcharge
the facrcd office ; and if they are found negligent, er-
roneous or immoral, after due reproof, they depofle
them, unlefs they repent. |

ITI. Lanfwer. In this way pcople with great eafc
may bring a negligent, erroneous or immora% minifter
to account, and hzve him depofed, if found guilty.

This is notthe cafein thefechurches : For though the
Cambridge Platform, and alfo Mr. W#ife, make the
brotherhood defpotic, and give them a right to depofe
their own minifters, yet what they give with one hand
they take away with the other. Platform chap. 7. fect.
2. they fay ¢ The elders work is to call the church
together, to prepare matters in private, to moderate
the carriage of all matters in the church aflembled, to
order the times of f{peech and filence.” And in chap,
10. fect. 8. they fay, ¢ The power committed by
CHRIsT to the c{dcrs, is to call the church together,
—the members when called, without juft excufe, may
not refufc to come—nor depart before they are dif-
mifled, nor {peak in the church before they have leave
trom the elders ; nor continue fo doing when they re-

quire

® This is to be taken, not in a pofitive, but only in a comparative fenfe :
For it is to be lamented, that even among Prefbyterians, divifions, animo-
fities, {chifms and great irregularities too often prevail ; but thefe things are
not to be charged oa the nature or the government, which has a contrary tea-
dency ; but on the ignorance and corruptions of men, which too often
break through the Rrongeft guards fet to reftrain them.  Yet after all, thece
15, in fa&, much greater harmony and union among Prefbyterians, owiag v
"he nature of their govesrnment, than among the platform churchee.
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quire filence, nor oppofe the judgment of the clders
without weighty caufe.

Where now is the boafted power of the brother-
hood ? They cannot fo much as meet without the
elders call; and when met, they cannot fpeak without
their Jeave. How then can they pafs any vote without
their permiffion, or depofe their officers unlefs they
will lead and encourage the people to depofe ihem- °
{felves. How admirable the confiftency ! and how def-
potic the power of the rulers, which yet is f2id to be
committed to them by CHrisT ! Is it poffible to maké
rulers more defpotic, or {ubjeé?: more dependant, fer-
vile, and abject ? I challenge the world to fhew any
thing in the conftitution, or publicly allowed praétice
of the Presbyterian churches in America, which is an
hundredth part fo tyrannical as this. And yet, with
wonderful confiftency, this fame Platform, and in the
fame chapter, empowers the brotherhood to depofe
their own officers. -

I find no other very material obje@ions made by Mr.
Wife to an ariflocracy in the churcgl ; nor any other ar-

ments in fupport of his democracy, drawn from the
ight of nature, belides thofe I have already confidered.
1 fhould not have detained the reader fo long with thefe
things (fince our laft refort muft be to the holy ferip-
tures) were it not for that propenfity, which is in ma-
ny, to look on the kingdom of CHRisT as founded on
the fame bafis with civil government, and the hideous
clamour raifed by Mr. #ife and his admirers, againft
presbytery as tyranny, &c. But 1 leave every one, after
rcading what has been faid, to judge, which of the
two ¢ hangs fartheft from a perpendicular towords Ba-
bylon.” Vind. p. 60.

What has been faid alfo thews the weaknefs of Mr.
Wife's fourth demonfiration, drawn from the excellent con-
Shitution of the New- England churches. Vind. p. 5g—66,
which he attempts to illuftrate by three pleas,

““ 1. Inthatic beft fuits the great and noble defigns
of the gofpel, and in a peculiar manner tends to pro-
mote holinefs,” p. 59.—But from what has been faid
the reverfc appears true, ¢ 2 "That
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¢ 2, That it has the beft balanice of power belong-
ing to it, of any government in the world.” p. 69. But
it is evident, it hus no balance at all.

¢ 3. From the affinity the conftitution of the New-
England churches holds with the civil government
of the moft flourithing common-wealths in the world,”
p. 63. among which he reckons thc Englifh conflitution,
and prefersit to all the reft; p. 64. yet it is manifeft
there is no aflinity in the chief points, in which the fe-
curity of the rights of every individual lies. The
Englijb conflitution rejets parties from being judges ;
this admits them. ‘That allows of appeals ; this not.
That fixes ftated judicatories like the Prefbyterians ;
this allows of no judicatorics at all, except the brother-
hood ; and if advice be defired, a council muft be cal-
led, pro re nata. That gives a balance of power be-
tween crown-officers and the p=ople ; this allows none
at all.—All this and much more is manifeft from the
preceeding fections. I fhall make no further remarks on
his fourth demonftration, it beingnear akin to his fe-
cond ; but proceed to confider his third demonltrati-
on from the holy {criptures.

CHAPTER I

Some Arguments brought from Scripture
by Mr. /ife, to ptove that the New-
England Churches are rightly conftitut-
ed ; confidered and confuted.

SECTION 1

The Queflion /?ated.

HAVE :ﬂready (chap. II. fe&, 2. p. 35) given
the reader a hint of the introduétion Mr. I’V,‘/;-

wmakes to the evidence he is about to bring fromi the hg,
I 1o
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ly feriptures, in proof of his point, in which he repre-
fents man as *¢ a creature of a very noble and exalted
nature, as free and st his own difpofe ; as capable of
rendering great honour to Gob’s crown ; as fome high
and mighty ftate, worthy of, and therefore courted in-
to, an alliance with Gob : Hence he argues, that it is
abfurd to imagine, that after fuch great pains taken to-
gain men to his friendfhip and alliance, Gop fhould fub-
jet them to fuch petty potentates as church-officers, and
require them to yicld obedience to them” as rulers in his
houfe.

‘I'hefe elevating fentiments are admirably adapted
fo prepare the minds of men to receive the flizhteft {ha-
dow ef evidence againft the doltrine which requires
obedience and fubjetion to the rulers of CHRisT’s
church. For when men are inflamed with fuch high
notions of independency, even on Gobo himfelf, they
will be blind to the cleareft demonflrations, from both
reafon and f{cripture, which oppofe their darling
fcheme ; and drink in, with greedinefs, the mott falla-
cious arguments in its favour, I have, therefore, very
little hope of prevailing with thofe, who are under
the influcnce ot fucha (pirit of pride and felf-fufficien-
¢y, to own themfclves fubjelt to the rule and order of
CHRIsT’s houfe ; as nothing can fatisfy them, but a
kind of government in which they may be without
controul from others ; and abfolute over all their fel-
lows. But fuch as are willing that CarisT fhould
rcign over them, and feel a difpofition to fet him on
his throne in his kingdom, and that his rules and or-
ders fhould be obferved, will, I doubt not, be glad to
fec the plain truth fet before them, and every fallacious
«lofs on the holy fcriptures removed, that fo the mind
of CHR1sT may appear : And that they will cheerful-
ly follow the voice of the chief and gocd fheplerd, even
when he calls them into paths which have been unfre.
quented, and greatly reviled and traduced, as leading
to Babylon ; 1 {hall therefare take a brief view of the
evidence Mr. Hife exhibits frem fcripture in fup-

port of the government of the platform churches, ard
oflur
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offer fome proof of the fallacy of his pleas from this
topic, and alfo of the truth of the Prefbytcrian fcheme
of government,

As the holy fcriptures are our only rule by which te
fettle the form, fathion, comings in and goings out,
ordinances and orders of CHRIST’s houfe, fo a
ferious attention ought te be paid to every fcrap of
evidence brought from them in favour or againft
any opinion or practice in CHRIsT’s kingdom :
Aud if we love his laws, we fhall be very careful
not to pervert their meaning to favaur any opinion
however long or warmly efpoufed.  With a facred re-
gard to thefe rules, I would Row enter on a confidera-
tion of thofe paflages of fcripture brought by Mr,
}if: to fupport the democratical form of goverament
exhibited in the Cambridge Platform,

The cardinal point in difpute is this,—~Whether
CHR1IsT has invefted the brotherhood of a particular
church with all power ecclefiaftical on earth, and has
ercted them into fuch a tribunal, ¢ that their own de-
linquent private members, and publi¢ officers are tria-
ble only there, and there mutt reccive the definitive
fentence, and abide the execution of it ; which Mr.
Wije affirras, and I deny.  And on the other hand,
whether CHR1sT has appointed certain officers and
rulers in his houfc, exclufive of the brotherhood, as
fuch who are by his order and authority, to rule his
family, and judge of the conduct of its members, and
ufe the rod of diftipline ? Which I affirm, and h¢
denies,  And now ta the law and teflimony.

SECTION 11

Tie A:gument brought from Mat. xviii. 15. in Faveur of
the Power of the Brotherhoed, confuted,

I'N fupport of his pofition he firft cites Mat. xviii*
15-=20, Moresver if thy brother fball trefpafs againft thee
72 and tell him bis fault, £'c. From this paffage, he and -
the Cambridge divines gather, that, not the officers of

the
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the church, but the brotherhaod as fuch, have a right
to fct.in judgment to hear and decide, by a major
vate, all ecclcfiaftical caufes, and that whatever they
do is done by commiffion from CHRIST, and is final-
iy decifive, fince whatever they bind on earth is bound in
Feaven,

But the whole ftrength of this is built on the
meaning of the wrd church, tell it to the church, which
they fuppofe to mean the drotherhood. Had they prov-
ed this, 1 would not have opencd my mouth to oppofe
their fcheme of government in this point, but yielded
to the authority of CHRisT who has zll power in
heaven and earth, and gives it to whom he pleafes,
and when given, it is his power, and to be fubmitted
to, in whatever hands he placesit. But this they ne-
ver have, nor can in my epinion, prove. If any can,
lot them bring forth their reafons, and if conclufive, I
will gladly be their convert, for it is no more my in-
tereft than theirs, to be deccived and live in error,
But if they cannot from this, nor any other part of
fcripture, prove that the word church interics che bro-
therhaod of a Platform church, then they cannot avail
themfclves of this texit : For a commitlion conveying
power from CHRIST to any, muft fo defcribe the fub-
jecls of that power, as to leave no room to doubt whe-
ther they arc invefted with that commiflion or not,
If there remains a doubt in this cafc, it is much hioh-
er prefumptici to exercife fuch power, than it would
be in any man to take on him, under fuch a dcube,
to excrcifc the King's authority in the flatc. The
proof of this therefore lies on thofe who affert the
brotherhood’s commiflion from CHRi1sT to do thefe
things : And the brothcrhood which act ty virtue of
this uncertain commiffion, aét very prcfumptuoufly,
and muft do fo, till it be clcarly proved, that they are
defigned by CHRisT as the fubjecls of this binding
and loofing pewcr. But that this text bids much
iairer to prove my pofition, viz, that the officers, and
not the brotherhced, are here called the church, and

sre invefted with the power cf binding and loofing, I
L.:all now endeavour to fhew. H
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M:. /ifswas aware of this objection to his feheme,
and therefore ftates it, and then fays, ¢ This fenfe
of the text is very unfcriptural—let the objettion but
cite one text more where church is mentioned, and
officers are intended, and we will refign.” Vind.p. §6.
Here I join iffuc, and fay, thatif I eannot cite more
than two or three texts where the word church theans
only the rulers of the church, I will refign. Deut. xxxi.
28, Mufes [aid, gather unto me all the elders of your
tribes, and your officers, that I may [peak thefe worjs‘ in
their ears. v. 30. And Mofes [pake thefe words in the
ears of all the congregation, i. . the church.

" Thofe and only thofe who are called elders and
officers in the 28th .verfe are called the church in
the 3oth. 1. Chro. xiii. 1, 2. And David confulted
with the captains and with every leader : And Datid faid
unto all the vongregation, or church, To the fame pur-
pofe, chap. xxix. 1. in which places the officers onl

arc called the church ; yea more, they are called all the
church or eangregation, which form o{ expreflion feems
to be, with more difficulty, adapted to the rulers a-
lone. Yet this was thc common mode of expreflion
then, as it is new, when we fay, that the whole

'kinzdom did fuch a thing, when only the rulers did it.

Full to my purpafe is Numb, xxxv. 12, 24, 2§.

That the man-flayer die not until he fland before the oson~
gregation, i, e. before the church,y in judgment. Then
the comgregation, i. e, the church, fhall judge between the
flayer and the avenger of blood. And the congregation
i € the church fhall deliver the flayer fram the aveng-
¢r of blwd. Now fince none had a divine right
to fit as judges in Ifrael but officers, fuch as priefls
and elders, it was only before thefe any could
ftand to be judged ; therefore thefe only are here
called the church, and not the multitude of the
people or the brotherhood.

‘Thus

® Dr. Owen, Enquiry, &c. p. 70 fays ¢ the name of a church,
Cbabal in the Hebrew, is by the 70 moftly rendered by SyNaGocue or
Eccrzsia church; feldom by any other word, but where they do ic, it
ts always of the fame fignification.
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Thus T have brought a few out of a multitude or
texts wheie the church is mentioned, and officers only
intended ; and therefore Mr. /77fe muft refign or for-
feit his promife.

The church to whom the offence was to be told,
Mat. xviii. had a power of binding and loofing, of re-
ceiving to, and fhuttiny out from communion, v. 18.
but it is well known that this power lay, at that
time, not in the hands of the brotherhood, but of the
rulers only. None can contcft this without difcover-
ing grofs 1gnorance of the order of the Jewith church,
which was the church alone to which the ofience
was ordered to be told, as there was no other church
under heaven. Nor can we think that CHrisT
would order them to tell it to a church that -had not
the power of binding and loofing, and none had this
power but the rulers of the church.*

SECTION I
The Chrijtan Church is the Fowifp Church continued,

Osjection. CHRIST gave this direction for the
ufe of the Chriftian church which was to be ereéted
upon the taking down of the Jewith church, and
which was to be governed by the brotherhood and not
by rulers as the jewith church was. |

Anfwer 1. It is a grofs error to affert that the Jew-
ifth church is abolithed ; for there are, fuys Mr.:
Stoddard, fome inftitutions which were in force themn,
which are fo now ; though many even all that were
typical of CHRIST, are abolifhed : Thus church foci-
eties, the prcaching of the word, fafts, thankfgivings,
prayer, &c. are to be attended ftill.  For

1. ¢ They werc under the fame gofpel and faved the
fame way as we ; they were under the fame covenant

of

* Dr. Owen who was a thorough indesendent, on the epiftle to the
Hebrews, Vol. 1. Exercita. 32, p. 149, gives us a leained a2ccount of the
Sanhedrim and cther inferior courts amung the Jews; and fuppefrs rhafe
courts are intended by Cwnrrsry when he faye, toe Seribes and Plarijire
[rinbefes’s fear & ard thowe 2t teey were Jadges insl! caufes, both ¢
vil and eikid@dical,
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ot grace ; and fo there were feveral things common
so them and us: As the church and people of Gob,
they had a vifible union to and communion with
CHR1sT, he was their king as he is ours, they were
under a thescracy, and fo are weas a church, and ought
not to own any other king or lawgiver, in the church,
but CHR1sT ; and they had {igns reprefenting CHRIST
ay we have,”

2. ¢ The nature of the church is the fame under
both teltaments. A church is not one kind of thing
under the old and another under the new teftament :
[t has the fame cffence and diffinition : The matter of
it and the form is the fame. It then ftood in the
fame relation to Gobp, and enjoyed his prefence and
communion us now,”’ -

3. ¢¢ There were feveral ordinances in the Jewith
church that had no particular refpect to times before
CHRrIsT, or to any particular condition of that peo-
ple; and fu<h are in force ftill; and need no new tef-
tament command to enforce them 5 fuch as, having
an holy convocation for public worfhip : So, much
of the work of the Priefts was to teach the people ;
to blefs them. So, excom:munication was an ordi-
nance among them, and thefe continue in  the church
now, and are not new teftament inftitutions, nor any
where mentioned as fuch, but arc {poken of as duties
already required : So, the adainiftering the feal of the
covenant of grace to infants is fhill in force, and nceds
no new teftament command ; and hence it 1s that fo
little is faid about infant baptifm in the new tefta-
ment.  [he ftrongeft arpuments in fupport of this
practice, which has always obtained in the chriitian
chiurch, are founded on this, that the Chriftian church
is only the fewifh church continued, under the gof-
pol difpenfation, and parrakes of all the privileges
and promifes made to the fathers, with many enlarge-
ments and additional advantages.”

4. The feriptures of the new teftament put this
beyond doubt.  T'he Apoftle moft exprefsly affures us
Eph.iil, 3, 5, 6. that the Gentilesare called ints the fame

bady
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body, and are fellw beirs with the Fews: This ke
dwells on Rom. Chap. xi. where he fays that the
Gentile believers were graited into the good olive tree,
in the room of fome ot the Jews who veere broken off
through unbelief, and fo they partake of the root and
fatnefs of it. All expciitors, I have read, agree,
that the root of this olive was Abralam, that the Jew-
ifh church was the tree growing out of this root, and
the particular members of that church were the
branches, fome of which were broken off, and the
Gentllcs grafted into the very fame ﬂocx Goebp
hath not caft away his ancient pcople and church,
though he hus broken cff fome withered branchu,
to make room, as it were, for the Gcntzlcs, but the
ftock and root is the very fame, for the bicfirg of A-
brabam is come on the Gentiles through Justs CHRIST,
Gal. iii. 14. And thercfore every thing in the Jewifh
church, which was nat typical of CHRIsT, or pecu-
liar to the circumftances of that people, femains as
binding on us, as it was on them.

Thereforc whatever form ef church government
was by Gop appointed in the Jewifh church, muft
remain a divine inflitution ftill, except thofe particu-

ars which were typical of ChgisT k:d good things
to come under the gofpcl, or were peculiar to the
ftate of that people. Such as were the temple, the
high priclt, the pricfls vifiments, and a long et cetera

of ceremonies which were the gofpel to that church,®
"T'his

* ?r. OweN on the Heb, v. 1. p. ¢6. fc&, 6. fays, “At the coming of
the Mefliah, there was not one chruch taken away, and another fet up in
the roomn thereof, but the church continued the {ame—Tle Chritian
church is not anoiber church, but the very fame that was befcre the com-
in; ¢f Curier, havieg the (ame faith and intarefied in the fame covenant.
It is true, the former carnal priviicges of Abrabam and his pofterity expu~
ing,—the crdirances of averflip fuited thercio, dic neceffarily ceafe aifo.”
But nothing can be more evident, than that the gevernmi~nt inflituted in
that ¢hurch, did not belung to,and is not to be reckuned 2moeng the car-
nal privieges of Abraham and his pofterity, (1) Becauie government is «f
perpetual ule and moral obligatien, and v carnct ceafe.  (2) Beeavfe it 19
aftunlly required in the gofpel, and as there is no exprefs alteration of the
form of governmet in the new teftument, but valy ¢! funie of the officers,
vig. miniftcie to fucceed by ordinatiun, In the rvems of 1 evites, who fues
cucded by carnal generation, fo the whole governrecet, a4 foch muft be (L
ihe faguz.
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»

This conclufion therefore appears to me juftly
drawn from the premifes, viz. What was of divine
authority then, is fo now, unlefs repealed by the fame
power which inftituted it. But church government
by officers only, viz. pricfts and elders, was then of
divine authority, being inftituted by Gop, and
agreable to the nature of things, and therefore is yet
that government Gop fets in his church, and is
binding en all Chriftians ; wuntil a repeal can be pro-
duced: And as the objection fuppofes fuch a repeal,
and a new inftitution impowecring the brotherhood, 1
anfwer,

Anfwer 11. That it has not yet been thewn thet
CHRIST ever repealed the old mode of church govern-
ment, or has altered one material thing in it, except
thofe which were 'tgpical of himfelf, fuch as the kigh
prieft, the temple where all were to appear thrice every
year, and the like, which did not belong to that church
as a church, fince it exifted as a church before thefe
were inftituted : So the Levitical priefthood is abo-
lifhed, and others fet by CHRIST, to be introduced in
another way, not by generation, but by erdination
inte the church, as his minifters. But this does not
fhew that the government is altered, or that CHRIST
has taken the right of ruling his church out of the
hands of church officers, and committed it to the bro-
therhood : All the above alterations may take place,
and yet the power rémain in the hands of minifters
and elders, and they may be called, in the new Te!-
tament the church, as were the priefts and elders or
rulers in the old. |

If CHRrIsT or his apoftles have indeced exploded
this fenfe of the word c/)urcﬁ, by vefting the brother-
hood with all governing authority, or divefting the offi-
cers of gt ; if CHRIST hath any where given the bro-
therhood a commiffion to bind and loofe ; yea, if he
hath any where, in his word, given them the names or
charaéters of rulers and judges; or aferibed this work
to them; then I will readi%y own the fenfe of the
word church to be alItrerod, and that by it we are

N net
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net to underftand the rulers, but only the brethren of
the church.  But this hath not yet been done and I
believe never will.

Again that the brotherhood are not intended by the
church, is evident from the 20th v. for woere two or
three are gathered together in my name, there am I. Do
any pretend that only two perfons make fuch a bro-
therhood as hath the power of binding and loofing ?
But all know that threc or cven two officers ma
judge and determine legally, may bind or loofe,
yet thefe two or three are the church to which the of-
fence 1s to be told, v. 17.

From all which it is evident that thefe words afford
10 fupport to the claims which the brotherhnod of
thefe churches challenge,to fit in judgment, to bind
and loofe, &c. fince by the word cgurc ts mcant only
the rulers of the church, in which fenfe this word is al-
ways taken in {cripture for ought that appears, where
the church is confidered as performing any public or
joint act of government, or as receiving adviceand di-
reCtion as to public affairs, from the mouth of any
{peaker ; and in this fenfe the word is taken alnoft e-
very where, and by all’ the Proteftants in England,
Holland, France, Geneva, Scotland and America, ex-
cept the Anabaptifts, Quakers, Independents, and
thefe Cambridge Platform Churches.

SECTION 1V.

“everal other Texts bronght by Mr. Wile, ix fupport of.
the Power of the Brotherhood, confidered.

BUT though Mr. #ifs depends chiefly on this text
for the fupport of the power of the brotherheod, yet
he quotes Col. iv. 17. Say unto Archippus, take heed te
the minifiry, &c. 1 Cor. v.12. What have I to do to Judge
them that are without § Do not you judge them that are
<eithin 2 Rev. ii. 2, 20. I know thy works and thy la-
bour, & ¢.~Notwithftanding I have a few things again/t

thee,
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thee, becoufe thax f[ufferef the woman Jexebel*, .
t Thef. v. 14. Now we exhort you brethren, warn them
that are unruwly, &¢. Qal.vi. 1. Brethren, if any man
be overtaken in a fault, ye which are [piritual, reflore fuch
an one, Je.  And having quoted thefe he adds, ¢ Let
the reader lay all thefe together, which contain rules
judicatory for the churches, (brotherhoods) and then
let him tell me why thefe fcriptures may not be ef-
teemed the churches magna charta in matters of cen-
furc and judicature,” p. 58, Here his whole ftrength
is colleCted, and every text called in that has a fhew of
proof ; but not one of them by itfelf, no nor all of
them united, compofe one claufe of a charter impowering
the brotherhood to fit in judgment and proceed to cen-
fure ; and for this plain reafon, that the brotherhood
is not mentioned in any one of thefe texts, fo plainly
a3 in fundry texts juft now quoted from the Old Tei-
tament, where, notwithftanding it is evidert that, not
the brotherhood but the rulers only are intended ; and
why. then may they not be intended in thefe ? Paul
and all the Apoftles had been accuftomed to the ufe
of the word church in this fenfe ; and therefore, when
they addrefled the churches and exhorted them to any
judicial church-aéts, though they call themn brethren,
yet they might, and it is fufficiently plain, they did
intend, not the brotherhood, but he rulers, who were
bresnren, and reprefented the brotherhood.

The text that bids faireft for proof of his point, is
1 Cor. v. 12. For what have [ to do to judge them that
are without ¢ Do net ye judge them that are within,
From hence it is evident, (1) That Paul was writing
to the church, (2) That the church had a pewer to
jadge its own rsembers. But it does not prove that
the brotherhood were the judges ; for this might be
done by the ofhcers and rulers, and yet done %y the
church. In

* Dr.Owen in his Original of Churches, p.42. fpcaking of the ordina-
ry flate of the church, fays ¢ the churchies to whom the: Apoftie Paul
wrote liis epiitles, were all of them under the rule of ordinary officers ;
.Pm- 1. 1. Rules and Liws ave given for their ordination in ail ages ; Tit.
te. 1 Tim. iii. And the Lord Chrift treaveth from Heaven with his
chuarches in this flare and order. Rev. i, ii, iily chapters. Not the brethers
hood vkew, But the offcers, were (foenially itecdeyd in this wext,
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In a word, as the advocates for the brotherhood’s
judicial power, have never brought one text which fair-
ly and fully concludes in their favour ; fo the pre-
fumption is, that there is no fuch text in the Bible ;
and therefore that CHrisT hath net authorized them
to this work. And if he hath not, they certainly u-
furp CHRIsT’s feat, when they venture to de it.

And I humbly fubmit it to thofe better acquainted
with the fcriptures, whether as much or more may
not be faid, and with as fair a thew of feripture evi-
dence, in defence of an univerfal bithop, vefted with the
keys of all church power, as for this power of the bro-
therhood held by the Cambridge Platform and defended
by Mr. #7fe? Andas this poweris unfupported by fcrip-
ture evidence fo on the other hand, there is clear fcrip-
ture evidence againft it, as is acknowledged by the plat-
form which fays,

¢ Church-government or rule, is placed by CHRIST
in the efficers of the church, who are thcrel)t;re called
rulers, while they rule with Gop, Yet in cafe of mal-
adminifiration they are fubjel? to the power of the church,
as hath been faid before.  "I'he Holy-Ghoit frequently,
vea always, where it mentioneth church rule and church
governnient afcriveth it t» elders ; whereas the work
and duty of the pcople is expreflcd in the phrafe of
obeyiny their elders, and fubmittin%thcm(elvcs to them
in the LorD.  So4s it is manifeft, that an organic or
compleat church is a body politic, confifting of fome
that are governors, and fome that arc governed in the
Lorp.” Platform chap. re. feé¢t. 7. This is excel-
Jently faid, except the words in [talics, which are a flat
contradi€tion to all the reft ; and for proof of which
there is not one {yllable in the fcriptures ; at leaft the
texts cited in the Platform, fe&. 6. do not give a fha-
dow of evidence : Whereas the reft of the feclion is
fupported by many texts which are clear and full to
thc pomnt, viz. 1. Tim. v. 17. Heb. xin. v, 17.
1 Thef. v. 12. Rom. xii. 8. 1 Cor. xii. 28, 29.
- Now if the fcriptures alway ¢ aferihe church povemy-
ment and rule to officers, i. e, »1ders or rulers only, us

hete
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thefe texts and many more cvidently do, as the Cam-
bridge divines acknowlcdge, then thefe elders or rulers
only have a right from CHRIsT to exercifeit. And if the
p2ople or brotherhood are by the Holy Ghalt required to
obey and fubmit to their elders, then they have notgiven
them by Gobp a power to rule them ; no nor one ane-
ther.” "The Holy Ghoft having fettled this church rule
in the hands of the elders, as the platform afferts,” the
brotherhood cannet pretend thatit is putinto their hands.
One part therefore of this f{etion muft be falfe.

T here is but one way to avoid this reafoning which
I can invent, viz. by faying, that to fit as judges and
make and exccute laws is no part of church rule or
government. But grofs ignorance, ora wilful perver-
fion of the common meaning of words, only can give
rife to this {ophifm ; for all know that the power of
binding and loofing, in both church and ftate, 1s a
principal part of executive rule and government.

If it be faid, as Mr. /77fe talks, Vind. p. 57, 58.
that the brotherhood are like the jurers in civil courts,
who, though no officers, fet in judgment and bind and
loofe in the moft important cafes.

I anfwer, Jurors, though not officers of the crown
as the judges are, are officers of the ftate and contfti-
tution : They are therefore officers a parte popuil,
on the part of the people, and reprefent the whole
county, and are called the country, and what
taey do, 18 efteemed as done by the whole pcople ;
yct they are not the whole, but like eldars in the
church, ele€ted from the pcople to reprefent them ;
but even this clection gives them no right to fet as
judges, but only as the laws or conftitution impowers
them, when thus chofen to this bufinefs.  They are
therefore officers, pro tempore for the time, not of the
crown, but of the people, and authorized by the
crown, to judge : And in like manner are the ruling
elders of the church chofen to reprefent the people,
and are by Gop allowed as officers in his church, «
paree pesiir, while minifters are as crown officers,
@ parte Dei,  Governments, diltin€t from minifters of
shewanly are 't oithe Cluros 1 Cor, i, 28,

| T'his

>
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Thus it is evident, that the brotherhood, as fuch
bave no warrant from CHRIsT, no commiflion in his
gharter, to be judges, to bind and loofe in church af-
fairs : And when they take upon them to do fo, they
adt without any autherity from CHRIsT, and ufurp
what he never gave them. ,

I have now fet before the reader ail the fcripture e-
vidence Mr. #Vife grounds his demonflration uper,
that all church power lies in the brethearhoods ;5 and
this he fums up, p. 50, to this purpoie. *‘ip i{um,
when he (St. Paul) was concluding his difcourie with
sefpect to choice chriftian fricnds, he puts the ofiicersin
with them, and orders the brotherhood to give hisiaiu-
wations to them as perfons unconceined with the con-
tents of the apoftle. Heb. xiii. 24. Saiute ail thcm ti.at
have the yule ver you.” Hence he infers, *¢ that fuch
methods of divine writings muft needs refpet fcme
high powers and truft vd%ed in the churches, 1. ¢. bro-
therhoods.” He then adds, ¢ The principal thare ef
thefe epiftles fent to the churches of Afia, which be-
longed to the officers, lite:ally tuken, 1s but the fu-
perfcription ; the contents ure immediately direCied to
the fraternity. Where there is any thing amifs they
are reprehended ; where there is any thing wortby of
credit they are commended. Or if there is any
thing in point cf order or difcipline to be done, they
are directed and commanded. Allis to the churches.”
Doubtlefs he means that the Angels of thefe churches
were ‘“unconcerned with the contents of thcfe epif-
tles.” But this feems to wear the appearance of abfur-
dity : For, |

1. Is it fuppofable that the officers among the He-
brews were unconcerned in the contents of Paul’s
epiftle to them ! The addrefs being to the church or
body, no way neceflarily {uppofes this, any more than
Mofes’s [peating in the cars of all the congregation,Dut.
xxxi. 30. neceflarily {uppofes that he fpake to the
whele multitude of Ifracl, and that the ofhcers were
unconcerned, while yet it is cvident he addrefled only
the rulers.  T'he doctiines and duties of rehigion

\lOtlL[lCl-S
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doubtlefs concerned all alike, cxcept thofe which were
peculiar to diftin& charalters ; of which fort Wwete
thofe duties of obedience and refpect the people owed
to their church officers, and herein they are diftinctly
addrefled, and requircd ¢2 obey their Ieaayers or governors
who bad fpokcn to them the word of Gop, and to fa-
Jute them as objeéls of fpecial affeCtion and efteem
for their work’s fake.

As to the epiftles to the angels or minifters of
the churches of Afia, it is very p%ain that not only
the fuperfcription was to them, but they were efpeci-
ally concerned in the contents, and theugh the body
of thofe churches are approved, or difapproved, yet
therze is no evidence from hence that the addrefs was
to the brotherhood, in the fenfe of Mr. #ife. He al-
lows that this angel; ¢¢ was the bithop, paltor, prefi-
dent, governor, fuperintendent, or prieft,” of the
church ; and if fo, why may not we conclude, that
he with the elders of the church are here addrefled as
the whole ? Which is cemmonly the cafe, the repre-
fentative body being often fpoken f5 and of as the
wholc of thofe they reprefent. I fee nothing in thefe
epiftles which militates with fuch a view of the mat-
ter. Dr. Owen, as was before obferved, fays that
¢ the Lorp CHRIST in thefe epiftles to the cKurChes
of Afia, treats with them as under the rule of ordinary
officers,” Orig. of Churches, p. 42. which cannot be
true, if the brothcrhoods only are intended, and the
officers concerned oniy in the fuperfcriptions,

Thefe general arguments thercfore cannot fairly
conclude in favour of his opinion, and he and all his
abettors muft find fome other and better evidence, or
confefs the weaknefs of their caufec.

But I proceed to his fifth and laft denionflsation,

CHAPTER
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AR
CHAPTER IV,

In which the Proof of the divine Conftitu-
tion of thefe New-England Churches,
drawn from the Dignity the Providence
of Gop hath put on them, is confidercd.

SECTTION I.

The Profperity of the [rimitz'w Church no Ewdcnce that
thefe Churches are divinely confhituted.

HERE are two periods to which Mr. /73

direlts our thoughts for cvidence that Gop by

his providence tcitifies his approbation of the church

%ovemment defcribed in Cambridge Platform, 1.The

rft ages of the Chriftian caurches. 2. In the laft
century. Vind. p. 66.

1. By the firft ages of the chriftian church, we muft
underftand the three hundred years next after CHRIsT,
which he fays were the pureft times, p. 3. And it
muft be acknowledged that in the days of the Apoftles
and thofe which fo%lowed, Gop was pleafed to tavour
his church with peculiar manifeftations of his grace
and faveur, and we have reafon to believe that church
erder and difcipline, as well as dofrine, were then
more pure than afterwards, though from the firft
planting of chriftianity by the apoftles, even in their
days, the fpirit of Antichrift began to work, and gra-
dually encreafed, till the man of {in openly fet up
himfelf in the houfe of Gop, and called himfelt
Gop. But though this be wue, it does not preve
that Go» fmiled on the form of church-government
eftablifhcd in the New-England church ; for this plain
reafon, that it docs not yet appear by any thing Mr.
Wife, Dr. Owen, or amy independent writer which J

have
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have read has faid, that thofe and thefe churches wer
materially fimilar in their order and government.
There is no conclulive evidence from antiquity for
this ; and the fcripture certainly affords no certain
proof : Whatcver dignity, theretore, the providence of
Gob might put on the church, 1 thofe early times,
by which it was fupported through ten bloody perfecu-
tions, and chrittianity made to triumph over all oppo-
fition through the then knownworld,and bring all nati-
ons into the obediencec of faith, yet we cannot hence
conclude that the plan of church government contain-
ed in the Cambridge Platform is pleafing to Gob,
while we have no conclufive evidence that thofe
churches were formed on a fumilar platform.  Yea,
could we be fure they had goneon the very fame plan
verbatin, and had been fhll more fuccefsful than they
were, though this would have been evidence of Gon’s
areat Jove and grace to a {inful world, yet ic would not
have been a ground ef demonftration of the divine
right of the Platform.  For it is no uncomron thing
for Gob to own and greatly to blefs perfons, focicties
and churches which hold many errors both in do&trine
and practice. Gop, in the difpenfations of his grace,
15 not reftri€ted to the reGitude of the fubjects, Nei-
ther love nor hatred, approbation nor difapprobation,
can be fully corcluded from the profperity or adverfi-
tv of the churcih of Gob in this ftate.  His unmerit-
ed grace only 1s tic fource of the profperity of Zion
and 'when he frowns, we cannot determine that the af-
flictions Zion fuffers are fent for a defeltion from any
part:cular mode of government, any otherwife than
that fuch or fuch a mode tends, in the nature and rea-
fon of things, to produce fuch and fuch evils : Whex
any plan ef government in its nature. tends to
particularevils, and thofe evils attually follow, we may
tairly conclude that GGop frowrns on it, and that it i«
offenfive to him. And this we might have known,
before we fee the bad effelts, were w: capable of
fearching out the natural tendency any plan has
{uchevil effects . For whatever plan naturally tends

! oy
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evil effedls is difpleafing to Gop, and when fuch cen-
fequences follow, Gop defigns thereby to excite us to
enquire into the caufe, or the tendency of the plan,
and amend what is amifs.

Agreable to this rule 1 am willing to bring to a fair
trial both the platform Churches, and alfo the Prefby-
terians as they have appeared to be favoured or frown-
ed on by Gop, in the laft century, which is the fecond
period KIr. #77fe mentions,

SECTIOQON Il

A Paraliel run between the Preflyterian and Platform
Churches, as to the Dignity Divine Previdence has put
on them.

T HE whole of Mr. Wife’s demonfiration from
this ground is contained in thefe words, Vind p. yo.

¢¢ In the laft century Gob has been very admirable
in the works of providence, and has therein highly
dignificd our conftitution. And we wantno other evi-
dence under this head than the recognition of what
Gob has done for thefe famous Englyh colenies in
North-America 3 who have all along diftinguifhed
them{elves from all the world, by their fingular regard
both to the faith and practice of the true religion.
Now let any other conftitution on earth but parallel
ours in thc eminent fhines of providence, and in re-
ligious eftects, and we will refign the whole caufe.”
~ ‘T'hough I think this topic infufhicient for demon-
ftration either one way or the other ; yet I am willing
to join iffuc here, and rifque the whole controverfy
upon this fingle point.

Lct any one, free of invincible prejudice, take a
calm view of the churches of Geneva, France and
Holland, which for fubftance are prefbyterian*, and

confider

» Hence it is evident that the prefbyterian government is net 3 new
upftart thing. ¢ The moft of thefe places (fays the London miniftsr,
Vind. p. 19.) that did thruit out the popith seligion and government, did
reccive the proteftant religion and prefbyterial goverament. The reformed
churches in Franec  cotland, Netherlands and Geneva, and divers other
places, have had comfortable experience of this government, and have en-
joyed a great deal of liberty, verity, picty, wnity snd prefperity under it "'
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confider what fhocks of perfecution and diftrefs they
have met with, what devaftations have been made, in
Holland, what errors have invaded them, and the no-
ble ftand they have made for the truth, the order and
difcipline of their churches, and the regularity, union
and communion preferved among them, and firm at-
tachment to the glorious doctrines of free grace, doe~
trines on which the reformation from Popery was built,
and on which alone it can be fupported, and which are
preferved among them to this day, owing in a great
mealure under Gop to the happy prefbyterian go-
vernment in their churckes ; and the barrier this at-
ferds againit defection from the doctrines and order of
the gofpel : Let any one, Ifay, take u view of thofe
churches for more than two centuries and a half, and
then compare them with the platform churches in
New-England, and he muft own that alkthough Gobp
has gracioufly owned and blefled thefe churches in ma-
ny refpccls, yet they have not gone beyond thofe juft
mentioned, -either in purity of doctrine, good order, or
fingular piety. Mr. /#1/e’s encomium therefore is
fuliome flattery, and not truc praife. Yea, let any
one view the Church of Scotland, which from their
firt embracing Chriftianity, in the year g5, which
was before the death of St. John the Apotlle, till the
coming in of Paladius near 400 years after, who by
fubti] infinuations, gained fo far an the fimple people,
as to bring them to confent to reccive Epifespacy, con-
tinued to be governed by PrefByters, and followed the
rites. and cuftoms of the primitive church, as Fohn of
Tordun’s Scots Chron. 1. 3. Cap. 8. teftifies ; and
which form of church goiernment was reftored op
the reformation from Popery in the fifteenth and fix-
tecnth century. ¢ Uhe sreat rule and pattern of re-
formation which our reformess obferved, (fays tl:a
Rev. John Willifon, Secaders Teft. p. 4.) was the
word of (GoDp, and the praltice of the apaftolic church-
es thercin recorded, into which they wmade very nar-
raw and impartial inquiry, their fearches beiug attend-
ed with carneft prayers to Gop for the light ard teach-
ing
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ing of the fpirit, and comamunication of counfels with
other nations. After all which travel, ;hg, agreed
upon a platform of church government and difcipline,
in a due fubordination of kirk feffions, prefbyteries and
fynods unto general affemblics, as appears from our
books of difcipline.” , -
Thhis mode of governirent they ever fince have re-
tained, excepting the fpace of about ninety years, foon
after King James the fixth came to the thione, frem
the year 1597 to_16¢38, when King William took the
adminiftration : During which, the church of Scot-
Jand was grievoully harrafled by the tyranny of the
Kings and Bifhops, epifcopacy being cftablithed in
Scotland by law, and multitudes of minifters turned
sut for refufing fubmiffion to them and adhering to
Prefbytery, and the people flaughtered by lawlefs fol-
diers, withoutjudge or jury, even for the great crime of
worfhipping Gob in their houfcs.  Yet they had fomée
light breaking in upon them for about twelve years dur-
ing this time, viz. from 1638 to 1650,in which, reforma-
tion from grofs corruption and tyranny feemed to revive.
But aficr the reftoration by Kjng William, there
" hath not been uny confiderable alteration in their
church order to this day. And though there arc fome
things in thgt church which are grievous to the peo-
ple and juftly offenfive to \Gop, partigularly patronages,
and which moultitudes of both minifters and peopld
groan under, Fut which cannot be cured without the
concurrence of the King and Parliament ; yet they
have bheen and ftill are preferved in a great depree of
peace, and purity of doftrine, by meansof their ex-
cellent governmenit.  And although there are among
them fome minifters fufpeéted of holding falfe doc-
trines, and many doubtlefs are fccretly friends’to cr-
ror ; yet they dare not poifon thcir people by openly
preaching them, lefl they fheuld expofe themfclves to
the cenfures ¢ their judicatories. By this means er-
ror is prewerird even from taking root 1n many inftan-
ces ; or at leafll from raifing its baleful head above, or
By the fide of truth, to public view, The righteons jie
, e
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this and rojo:ce, and iniquity floppeth ber mouth. Y ea, re-
drefs being fe calily obtained, immoral, unchriftian and
uncharitable behaviour is nipt in the bud.

[ am fenfible of the common objection thefe of La-
titudinarian principles make againft this, viz. That it
prevents free enquiry after truth, and ties down mi-
nifters and others to preach and receive no doCtrines
contrary to the public ftandards. But this will hold
as good againft any reftraint laid on moral conduct ;
for a diverfity in which confcience is often pleaded,
as well as in doltrines,  Thefe who would fee all ob-
jeftions againft uniformity in dotrine in the church,
fairly and cenclufively anfwercd, may confult Aslsam
Dunlap’s large preface to the Weftminfter confefion of
faith, - j

To thefe inftances I may with juftice add the
churches in New-York,New-Ferfey, Pennfylvania, Ma-
ryland, Virginia and the Garolinas which are under the u-
nited Synods of New-Yoré and Philadelphia,among whem
is preferved, by the bleflings of Gop on the prefbyterian
difcipline, a very happy union and communion ; igno-
rant, carelefs, erroncous, and immoral men kept out
from the miniftry, or if found fuch, are depofed, pri-
vate and more public grievances redrefled, contending
paities reconciled, and vicious and uncharitable con-
duct -omparitively fcldom feen, becaufe all know how
afily and effectually fuch conduét may, and probably
will, be difcountenanced and punifhed. |

To call this tyranny, is to cncourage licentioufnefs
and oppofe all rulc and order which reftrains the:lufls
of men,

Ii the above inftances are fet to view in comparifen
with the Platform churchaes, the difference muft eafily
eppear. A few particulars may illuftrate this,

1. In thefe churches, church-meetings, 1. 8. meet-
ings of the brotherooud, are almoft univerfally found
to gender flrife and contention when any parties are to

¢ tiied by them. 1 have often heard it incntioned a-
" meng themfelves as a proverb, Church matings are

church dividings.  "['his is avoided by having matters
foard by atellion, 2. In
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3. In thefe churches, there being ne fubordination
of judicatories, the grofleft errors may, and it is to be
feared altually do, prevail in fome churches, and there
1s no proper means of reclaiming them, nor of with-
drawing from their communion. By this means
Calvanifts, Arians, Socinians, Pelagians, Arminians,
&c. are under a kind of neceflity ot holding commu-
nion with each other ; and if any fhall dare to with-
draw from errorifts, they muft do it on their own pri-
vate opinion of them, by which they expofe themfelves
to the cenfure of ethers for uncharitablenefs, Hence
it is that error in dodtrine fo generally prevails, and
many minifters, as well as churches, run into the armi-
nian opinions which are fubverfive of the glorious gof-
pel of the grace of Gop, on which the reformation
was. built. That this is the cafe in this government is
too notorious to need any proof. And what can be
done agreable to the platform, by thofe who are griev-
ed th;reby, to cure this fatal difeafe, or ftop the conta-

iqn !

8 The moft ecroneous minifters and churches muft
remain in communion with the moft orthodox, and
no error or diforder is a fufficient. difqualification.
Corrupt and erroneeus men may be and are admitted
into the facred miniftry ; and if thefe that are' found
in the faith reject them, it is cafy to pick a council
that will admit them withouy anv cxamination.
Hence it is no uncemmon thing in thefe churches to
hear minifters apenly preach thofe do€trines which are
utterly fubverfive of the common faith profefled by the
churches formerly, and poifon their hearers with the
moft deftrutive errors, which fuit the carnal hearts of
men, and for which they have a vafly keener appetite,
than for the foul-humbling truths of the pure gofpel of
CHRIST.

I know it may be faid that the third way of com-
munion in the platform, provides a remedy againft
this, This is true in part, and happy had it been for
thefe churches if that rule had heen carefully atiended
to . But et 1t be obferved,

(1. That




[ 87 ]

(1.) That this conftitutes a judicature with as ab-
folute authority as is cver claimed by Piefbyterians,
and therefore 1s as tyrannical as any thing in their
government, o

(2.) The procefs is fo difficult, and the expence
attending it (o great, that it muft fall of itsown weight,
and in faét it hath fallen, and is now, and hath been
for muny years wholly fallen, and been laid afide in
thefe churches : So that it has no more eftet, than if
it never had bagn inferted in the platform.

Mr. Wije and others, may therefore boaft as they
plealc ¢ that thefe churches have diftinguifhed them-
felves from all the world by their fingular regard both
to the faith and practice of religion ;" yet it is evident
from {tubborn faéts,that this purity is {carce to be found,
or to fay the lcaft, there is a fad defedtion from it,
which is naturally foftered by the very government
he would by this purity, demonftrate to be of Gobp, as
it fets no fufhcient guard againft fuch defection.

The more pure the faith and practice of thefe church~
es were in Mr. /#3/e’s time, the clearer is the evidence
that his boafted form of government is not of Gob,
fince, in the fhort fpace of fixty years, a flood of er-
rors and errorifts have crept into and now openly infeft
the church ; and in defiance of all the boafted govern-
ment, run at large, without any feafible means of
driving them out ; {o that nothing now remains, but
to lct them alone to ravage and devour the vineyard of
the L.orD, and to countenance them by holding com-
munion without diftintion, or glig. to leave the field
whole walls arc, not fo much broken down, as the
arc originally infufficient to guard againft thefe de-
vourers, and to feek for a pafture more fecure and bet-
ter fcnced againft them. |

3. Cempare the prefbyterian churches and thefe, in
point of union, peace and harmony, and it is eafy to
fce, that fo far as thefe things are any proof in favour
of a form of governmnent, the prefbyterian hath the ad-
vantage. That there arc men of corrupt minds among
prelbyterians, and many whe act diforderly and ca;mot

¢
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be governed by the beft conflitution, is allewed , and
alio that many things take place among them which
are wrong, divifive, and dithonouring to Gop. But
this is owing either to ignorance or perverfcnefs in
men, whereby they deviate from the prefbytegizn rules,
and will not be governed by them ; and not to the go-
vernment itfelf, which makes provifion for the prefér-
vation of juftice, peace and truth, as far asitis poflible
for any form of government to provide. It is to bela-
mented that there is fo much diforder #hder the beft
forms of government, and particularly that the divifi-
ons and irregularities which have taken place among
the prefbyterians in New-England have given fo much
occafion to their enemies to reproach them: Yet the
prevalence of thefe evils among them, more than a-
mong other prefbyterians is owing to feveral caufes.

(r.) They are furrounded by independents who are
no friends to Prefbytery, and who are difpofed ta
- prompt people to difcontent, and fill their minds with
prejudices againft it.

(2.) Many of the Presbyterians have been accuf-
tomed to independency, and are unacquainted with the
excellent rules of prefbyterian government, and fo are
more propenfe to diforder ; which is not to be imputed
to presbytery but to independency.

(3.) But above all, the weaknefs of the prefbyteri-
an intereft and the fmallnefs of the numbers that ef-
poufeit, is a cau{e of the diforders which prevail :
Mence fome both minifers and people, venture to breal.
over its excellent ruddl. knowing that they fhall fall
under the cenfure of bikt a few ; while they fhall be
applauded by many. And as this makes ufe of ro
weapons but fuch as are {piritual, {» it can oblige nonc
by coercive power, to conform to its rules.

But flill there is by means of this government,
where it is in ufe, 2 very happy union anf commutii-
on in the churches, and a great degree of purity in
dotrine, and peace among the pcople maintained.
This is a2 manifeft fact, not only in Holland, Geneva,
Framnce and Seotland, but alfe in all the churches in

New -Yorr,
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1 New-York, and to the fouthward ; which are ge-
n“ully prctbyterum. Vouchers for this 1 need not
bring, as all acquainted with thofe churches kunow the
truth of 1t,

Butview the {tate of things in the platform churches.
Not only do errors prevail, but dreadful divifions and
breakings to pieces. It would be tedious to give &
Liftory of the ill confequences of this govermmnent,

which have taken place i this province, as to divifi-
¢y 1 fhall only mention a recent inftance.

[h the town  of Bolton, fome of the people, by
{>me means were difaffedted with their paftor the Rev.
Mr. Gofs, whether on good grounds or not I cannot

tell ; be thatas it may, “the dnaﬁldcd by forne mcans,
without the confent of Mr. Gofs, procured 2 mecting
ot a majority of the brethren, and behind their pai—
tor’s back, procceded to put a vote for his dii’mi{ﬁon,
wmch was carried in the affirmative by a m'gorxtv of
:12 3 1. ¢ there were fifty-one male members in the
¢ hurch though probably not all prefent, of thefe
tweinty- “fix voted his difiniflion. Upon this they cal-
jed another man on probation, and fometime after in-
vited a ouncil to fettle him. The council finally re-
rufcd—But fome of the minifters and churches be-
m=: of a different mind, the church afterwards in-
vited them, and they p rocccded to an inftalment.
And yet this muit be allowcd to be orderly, and there
15 no way in thefe churches to manifeft any proper dif-
annrobatien of this condudt, but all muff hold com-
munion with them, or fet up their private judgmens
to act by.

In Salem alfo, one of the brethren conceived an of-
ence at his paftor ; and while he was perfectly igno-
rant of it, the member went about privately and aftern-
bled the brethren of the church, and there publifhed
what he conceived to be matter of offence: For thix
the paftor dealt with him as being guilty of the breach
ot the command of CHRisT, Mat, xviii. 15.—If th
brother trefpafs againft theey go "and tell bim bis Sfuuit be-
cror thes wnd bim aloney &c. and obtaining no {atiz-

\ . g
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fallion, it was finally laid before the brotherhood,
who voied that the member was not faulty tor publith.
ing a private fault, without taking the fteps dirccied

_to by CHrIsT, Mat. xviii. 15.  And yet there is no
authoratative way of redrefing fuch errors ; snd the
confequence has been a gencral uneafinefs, and con-
tention, and fuch a fire kindled which is likely to
burn up all harmony and peace, unlefs the Lerp in
mercy appear, 1a a fupernatural way to extinguifh it
pr fome more, effetual meafures be taken than the
platform leads te,

4. As to the pradtice of true and pure religion, it
is not only vain and affuming, but falfe to boaft that
thefe churches, tranfcend the prefbvterian churches
in Europe or America.  Yet there 1s great caufe for
Jamentation, that, even where the doCtrines of the gof-
pely and good difcipline moft prevail, and are fecured
in the beft manner, there is too little ot the practice of
godlinefs.  Sound docrine and the beft difcipline
cannot renew men’s hearts,“they can only inform the
iudgment and regulate the outward behaviour ; and
cven thefe cffecls are too rare through an inattention
io inftruction, and the raging lufts of men, which of-
wen break over all the bounds appointed by Gob, to
reitrain them, though duly applied by the church.

'Thus [ have contidered the feveral topies of argu -
ment winich Mr. 727 /e boafts of as affording demon-
ftration in favour of the Cambridge platform. And
now it is left te the candid reader to judge of the force
of his demanyirations,  "I'his [ will be bold to fay, that
ke that can defend the Cambridge Platform as confo-
nant, cither to the word of Gobp, or to rcafon and the
comuson fenfe and feclings of mankind ; or as confift-
ent with atfelf, will perform as notable a work as Auge-
x5 did, and will be entitled to the uncommon charac-
ter of a reconciler of perfet encmics and palpable contra-
diciions.

Asto Mr. I7if’s reply in fatie, it is too full of
Lombaft and religious ribaldry, to deferve any further
anfiver. May a merciful Gop fave thefe churches

fam
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irom fuch a fpirit of Koraifin as that author endea-
voured to infpire. Surely this muft be as provoking
to Gop, as the fame {pirit was in thofe whe
{aid to Mofes and Aaron, Ye take tas much upon
you feeing all the congregation are holy cvery ome of
them, ‘and the Lord is among them . 1V herefore then lift
you up yourfelves abyve the congregation of the Lord ?
Numb. xvi. 3. The fearful end of thofe men is left
on facred record as a folemn warning to all generati-
ens not to imitate them. And thdugh under the
mildnefs of the gofpel difpenfation, Gop decs not
punifh men in this life, in fo fignal a manner, for their
daring impictics, as he did under the legal ; yet the
{in is not lefs, but really more aggravated, as we have
greater light, and alfo thofe inftances of divine venge-
ance fet up as beacons to warn us againft fuch prac-
tices. And have we not reafon to believe that the
prevaience of this fpirit, which hath robbed CurisT
of his glory as King in thefe churches, is one among,
if not the foremoft of, thofe fins which have brought
down the heavy judgments of Gop en this province,
which we are now groaning under. May Gop gra-
cioufly convince all of the truth on this head, and ac-
complifh a reformation of all that is amifs,

CCNCLUSION.
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CONCLUSTION

Reprefenting the Prefbyterial Government
n its Beautv and Exccllcncy° Chiefly
extra®ed from the Lenden ’\/hmﬁcrs
Vindication,

GNORANCE of the nature of Prefbyterian
§ government which prevails in general through
I\ew-Lngland 1s onc chier caufe of the nppoﬁtl(:,l
it meets with. And I cannot but think that were
people well acquainted with it, the moft of their pre-
judices apaindt it would vamlh I am fenfible there
are fome who are encmics to all difcipline and govern-
ment in the church,who will of courle prefer that form
of overnment, which is moft lax, and fartheft from
all order ; but I hope this libertine opinion is not
predominant through the Jand : There are many 1
truft who are more friendly to CHRr1sT, and to Zion,
and wifh to fee CurisT fet on his throne in his king-
dom on earth, in the exercife of a godly difcipline ~nd
ciofz adherence to the laws and orders of his houfe,
and many fuch, I doubt not, are warm fricnds of the
platform and averfe to prefbyterianifm, who yet may
with to ice better order than is in thefe churches, and
by a candid confideration of the nature and order of
the pretbyterian government, may be led to fec that it
is not ounly more agicable to holy writy, but alfo to
reafon and commonr fenfe, and better (.alcu]atcd to an-
fwer all the intentions of government in the church.
Lot fuch confider the fol lowmfr thinge. '
[. The prefbyterian fortn of government hath been
the ituit of many praycrsand deep refearches into the
word of Gop.  Thonfands of the godly in England
intue days of Queen Llizaleth and King Fames 5 and

i Scotlind in their 08 refenaation {rom popLry, as
o1
V.
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well as in Geneva, Holland and France, were fervent
in prayer for direction in the important point of fet-
tling a platform of church government, Many know-
ing chriftians and faithful minifters not only prayed
much for a reformation in difcipline in England, but
ailo fuffered for holding and prallifing the Prelbyte-
rian form of government, as appcars by the writings
ot thofe times. They could not comply with a deni-
al of the kingly power of JEsusCHRIsT in his church,
and therefore were forely perfecuted.  And fhall we
dcpife that which comes to us fimming in the prayers and
bised of (3OD’s precicus faints ? "I'his argument, I con-
fefs 1s not fully conclufive, but it is more than a bal-
fance to one drawn from the fame topic, by Mr. 727/,
Vind.p.74. by how much the numbers of praying and
{uffering faints were greater, and their fuftering and con-
{tancy longer and firmer, than thofe who compiled the
Cambridge Platform, -

{I. The Prefbyterian government is no new
thing : For,

(1.} All the churches, reformed from popery, em-
bruced this form of government, excepting thofe
whofc reformation was modled by the power of their
rulers, whofe ambition, joined with a prejudice that
there mult be fome fupreme head of the church on
earth, prompted them to adopt and eftablith fome dif-
ferent form.  This was the cafe in England and fome
othicr places. But wherever the reformation was not
modled by the ambition of princes, there the Prefby-
terian government was received.  And as we naturally
ran from one extremc to another, [o thc exceeding ty-
ranay of the Bifhops in England, drove many pious
and fuffering faints to the extreme of independency.

(2.) It is not new to toe word of (30D ; in which
are found all the fubftantials of this government.
I'or,

1. T'he fcripture holds forth a church confifting of
divers congregations, as the church at Jepufelem, An-
tioch, &c. 1 which there were many particular
charches, as appears from the great number of beliey-
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wis there, the church at Jerufalem confifting of at
leaft fix thoufand in about three months after
CHRrisT’s afcention ; and probably of more than
twenty thoufand when the caufe of the church of
Antioch was laid before the Synod in Jerufalem.
Adts xv. and yet it is called enly the church at Jern-
falem, which thews that many churches were unitcd
into one confociation or pre{bytery.

2. Thefcripture alfo mentions (ynods with ecclefi-

aftical authority, A&s xv.
3. Subordination of congregations unto fynods,
with appeals thereto, Deut. xvii. 8—12. 1I. Chron.
xix. 8, 10, 11. ¢ Appeals (faith Dr. Whitaker)
are of divine and natural right, and certainly very ne-
ceflary in every fociety, becaufe of the iniquity and
ignorance of judges.” And even Mr. #ije allows of
appeals by divine appointment, Vind. p. §4. ‘¢ There
are feveral removes of the action (in the diretion,
Mat. xviii. 15—18.) from one hearing to another ;
as though it go from an inferior to a fuperior fef-
fions, and CHRIST was here in this precept, fettling
inferior and fuperior aflizes in his kingdom.” ‘T'here
1s as good reaion that a church fhould be fubordinate
to greater aflemblies, as that a brother fhould be fub-
ject to the church. And he who denies the fubordi-
nation of a church to a prefbytery or fynod and ap-
peals thereto, virtually afierts thefe three things.

1. That the government of CHRIsT’s church un-
der the gofpel, is a government direltly contrary to
the light of nature, making the fame men parties and
final judges in their own caufe.

2. That the government of the church in the old
Teftament was more equal and juft than under the
new.

3. That CurisT hath appointed no cffectual me.
thod of healing the fcandals of an oftending church,
or at leaft, one morc cffcétual for an offending bro-
ther than an oftending congregatisn.  All which
arc high refletions on the kingly office of CHRisT.

IIT. The
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[II. The prelbyterial government challangeth ne
power over men’s bodies or eftates, It meddleth not
with civil affairs ; itis purely fpiritual, difpenfling the
keys of the Angdom of Heaven, notof earth, and there-
fore is not tyrannical,

IV. It is not a domineering, majecftcrial govern-
ment, lording it over the confcience, or requiring &
flavith fubjection to its decrees, with implicit and
blind obedience. There is no more obedience requir-
ed to the decrees of Synods, than the independents
clum to the decrees of a particular church.

V. ltis not a government that doth rob particular
congregations of thsir juft rights or privileges, but
helps and ftrengthens them ; it is not extrinfical but in-
trinfical to the church, confifting of the paftors and
clders of each congregation. It allows all congrega-
tions to be cqual, and all minifters equal, no one fu-
perior to another, by any divine right.

Sofar as it is diftinét from congregational, it con-
fifteth of divers fifter churches combined by mutual
confent, and governing one another in matters of mu-
tual concernment, by the common agrement of paf-
tors and elders, agreable to that approved maxim, that
which belongs to all, muft be managed by all. Yet no go-
vernment in the world is fo juft, but by abufe may
prove tyrannical. |

To illuftrate this. The prefbyterial government is
like the government of a city by the common councit
wherein there are common council men, fent from every
ward, to judge of matters that concern the good of the
whole city, which certainly tends to the good of the
whole. Whereas the independent gevernment is juft as
if every ward thould undertake to govern itfelf, gy the
judgment of all the voters, divided from all other
wards, and not under the authority of the common-
council. -

VI. Add to this, The prefoyterial government
gives to the brotherhood and all the people of particu-
lgr congregations, all that is by CTHrisT left them.

ar,
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o 1. It allows every congregation a particular elder -
1ps

2. It impofes on no congregation a minifter whe
is not the fubjeét of their own free choice.

3. Tt allows the congregational elderthip to judge
of all matters which concern that particular church,
with an appeal from their judgment to the prefbytery.

4. In the great cenfurc of excommunication, it
{ays that it is not to be executed againft the confeat of
that particular church, te which the party belongs.
And in all otiier matters of importance, it hath great
rcfpect to that congregation which is particularly con-
cerned therein.  And therefore does not rob, but as a
main pillar, fupports and upholds congregational go-
vernment, e. g.

1. Whena congre ation 1s deftitute of a minifter,
the neighbouring mmi%lcrs of the claffis help what they
can to fupply that defect by fending fupplics, and ad-
vifing to proper perfons for their choice.

2. When there is an infufficient elderfhip, the
Prefbytery contributes light and ftrength.

3. When the elderfhip err in doétrinc or practice,
the Prefbytery help to convince them of their error,
which the people are not ordinarily able to do; or to
remove them if incorrigible.

4. When a member is wronged by his elderfhip, the
prefbytery or fynod contribute aid and relief. For

VII. This government is fo far from tyranny,
that it is the greateft bulwark againft it ; for it is &
city of refuge for all that are.opprefled in their parti-
culjglr churches, to fly unto, and thcre be tried by men
difinteretted 1n the cafe.

What a contraft to this is the government in the
platform churches ? For,

1. In thefe, when a brother thinks himfelf injured
by the judgment of the major part of the church, he
is fhut up, and neither he, nor the minor part, have
any authoritative way of relief, but the third way of
communion, the difficultiecs and expence of which
make it next te impra&icable. Dut the prefbyterial
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governmerit is not only a Zear, an ark of fafety for the
wronged to fly to, but is eafy of accefs, and without
expence. QGive Jeave for this example. Suppofe all
corporation towns fhould plead a power independent of
the gencral court, and challenge to be unaccountable ;
would not this make as many general courts as there
are towns ¢ And it a perfon thould be injured by a ma=
jor part of the town, muft he not be without remedy,
And would net fuch a claim prove, that fuch towns,
as fhould plead for this, would be petty tyrants if they
could. Sc it is i this cale.

The Cambridge Platform, as praftifed upon, and
as cxplained by Mr. /#3fe; Rep. p. 49. isa fpiritual
corporation, independent of all ecclefiaftical aflemblies
in point of church power. 'The pope claims powgr
over all church-affemblics 3 and this crieth down all
church-afflomblies with power, and pleads exemptien
from them @ But is not this, that in the mean time
they may become abfolute, and make every church a
petty tyrant ¢

“T'here are many great defects in this government, a
few of which [ will mention.

1. Thereis na authoritative way to relieve a brother op=
preffed by a major part ¢f the church 5 which makes the
kingdom of Heaven under thenew T'eftament, not on-
ly inferior, but mere tyrannical than the Jewifh go-
vernment which had the liberty of appcals.

2. There is no way to heal a major part of a church
when fallen into tundumentalerrors ; only as before ex«
cepted @ and therefore,

3. ‘[hete is no way in which the orthodox and re-
gular can orderly withdraw communien from erroneous
and diforderly churches, &c.

VIiI.  ac Pretbyeerial government, as it tends to
the hurt ¢ none, o ittends to the good edification and
falety of il “Iacre are three chiet ends of it,

1. Toieep the chrrches of CHRIST in unity among
themfelves, and cultivate acquawntance and brotherly
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2. To keep thon pure. It is CHRIST's fan te blow
away the chaff from his floor. .

3. To keepthemin the truth. This tendsto weed out
herefies and falfe do&rines ; and whereever it has
prevailed, it has, in a great meafure prevented the in-
creafe of falfe doftrincs, and is a moft effectual defence
againft popery.

“Thus I have endeavoured to give a fair and candid
anfwer to Mr. #ife’s Vindication of the New-Eng-
Jand churches : and tc reprefent fome cf the advan-
tages of the Prefbyterian goveinment, and fhew alfa
that the cry of tyranny is much more applicable to the
former than the latter. And I flatter myfelf that the
candid reader will fee, that Mr. #i/e’s defence, as well
as the thing dcfended, has net its foundation either in
Scripture, reafon, the laws and, light of nature, anti-
quity, or the common feafe and feclings of mankind.
And on the othcr hand, that the presbyterian govern-
ment is not only agreable to common fenfe, and tends
to fecure the liberties and privileges of all who fubmit
to it as far as can be hoped for in this world ; but that
the chief and cffential parts of it are foundcd in the
holy fcriptures as well as in the eternal reafon of things.
If {o, he muft at leaft wifh that this form of govern-
ment may prevail, and that the whole land might be
united, to fet CHRIST on his throne in Zion, that his
name might be one, and the church become fair as

the moon, clear as the funy and terrible as an army with
banners,
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