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PREFACE.

themfelves by impofing unferiptural
terms of religious communion upon

the members of their church, are very -
unjuftifiable ; more than Plato was, whe
‘would fuffer no man to enter his fchool,
who was unacquainted with geometry, as
1s clear from this infeription  that_was
wrote upon the door of hgg {chool, Nemo
geometrie ignarus ingreditor: This is the
cafe of thefe minifters who call themfelves
the reformed prefbytery in the Church of
Scotland ; the terms of communion that
they have publifhed to the world are fo
narrow, that the author of the enfuing
print hath admired that (fo far as he
knows) no remarks have been made upon
them; and ke being perfwaded, that there
is a great difference betwixt the terms of
minifterial and chriftian communion, and
being convinced of the unreafonablenefs
of making them of equal latitude and
extent in refpect of articles of faith as the
refermed prefbytery have done, was moved
- A2 to

SUCH as make finful inclofures about
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to publith to the world the following ani-
madverfions upon the terms of their com.-

munion, efpecially upon that part of it

which is termed chriftian communion.

In regard an acknowledgment of the
obligation of the folemn league is made a
term of religious communion by the Re-
formed Fretbytery, though the author
doth not approve fuch an ufe to be made
of that covenant, yet he hath taken an
occafion to remove the miftakes of many
who caft groundlefs afperfions upon it
becaufe the word extirpate is a rough,
harfh and coarfe teim, they alledge that
the folemn league did not only allow but
oblige people who did fwear it, to offer
violence to the perfons of prelates, which
18 a great miftake, as s thewn afterwards :
Such as underfland the difference betwixt
the abfiract and concrate, know that pre-
lacy is the abftra@ of the word prelate ;
the Solemn League obliged to remove on-
ly prelacy or prelatical government out of
the churches in Britain and Ireland, bat
not to banifh prelates ont of thefe lands ,
they were not obliged to fly out of thefe
lands, as the Puritans were obliged to fiy
out of England, becaufe they had not
clearnefs to fubmit to the act of unifor-
mity, and thefe terms of communion that

were
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were termed wholfome {everities : Hiftory
informs us that many families were ruineg
by imprifonments and banifhment, and
other feverities, for refuﬁng to fubferibe
bithop Whitegift’s new articies, I do not
find that any fuffered 1, much hardthip,
cruelty and leverity for refufing to fwear
the Solemn League, as many did for re-
fufing to fubferibe bithop Whitegift's ar.
ticles.

The author alfo hath takeq an oppor-
tunity to re®ify a miftake that fome who
believe the obligation of the Solemn League
and Covenant feem to labour under, name-
ly, thatall in Britain ang Ireland are obliged
by it to cleave and adhere to the Wep-
mintter Confeflion of Faith: We are obli-
ged by it to profefs and adhere to the re-
formed religion in the Church of Scotland,
and to endeavour the reformation of re.
hgion in England ang Ireland ; byt we are
ot under an explicit and formal obligati-
on to adhere to our Confeflion of Faith
by that Covenant, becaufe ¢ was fworn
before our Confeffion was compiled : Oyr
anceftors did not fwear that Covenant
With a blind implicit faith, as fome in
England did fwear the et catera oath, or as
bithop Laud wonld have had the clere
. gy
in Scotland to fivear to oblerve canons, be-

fore
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fore they faw them; they did fwear the
oath with judgment and underflanding,
to adhere to the old Confeflion of the
Church of Scotland, but not to adhere to
our Cenfeflion before they faw it; nor.
did they fwear explicitly and formally to,
adhere to if after they faw it, when they
renewed the Solemn League 1648 : So
that it was a miftake that a mm.zﬂer la~
boured under when he fignified in a let-
ter to a brother, that all in Britain and
Ireland fhould know that we are bound
and obliged by folemn oath and covenant
ic cleave to our Confeflion of Faith.

REMARKS,

¢ 7 )

ReEMarks, &,

f S every community or corporation
A hath tcrms of admiflion to the pri-

vileges of it ; fo the Church of God,
being a fpiritual corporation, hath terms
of communion that fhould be obferved and
fubmitted to, in order to be intitled to her
Privileges. Some make the terms of her

religions communion too wide, allowing a

promifcuous admiffion of all forts of chrif-
tians to church privileges ; others make
them too narrow, as Meflts. John M.
Millan and Thomas Najrn and their elders
did, when they conftituted that church
Judicatory in the Church of Scotland, which
they called the Reformed Prefbytery 1743
They at that time agreed to terms of re-
ligious communion both minifterial and
ehriftian, which were publithed to the
world 154, in a book intitled, « A fo.
* rious Examination and impartia] Survey
“ of a Print defigned the true State of the
Difference betwixt the Reformed Pref.
“ bytery and fome Brethren who lately
* deferted them, &¢c.”
Thefe terms or conditions of commy-
nion that are now publithed to the world
are
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are very exceptionable; efpecially their
terms of chriftian communion ; the firft
whereof is, their making the Weﬁm{nﬁer
Confeflion of Faith a term of chriftian
communion : ‘This term debars from
church privileges, all who are not able
with judgment and underflanding to de-
clare their affent to and belief of every ar-
ticle ‘contained in our Confeflion, which

few private chriftians are capable to do af- .
ter much pains taken upon them; for

there are fome articles in it hard to be un-
derflood by candidates for the miniftry,
much more by-illiterate perfons; fuch as,

that article in the laft claufe of the firft ,
feGion of the third chapter, yvhcrc itis ¢
faid, ‘that the liberty or contingency of -
fecond caufes is not taken away, bat ra-

ther eftablithed, (viz.) by the eternal de-
cree of God. Which: way the liberty or

contingency of fecond caufes is eftablithed -
by an eternal and unchangeable decrce

that hath determined and ordained every
event to come to pafs, is not eafily under-
ftood even by men of learning. Secondly,

Tkat article in cap. 5. fect. 2d, where itis |

afferted, that “ all things are ordered by
“ Providence to fall out according to the
“ nature of fecond caufes,either neqcffarlly,
“ freely, or contingently;” to which pro-

pofition nc man can fafely affent, until l};e
e

( 9 )

bé acquainted with the difference that is
betwixt ncceflary, free, and contingent
cavfes. Thirdly, That article in cap. 8,
{ect. 2d, concerning the myftery of our
Saviour’s incarnation; where it is aflerted,
that his godhead and manhood are infepa-
rably joined together in one perfon, with-
out converfion, compofition or confufion.
This article is levelled againft two dan-
gerous errors that arofe in the Church,
namely Neftorianifm, which maintained,
that Chrift hath two perfons fince his na-
tivity, not only his divine perfon which he
had from eternity, but alfo a human per~
fon ; becaufe he took to himfelf a true bo-
dy and a reafonable foul, which in every
mere man makes a real perfon ; and Eu-
lychianifm, which maintained, that the di-
vine and human natures of our Saviour,
were converted and compounded into one
nature. Fourthly, That article in cap. 8,

fec. 7, where it 1s faid, that by reafon of

the unity of the perfon, that which is pro-
per to one nature is fometimes in fcripture
attributed to the perfon denominated by
the other nature. This article cannot be
clearly underftood but by thofe who have
a right idea of what divines call ¢-mmau-
nicaiio ldeomatun, 1. ¢ the communication
of properties, and therefore it is very un-
reafonable to excommunicate from chrifti-

B an
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an communion. all who do not underftand -

the true fenfe and meaning of thisand the
other mentioned articles to which they
have a right in point of knowledge. If

they be acquainted with the effentials of -

chriftianity, though they be ignorant of
the true {enfe and meaning of thefe arti-

cles, the knowledge whereof is fo hard to
be obtained, that there is ground to fuf~

pet that all preachers of the gofpel do not
underftand the true fenfe and meaning of
them ; confequently the knowledge of
them fhould not be made a term of chrifti-
an communion; for doing fo, brings many

imto this ftrait, either to be a&ed by an

implicit faith, which is the effence of po-

pery, or to be excluded from ehriftian
communion, or to be obliged to defert
their profefiion.

It is, indeed, very reafonable to oblige
candidates for the miniftry to profefs and
fubferibe the Weftminfter Confeflion of
Faith, as the confeflion of their faith, be-
fore their ordination, which was made a
term of minifterial communion among

prefbyterian minifters in the North of |
Ireland 1705, but not of chriftian com-

munion ; and although the Weftmiafter
Confeffion was received by the Church of
Scotland 1647, to be the confeflion of her
faith, yet I do not find that fhe made it a

term

( )

term of minifterial communion until 16go,
much lefs of chriftian’ communion’; ac-
cordingly, Mr. Dunlop, in his Preface to
our Confeflion of Faith, faith, that there
is no A& of Aflembly, fo far as he knew,
confining the benefits of baptifm to the
belief of the {everal articles of it, and ex-
cluding from a participation of this ordi-
rance all perfons who may in {fome things
differ from us; and therefore, though the
fwearing of the Solemn League and Cove-
nant was made a term of both minifterial
and chriftian communion in the Church of
Scotland for the fpace of fixteen or {even-
teen years, yet [o far as I know, the Wefl-
minfter Confeffion was not made formally
and explicitly a term of religious commu-
nion : and I am of opinion, that the So-
lemn League was not fuch a narrow term
of communion as our Confeffion is, be-
caufe it obliged all who did {wear it, only
to endeavour the prefervation of the re-
formed religion in the Church of Scotland,
and by all lawful means the removal-of
prelatical government out of the Church,
and all erroneous principles, or whatfoever
is contrary to found dodirize, which 1s ea-
fier fincerely and faithfully to endeavour
to do, tham it is to illiterate Chriftians to
underftand fome articles in our Confeflion;
and though we are obliged by the ISolemn

: 2 .cague
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League to adhere to all the do&trines con-
tained in the Weftminfter Confeffion, be-
caufe they are founded upon, and are
agrecable to the word of God, yet we are
not under a formal and explicit obligation

to adhere to them until we fubfcribe our
faith or belief of them; becaufe this Con- °

cflion of Faith was not compiled when
the Solemn League was fworn, nor is there
any mention made of it when the Solemn
League was renewed in 1648 ; fo that it
1s very uncharitable to think that our an-
ceftors did {wear to adhere to the Weft-
minfter Confeflion before they faw it, as

fome feem to think fo, elfe they think that

the Confeflion was compofed before the
Solemn League was fworn, which is a
wrong way of thinking, which proceeds
from unacquaintednefs with the hiftory of
that time.

Now from what hath been faid it clear-
ly appears, that the Weftminfter Confeffi-
on was never made a term of chriftian

communion by the eftablithed Church of

Scotland, nor by the prefbyterian Church

in Ireland ; and therefore it is moft un- !
reafonable to oblige private -Chriftians to -
profefs the faith and belief of as many ar-

ticles of faith, in order to be admitted to
church privileges, as it is to oblige candi-
dates for the miniftry to do before they be

received
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received into minifterial communion, and
the care of fouls be committed to them.

"The fecond exceptionable term of their
chriftian communion is, their making an
acknowledgment of the perpetual obliga-
tion of the Solemn League and Covenant
a term of it: I look upon that Covenant
to be obligatory upon Britain and Ireland,

in fo far as it contains moral duties, for all

Chriftians do own the perpetual obligation
of the moral law; and I never faw any
thing in it contrary to or inconfiftent with
the Law of God and the praice of the
Jewith Church;. and as parents have a
right and power, and are allowed by God
to dedicate themfelves and their children
to God when their children are baptifed,
and then come under folemn promifes and
engagements to bring them up in the fear
of God, and to lay a good example before
them ; and as thefe promifes and engage-
ments are binding upon children when
they come to the exercie of reafon, fo I
look upon the Solemn League to be bind-
ing upon poiterity, becanfe it contains no-
thing but moral duties, and becaufe our
covenanting anccitors had (in my judg-
ment) as good a right to dedicate not onl
themfelves to the fervice of God, but alfo
their pofterity. as the Ifraelites had, to
devote their children by a folemn vow to
the
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the fervice of God, Lev. xxvii. 5. (fee
Pool’s judgment upon that place;) and be-
caufe the Rechabites looked upon the in-
junction to be binding that their father
Jonadab laid upon them to abRain from
wine, waich injunllion they faithfully
obeyed, for which they obtained the di-
vine apprabation, . fer. xxxv.

Now, fince the Lord did approve of
their being perfwaded that their father
Jonadab’s commanding them to do a
thing that was not a moral duty, was
obligatory upon them, much more ob-
ligatory is a covenant upon pofterity that
fathers make, in their own name ard in
the name of their pofterity, with God, to
keep his commands, and to perform moral
duties : and as the Rechabites did imitate
the good example of their father Jonadab
in his temperance, (and doubtlefs in other
virtues) fo it is the indifpenfible duty of
all the children of religious parents ta
come up to their fpiritual attainments ;
they are obliged to do fo by their bap-
tifinal vows and engagements: and nati-
onal covenants that are made for the de-
fence and prefervation of truth, and to
lift up a publick teftimony againft errors,
are fuperadded obligations to perform our
baptifmal covenant and keep the Law of
God, Pf. cxix. 106. and confequently I

look
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look upon the Solemn League and Cove-
nant, which obliges only to moral duties,
to be binding upon Britain and Ireland ,
for it is a moral duty to extirpate all forts
of error out of the Church relating to
doirine, worfhip, difcipline and govern-
ment, i. e. to remove by lawful means, all
errors in doctrine, idolatry and fuperftiti-
on, will-worfhip and human inventions
in the worthip of God, and prelacy in the
government of the Church, and tyranny
in the exercife of difcipline. The Solemn
League obliges to do thefe things,not by fin-
ful methods, but in the ufe of lawful means,
not by injuring mens perfons or offering vi-
olence to them, as is clear from the Englith
parliament’s ordering the fifth part of the
bithop’s livings to be given them when pre-
lacy was demolifhed and removed out of
the Church, and from an exhortation that
was publithed to the world Feb. g, 1643-4,
to take the Solemn League and Covenant,
and was ordered by the Englith parliament
to be printed, wherein are thefe words,
“ Nor is any man hereby bound to offer
“ any violence to their perfons, but only
“ in his place and calling to endeavour
“ their extirpation in a lawful way.”

But though I believe the obligation of
the Solemn League, yet I have not clear-
nefs to allow the acknowledgment of that

obligation
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obligation to be made a term of chriftiar

communion, becaufe I have light to keep

communion with many who are not fen-
fible of that obligation, and yet have a
right to it by the term of communion that
is made by the Apofile Paul, Rom. xv. 7.

A third exceptionable term of theid
chriftian communion, is an acknowledge-
ment of the divire right of prefbyterian
church government : this is indeed one of
the proper terms of minifterial communi-
on, but it thould not be made a term of
chriftian communion, becaufe the mofl
part of private chriftians are not acquaint-
ed with the controverfies that have con-
tinued very long among prefbyterians and’
prelatifts, and independants, concerning
the proper form of church government;
and the determination of thefe debates ic
not eflential to falvation ; and many arc
in a ftate of favour with God in the pre-
latical and independent churches, and
confequently thould not be excluded from
chriftian communion.

A fourth exceptionable term of chriftian
communion is, the owning and acknow-
ledging all the faithful teftimonies and ear-
neft contendings of the martyrs under the
late perfecutions, and of fuch as have fuc-~
ceeded them in the maintenance of the
{elf fame teftimony, and particularly of the

renovation

( 7))
renovation, of the covenants at Auchan-
thaugh, 1712, and at Craford John, 1745,
as agreeable to the Word of God, Confefli-

“on of Faith, and Catechifins larger and

fhorter, and Covenants national and So-
lemn League. _
This is a very uncharitable condition of
religious communion, for it excommurli=
cates all perfons from both minifterial and
chriftian communion who difapprove of the
anti-government fcheme, or own the pre-
fent civil government. This term of com-
munion doth virtually and materially ex-
communicate Chrift and his Apoftles, who
did own the civil government under which
they lived, that countenanced and fup—
ported the moft abominable kinds of ido-
latry, which our prefent government loaths

‘and abhors. Secondly, it excommunicates

the Earl of Argyle and Mr. James Guthry,
and other martyrs, who are named 1in
Naphtali. Thirdly, it excommunicates all
the Nobility and Minifters of the Church
of Scotland who admitted King Charles IL
to the exercife of his regal power by crown-
ing him ; for William Cuthill did, proteft
and bear teflimony againft them all at his
death, as is clear from the Cloud of W]’E—
nefles, page 111. F ourthly, it excommuni-
cates all the Minifters of the Church of Scot-
land who were termed publick Refolution-
ers, among whom WCEF {ome of the greatcij’;

; and
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and beft Minifters in that Church, fuch as
Meflrs. Baily, Douglafs, Dickfon and Hut-
chifon.  Fifthly, it juftifies the way and
manner of taking away Biihop Sharp’s life,
Sixthly, it juftifies the lawfulnefs and ex-,
pediency of Sanquher and Rutherglen’s
declarations, wherein war was proclaimed
againft the civil government by a fmall-
handful of people, which at leaft was a ve-
ry imprudent action, condemned by our
Saviour, Matt. x. 16. Luke xiv. 31, 325
that proclamation of war, and the Bithop's
death did irritate and provoke the govern-
ment to make the perfecution hotter than
it was before : Our Saviour allowed his
difciples to fly from their perfecutors and.
hide themfelves, as he himfelf did, for a
time, and not to exafperate them by pro-.
claiming war againft them. God calls his!
people fometimes by his Providence to be;
mute and filent towards vile corrupters of
law and juffice, as Pool fpeaks upon the’
explication of Amos v. 13. Seventhly, it.
juflifies the Torwood excommunication,
whereby Mr. Cargill delivered over to the;
Devil, ina very folemn manner, fome per-!
fons who had never been members of at
prefbyterian church. Eighthly, it makes
an affent to all the contents of that which
is called the Queen’s Ferry Paper, that was’
found with Henry Hall, a’term of commu- -
nion, the heads whereof were only com-

pendifed -

- ( 19 ) |
pendiied (as'*the author of the Cloud of -
Witnefles faith, page 298) and publifhed
to the world by the author of the Hind let

: loofc, and in the appendix to the Cloud of

Witneffes: The author of that book doth
not juftify every expreflion in that Paper:
and he faith that the moft part of the fuf~
ferers did not adhere to it without the li-
mitation [in {o far as it was agreeable to
the Word of God and our national cove-
nants ;] but there is no fuch limitation

- made by the reformed Prefbytery in the
¢ terms of their religious communion ; and
. that limitation made by the fufferers was

needlefs, for we may aflent and adhere to
the Turk’s Alcoran in fo far as it is agree-
able to the Word of God : therefore thefe
martyrs who aflented and adhered to the
Queen’s Ferry paper, without any excepti-
on againft fome things contained in it t.hat
were not publithed, were a&ted by an im-
plicit faith, unlefs they had fecn them ina

. manufcript, or heard them read ; but what-

ever things they were, it feems that Mr.

| Shields did not think it expedient to pub-

lith them to the world. -
‘Now from what hath been faid concern-

. ing thefe terms of communion, it clearly

appears to me, that fome of them are un-

leriptural ; they have no foundation in the

Word of God, and confequently are human
inventions ; they are the fruit and confe-
C 2 quen o
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quence of narrow principles that are the

occafion of creating {chifms and divifions -
in the Church :, accordingly the reformed ;

Prefbytery is. now: rent and divided into. *
two parties.who will not keep communion. { |

B

with. cne another, and fome that were :

their adherents have deferted a2nd with- ¢

b

drawn their fubjettion to both forts of -

their minifters.

Secondly, It appears that fome of their
terms of communion are not only unferip-
tural but antifcriptural ;

.they are incon- *

fiftent with, and contrary to the advice and

direQion that the Apoftle Paul gave to the |
Gentile and Jewith Chriftians, to receive -
one another, notwithftanding their differ- ©

¥
H

«nt fentiments concerning the extent of i
chriftian liberty : their different fentlments.»g
and praclices laid a foundation for conten-.

tions and divifions among them, which

probably were ready to break out intoa !

dame, ta prevent which he gave neceflary

inftructions to both parties how they fhould ;

conduétand behave themfelves towards one
another; and particularly he g*vcs them this
feafonable and pacifick advice, © Where-

*“ fore receive ye one another as Chrift alfo
“ received us tothe glory of God;”

gy
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1.c. into

your love, chriftian communion and fel- ©
fowthip, after the example of Chrift, who °

hath received both believing Jews

and ;‘

Gentiles .

( 21 )
Gentiles.into a ftate of union and co
munion with himfelf, Rom. xv. 7.

Thirdly, The reformedPre{bytery s terms
of communion are inconfiftent with two ar-
ticles in our Confeflion of Faith ; the firft is
that one contained in cap. 23, fe&t. 4th,
“ Infidelity or difference in religion doth
not make void the magifirate’s juft and
legal authority, nor free the people from
thmr due obedience to him” .the other is
contained in c¢. 26, fe&. 2, Whlch treats of
chriftian communion, which as God offer-
eth opportunity, is to be extended to all
thofe who in “every place call upoa the
name of the Lord Jefus.

Fourthly, Their terms of communion
ar¢ unagreeable to the pra@clce of the pri-
mitive Chriftians in the Apofile Paul’s
time, who kept communion with one ano-
ther notwithftanding that fome errors and
{candalous praé’nces were among them, as
1s clear from the mﬁdnce of fome members
in the Church of f Corinth, who denied the
refurreCtion of the dead, 1 Cor. xv. 12, and
fome of them communicated at the Lmd 8
table in a fcandalous manner, c. xi.
22: Or the pra&ice of the primitive Carif-
tians was very unagrecable to the terms of
comniunion that are publifhed to the world
by the refcrmed Prcmvterv _

Fifthly, Their terms are inconfiftent
with the humility and felf-deniednefs. of

the

-
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the martyrs, for I am perfwaded that they
never had-a thought- of allowing an ac-
knowledgment of all their faithful teftimo-
nies to be made a term of church commu-
nion after their death; but the reformed
Prefbytery have fuch a veneration for them
as if they had been- almoft infallible in
their "teftimonies; I believe they were

affifted by the Spirit of - God to die chear-

tully for the covenanted work of reforma-
tion; but though the fubftance or moft
material parts of their teftimonies were
good. and laudable, yet I am perfwaded
that fome of them were not acceptable to
God, in 1o far as they approved of San-
quhar and Rutherglen’s declarations; and
tiis perfwaiion is ftrengthened by the ac-
Enowledgment that the Mountain People
made when they renewed their {wearing
the covenants at Lifmahago 1689 ; they
did at that time confefs and acknowledge

that they had been guilty of extravagan-
y guuty )

cies in the time of perfeeution ; which con-
feflion (as Mr. Shields faith in his book,
entitled Church Commmunion confidered,
&c.) was printed and publithed to the
world. ' : :
Sixthly, From what hath beea faid it
appears, that Mr. Mec. Millan and his
brethren (who call themf{elves the reform-
ed Prefbytery) are pretending to a greater
meafure of light and purity than ever was

profefled
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- profefled in the Church of Scotland, for

there were not {8 many terms of commu-

~nion in that Church in her pureft times.
- When our anceftors did fwear the Solemn.

League, they did fwear allegiance to a ri-

-gid prelatif, who fought againft them fe-
veral years, and yet they never did caft off

his legal authority ; and therefore M.
Mec. Millan and his brethren are charge-
able with the fame fault, that they have

~charged Mr. Hall and his brethren with,

viz. that they are pretending to carry on

- teformation to a greater height than ever
it attained to, and therefore fhould file
‘themfelves the reforming Preibytery. Sut-

vey, page 43. ,

Laftly, From what hath been faid con-
cerning thefe terms of communion it clear—
ly appears, that the moft part of private
Chriftians are acted by an implicit faith,
who give their affent to fome of them

this makes them ftronger limbs of antj. -

chrift, than thefe minifters are, whom a
minifter of the reformed Prefbytery lately
called limbs' of anti-chrift and the black
indulged. N

The reformed Prefbytery call - the
terms of communion publithed by the
Aflociates, finful and. unwairantable re-
firictions, in their A@ and Teftimony,
page 1665 which is indeed very true, bot
they are not 0 much finful reftritions

as
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as their own terms are;, and page 157, they cal

the Affociates followers their in nplicit "dherenta, \ T f\ jfl I R &

which character is as applicable to their own ad- WIT 0099, 695 V.18
‘herents. A Heathen faid, rurpe of dofioricum culpe’ t T HE

redar gumlpfzu/z i. e. it is a very unreafonable and | '

unbecoming thing for 2 man to upbraid his neigh- fR IA G E S
bour for a fault that he himfelf is chargeable with ; ;

»t 1s very natural to mankind to fee the mote in P H E ]

- their neighbour’s eye, but not the beam in their [7 R
co own, which is the fruit of feif-love that blinds the 0-
mind. And page 199, they difcover as great a ears ez 7{.

f
i

£

meafure of uncharitablenefs to all forts of prefby- ! REIN

terian minifters, who are not of their commuui- )

on, as to popifh teachers; for they call their offi- rticles, Thar a Scheme was

cial miniftrations corrupt, to which (they fay) the v of France and Spain, break
p 1 1 Separate Peace, deltroy the

k the Trade of the Wariin,

Lord hath denied-his bleffing : this they apply to
iring in the Prerender.,

Mr. Hall and his brethren, as well as to others ;

E
fo that they feem to be as unchaniable to all j alfo
prefbytenian mintlters as the Romith clergy are. b {
"['he impartial world may judge whether or not :I;_SY‘;‘A% rPuttmg in Irifpb G

. g private Leagues in
1. this narrow and uncharitable principle be agree- ire the incended Reflauration.,
Ty able to the advice that the Apoftle le gave to th othér oo a s

: . the chniftian Coloflians, chap. iil. 14, « Above all Fo rwardnels of a Rebelhou af |

- thefe things jput on chanty, which 1s the bond of ‘e of Popery in Zreland, the Occa| | -
o pbrieé‘hnefs This narrow principle {eems to be th, and th¢ Difcovery of an Im.
the original fource and fpring of the {chifms and ten out of the Treafury, and not
divifions that have {prung up among both the Affo- freﬁ:nted : ““a,
ciates and the members of the reformed Prefby- RS of G reat Brivain, 2 amﬁ; e
tery, which have weakened and difhenoured the Parh;ment » 3painih thef
work that they are appearing for, and eadeavour- fl Jrienn &

Do N: _/

v‘nd are 'to be Sold at Mr. Rohn— -
Shog, over agamﬁ' Serjeants-Inn,|

ing to fupport and carry on : it is very probable
that o church will ever enjoy peace and unity
while a tefimony againft severy little difputable
point is made a term of commuuion, v
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