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TO THE READER.

b -1 1

YOU are here presented with a reply to the arguments,
advanced by the Rev. THoyas CLELAND, in the familiar Dia-
logue between Calvin and Arminius kow far the author has
succeeded in answering those arguments, he leaves you to
judge. One thing he would here remind you of ; that to ex-
pect a display of learning or ab lities, the author does not pre-
tend to either. Yet, he flatters himself, that the arguments
he has advanced, is intitled to some weight; and that those
amongst his readers, who think and rcad for themselves, will
find the arguments of his opponent answered, and the truths
of the Gospel more clearly manifested.

In attempting these remarks, the author has felt no small
degree of selicitude. T'o act the faithful part ofan henest nhy-
sician, in probing the wound of his patient ; ard yet, in doing
this, to be tenriperate, while detecting and expasing the au-
thor’s errors, he has found te be a difficulty, not easily over-
come. Had the author never felt any personal attachment to
his opponent, as wellas many cthers who equally embrace
the same errors, the difficulty would not have Leen so great.—
Or, had the author of thc Dialogue, announced his own opini-
ons, without attempting fix a érand of infumy on the church,
of which I have the happy privilege of being a member, the
public would never have been troubled with this little trait.—
But to see Mr. Cleland represeating the MeThopisTs, lst.
as a designing set of men ; 2d. as prostituting the ordinances
of Ged ; 34. as forming a grand scheme to overturn the Pazs-
BYTERLIAN church ; 4th. as holding out friendship for sinic-
ter motives; 5th. giving to the public untrue statements of
the doctrine held by us—I say, such aconduct is so msuiting
to the feeling, and make such a deep impression of injury,
that my conflict has been to strike the medium between ton
soft a tenderness, and the resentment which such a coaduct
would naturally exci e in the mind.

From Mr. Cleland, as wcll as my readers, I beg forgive-
ness, if in somne instances I have appsared to use too much sc-
verity ; furthough I have with plainness unrcservedly stated
his errors, and their awful consequences and tendencies, I
have not wilfully wounded his feelings. And I would here
beg leave to obscrve, that I am aware I have touched the doc-
trine hzld by many, whose piety 1 highly esteem, and whose
real {riendship I hope neverto lose. I assure them, that ne-
thing but a regard for the cause of truth, which I hope T shall
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ever esteem dearer than life, could have moved me to enter
upon any point of doctrine that would tend to wound the feel-
ings ofany of my fellow creatures. And in order as much as
possible to avoid giving pain to thosc of other denominations,
who may differ from me on those points, I have principally
confined my deience to the arguments advanced by Mr. Cle-
land, in hisilliberal attack on us,asa Body. Iam aware that
some expected my reply would be against the Presbyterians ag
abody : but this would have been (in my eopinion) highly im.
proper. ‘The Boby never ought to be blamed for the acts of
an individual or two ; andI still retain my respect and esteem
for that church as abody, and entertain no doubt, that, should
I be so happy as to be counted worthy to enter the New Jeru-
salem, I sha!l there meet with many of my Calvinistic brethren,
whose holy lives and godly conversatlon has often refreshed
my soul here, and have manifested a happy inconsistency be-
tween their practices and principles.

My readers will no doubt discover many defects in compe-
sition, punctuation, &c. &c. But these will not lessen the
weight of the arguments in tle minds of judicious enqui-
rers after truth ; especially when the autiior lays no claim to
such a cegree of learning as would eaable him to prevent these
defecte. Add tothis, that he l.as been under the necessity
of stealing, asitwere, an hour or two at a time from his or-
dinary calling, to compleat the work. With these observa-
tions, he submits itinto the hands of his readers, prayirg, that
that light “which lighteth every man that cometh into the
world,” may so shine upon their minds, as to give the light
of the knowledgz of the glory of God in the face of Jesus Christ,
that they may know how to choose the good and refuse the

il.
- JESSE HEAD.
Springfield, September 6, 180s.



10 condid Enguirers after truth.

GENTLEJLN,

AN anonymous pamphiet, intitled *“A Familiar Diz-

logue between Calvin and Aminius,” which is prefaced, or

introduced, by a statemcent of diffcrences, said to exist between

the Presbyterians and Mcthodists ; and an attack made by the

author on the Methodist Government and Administration, has

induced me to address you in this manner. By the felivwing

letters you will find that the Rev. Thonwas Cleland is the au-

thor of said Dialogue ;: I have therzlore made use of his nane
as such, throughout the following sheets.

Mr. Cleland introduces the above-hinted-at diffurences, in
terms which go to involve the above-mentioned respestatle
comtaunities in a controversy of a very singular and disagrec-
able nature. Thhe part Mr. Cleland hasacted for some time
past, has no doub’ rendered him uneasy in his situatien, and
he has availed himself of this improper step to “cres? ow? gi,”
and gratify his resentment.  He thinks that the cause of disi~
nion between the Presbyterians and Methodists, may be learn-
ed frow the author of the piecs intitled the “B/z-%4 Brotisr.
feod ;** and in confirmation of this opinion, nroduces the ful-
lowing asa quotation from that anoaymous pamphlet. He says,
“h= cannot remeamber the particuiar words ; but the substarnce
is this : The Methodists thought, from their warmth, z2al A
and noisk, that they had all the religion thz: was geing in the
world ; and other denominations, especiully ours, were theic
bitter opposers.  But when the revival began amon Zstus, and
we male more noise, if possible, than themnsclves, they began
to think the Presbyterians were al! going to turn Methodists.
Llated with the idea, and big with the expectation, they came
forwaid to recrive us, when they thouzht it was time to see
their expectations fulfilled, and their desives gratified & but, to
their great disappointme=nt, found us Presbyterians still, andd
the greatest number of converis weie juining usdaily.  Hence
arose jealousy, then shyness, next coolness, aud at last, down-
right contempt. This, in substancs, is the account Mr. I'—-:.
gives of the matter; whose word I have no right to dispure,
especially as he must know best, being, us I suppose, one ol
the main hauds concerned in the grand scheme.” page 6.

Upon this his authority, Mr. Clcland undertakes to say mz-
ny unfriendly things of the Mecthodists, to whom he has lately
professed much real friendship. llowezver, rot long after the
pamphlct alluded to, made its appcarance, it was cogently
recommended to me by M:i Cleland who was kind enough to
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furaish m: witha copy. After turning it once over, I let it
g?: Hut of my hanls, and have not seen it since ; so that I am
incapable of saying how far the accuracy of the above quota-
tion docs justice to the author. At present I remember no-
thing of the passage. But supposing, for argument sake, the
writer did make use of the very words Mi. Cleland has assign-
ed to him: doss not every unbiassed reader ses, that his ob-
ject was, to ridicule the ignorance and bigotry of a certain de-
scription of professors, which may be fouad, I suppase, a-
raongst all the different denominations ?

Had he, and others, as Mr. Cleland insinuates, concetted a
“ Grand Scherizy” to take advantage of the apparent chistian
friendship of their Presbyterian brethren, in order, if possible,
to subvert that church, or hinder as far as they could iis pros-
perity ; would he, would any man, under such circumstances,
have published immediately to the world, his shameful artifice
and mortifying disappointment? It is unnecessary to say
more. The early stage of the revival, at which the Method-
ist ministers associated with the Presbyterians at sacramental
solewnnities, and other occasions ; and their doing so (often,
perhaps for the most part) in compliance with the earnest and
affectionate solicitations from their Presbyterian brethren ;
preclude al! suspicion of any such combination : a suspicion,
which probably never was cherished in any mind, but that of
the Rev. Mr. Cleland.

Here I would observe : if the account which Mr. Cleland
says Mr. T—r. gives of the matter, be correct and well found..
ed, I acknowledge that the Methodists justly deserve reproba.
tion. But, if itis incorrect; if this charge be not truc ; then
what does not the man deserve, who will falsely expose anine.
nocent people to the public? Having lately conversed witha
friend who has read Mr. T—r’s. pamphlet, with an eye to Mr,
Cleland’s statems=nt ; he assures me that his statement cannot
be found therein ; and to do justice, I may say it is not in the
book. That part wiich is most like it, may be found in the_34ith
page. But what mr. T —r. thetesays, is evidently by way of
blaming a few of the injudicious, and will by ne means apply
to the Body. And what is still worse for Mr. Cleland, thosc
words which he puts in [alics, and that of “The Methodists
supposing they had all the religion that was going in the
world,” is net to be found in the book. How shamefully guilty
then, must Mr. Cleland be of palming his slander of the Me-
thodists on Mr. T—r. by falsely misrepresenting him. No
wonder he should usher in his quotation, or representation,
with I cannot remember the particulur words,” whein in fact
the book, did not contain such words as Mr. Cleland chose to
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make use of.  What a pity a man shoild seek such arefluge,
and then make a pretextof the same, for an illiberal attack ;
and if Mr. Clcland has made such a capital blunder in his first
setting out, may we not fear that the tempest that has driven
him in this instance, will land him, before he gets througk
his book, far Leyoud the shores of truth.

How has Mr. Cleland committed himself in this case !. He
first cogently recommended Mr. T—r.’s pampnlet as an ex-
cellent performance ; was (I believe) the only person that sold
them in the county where he resides; and after having extol-
led and circulated it, he at last finds out that his ¢xcellent book
contains in its bowels, 4 “ Grand scheme” to overturn his
church, and has held out what he says is the substance of it
to the public. But, unfortunately for Muy. Cleland, neither
the thing nor the substance isto be found in the same. Dut
admitting his statement correct : ] am fully authorized to as-
sure the public that, that pamplilet never had the sanction of
the Methodists as a bady.

About three or four years ago, Mr. Clcland came amongst
us as a speaker, was very affuble, fumiliar, and zzalous ; and.
so strenuously preached salvation for all men, that many of
his own maembers denied that he belicved in the doctrine
of eternal election and reprobation. At this timc he made
high professions ef a Catholic spirit ; and scemed very desir
ous of having union and fellowship with the Methodists.  Ac-
cordingly, we met his wish. Not by a “concerted scheme,” to
receive their members, as he insinu:tes, No: But to enjoy
the comforts of social religion. We needed no such scheme
as he supposes ; for Catholicism is interwoven in our consti-
tution. We had, therefore, nothing to do, but to accept Mr.
Clcland, when his bigotry gave way to propriety. The Me-
thodists were pleased with what appeared to them a truly chris-
tian temper ; and Mr. Clelan. soon obtained the confidence of
many. Butalas! Men of obs:rvation soon found that he was
privately trying to disaffect our members toward their own
churcli; persuading themto join him: yea, held up the El-
der’s office in his church, to tempt a private member.  And
when the member told him that he was afraid if he left the Me-
thodist church, he would wound the feelings of a great nany
pious people ; Mr. Cleland replied, “Never mind that.” 'This
cenduct in Mr. Cicland, accompanied with professions of friend-
ship, did not fail to depreciate him in the estimation of some
of our church. This view of his conduct led one to observe,
« Mr. Cleland need not take underhand measures to obtain an
Elder from us : The Presbyterians in Cumberland have Me-
thodist Elders by consent of p#tties, when convenience calls
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for it.” In this state of affairs, aur preachers steadily preach-
¢d, and maintained the doctrine, which Mr. Cleland szemed to
preach : and more and more convinced our people of the dan-
ger of b:ing carried about with every wind of doctrine. At
length, when our members perceived that their professed
friend was playing an underhand game, they Legan to treat him
more cooly ; at which MMr. Cleland began to complain ; and
added that our preachers preached controversy, &c. &c. Hav-
ing an opportunity, I informed one of our ruling Elders of
Mpr. Cleland’s dissatisfaction ; and gave him to understand that
his preaching had given olltnce. He advised me to go and
visit Mr. Cleland ; to take propzr measures to adjust diffcren-
ces ; and assured m: if it were necassary, he would meet
Mvr. Cleland on Gospzl principles. "T'his [ was forward to do;
and accordingly vis:ted Mr. Cleland ; 1ot him know that I had
understood that ke had hzen hurt by the Methodists. I in-
formed him, that {rom the intimacy that bad existed between
us, as well as my reliZious profession, I felt it my duty to
come and see him en the occasion ; that I had free access to
ull my brethren ; that il any ol them had acted improperly to-
ward him, thcy should be accointable to him, I therefore
desived him to tell me, and that freely, wherein he was hurt
by the Mcthodists : and alter conversing freely on both sides
for several hours, when I was about to take my leave of Mr.
Cleland, I wished to know of himon what terms we parted ;
was it peace or war! He informead me that Calvinism would
triumph ; that be should come out en his principles. I re-
plied, that, tha* should never break friendship between him
and me ; that he, as well as many other Presbyterian minis-
ters, had frequently preachsd in ‘my ucuse ; that he should
still be welcome todo so; that 1 was fond ef hanest preachers
that he should be as weicoms= to preach his principles in my
houss, asany Methodist minister, piovided he would suffer
me to preach what 1 believed to be the truth, without com-
plaining : and at the same time acknowledged to Mr. Cleland,
that he had the advantage of me ; that if he did not suffer me
to preach to the people, what [ believed to be the truth, I had
not learning enough {much less inclination) to enable me to
preach one thing and believe another.

Notwithstanding I soon found that my aitempt to appeas:
or satisfy Mr. Cleland was all in vain; that the decrze haid
already gone forth agaiast us, ("noz fiom a/l eterni:y, ) that the
Methodists should be branded in the forehead, as they had
been on the back ; and that he was then preparing the scourge
for them.

And this, gentlemen, is the Mr. Cleland, that now comes
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forward with such heavy cemplaints, founded, as hc pretends,
on ti.e authority of T—r. the author of the ¢“Black Brother-
hood ;” but a brotherhood nearer at hand is the real author of
the trouble. And now mr. C. who professed so much sorrow
that the union was likely to be dissolved, instead of coming
forward to adjust differences and restore peace, when sought
unte, substitutes this patched up evasion ; and then makes a
public attack on our church.

But, Gentlemen, unpromising as the prospect of an ami-
cable adjustiaent of differences with mr. C. was: yet 1 could
not forbear making one effort more ; r:membering that the
wise man had said, “In the morning sow thy seed, and in the
evening withhold not thine hand,” &kc. Therefore, in two or
three days afier Mr. Cleland’s Dialogue fell into my hands, I
addressed to him the following letter, and received the annex-
ed answer.

Rererenp Sin,

A FEW days ago, a pamphlet, intitled, “ A familiar
dialogue between Calvin and Arminius,” fell into mny hands.
I have read it with attention ; and opposed several objections.
The author makes the dissatisfactions respecting union between
the Methodists and Preabyterians, to have originated in design,
on the side of the Methodists ; and seems determined to in-
volve the communities in a controversy of a peculiar and dis-
agreeable nature. He then, as an individual, attacks our go-
vernment. [ think Loth these parts ought to Le placéd in a
local point of view ; and that some remarks ought to be made,
on the doctrine advanced in that pamphlet. I have resolved
so to do. And now, sir, I take the liberty, to inform you that
I judge you to bethe author of that piece ; that, in my reply,
I shall place the subject in a local point of view.~That I
shall introduce your name, (unless you inform me I am mis-
taken as to who the authoris.) In doing this, I may be under
the necessity of laying some things before the publick, that
will be painful to you. Therefore, I invite you to a private,
firiendly interview on the subject ; in order that (the® our con-
fidence may be weakened in each other) we may strive to re-
move improper impressions, (if there is any) that may have
been made on cur minds ; and thus do honour to our pro-
fessions : while, at the same time, we may honestly and
plainly oppose, what we judge wrong in cach’ others practice,
and doctrine. To satisty you I do not belong to a designing
party,if you comply with this request, I proffer you a view
of my manuscript,. so soon as it is prepared for the press.
Accept, sir, these lines as an expression of my earnest desire
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for your p2ace anl happiness : while T coanclude inyself yours
1 the bonds of an ezxal and imhartial gospel.

JESSE HEAD.
Reve Thomas Clcland. June 24th 1805,

Rerzgsnp Sin,

YOUR letter came safe to hand, and now lies before
me. You jumble the words general, individual, local and f.er-
ssnal, 30 much tozether, that I have in some degree to guess
at your meaning. You say [ come forward, as an individual,
toattack your government. True it was an individual that
wrote ; that is most certain : but he wrote, if you observe, in
the preface, under the general name of Calvin.  You say these
points ought to be placed in a local point of view. I wishI
understood you fairly ; but if you mean they ought to have
a particular reference to you or me only, I am far from think-
ing so : because there is nothing opposéd to.your government,
but that part which appcars to be unscriptural, and without
foundution, as I have endcavoured to make appear ; and of
course effccts hundreds more than youand I. You say you

‘Judge me to be the author of the “ Familiar Dialogue.” Sir,
Tam, at least in part. However, it was not fcar nor shame
i4at stopped me from adding my name, which is at your ser-
vice ; but be carcful how you use it : yea, I say be careful !
You say you expcct to lay seme things before the public that
will be painful to me. I suppose thea it is time for me to
begin to tremble. |
Painful! you astonish me ! You certainly must know that
T have read the newspapers too often to-expect any pain from
what von can do. Painful tome! Wonderful!! Dil you
ever read the fable of the gnat on the ox’s horn? I have.
Truly | expect to be pained for you, and so do others. You
invite m= to a [viendly intercourse. Any time you please,
Sir, only not on the Sabbath day, again, and without calling
witnesses, unless you are still afraid that I shall lie or equi-
vocate afterwards.But, sir, g9 01 to write ; but [ again intreat
thee be careful, for if your answer is no: drawn frnrq first
principles, it will not be noticed ; and if .you should be incor-
rect as to statements or arguments worth noticing ; you may
be surc to see an answer ; as also one to Dow's opcen Ii_nlgs,-el-
ther by myselt or a bétter hand.  As to your Iacal, mr:-hn‘dua_h
&ec: 1carenotforthem. If I write again, [ shall write as it
suits me : I shall bs waiting in the posture of expectation and
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anxiety till 1 see the wonderful things, that is to give me so
much pain. I would just inform you that my piece was not
written immediatly at you; for it was on the way before
you were at my house all night. I said in my preface that
Dow’s piece was not seen till I had written : my meaning was,
that it had not come to hand ; but I didsee a part of it when I
was at Lexington last, at the time of its printing. I hadnot
resolved on writing before then: neither was I anxious for
opposing that piece, or I had waited till it was finished ; but
I wished the public to see a cheinz on our side,as weli as yours.
Pray don’t talk about attacking governments, after you have
heard Dow at Springfeld, and when you look at the notes of
your sermon you preached in this neighbourhood the other

¢lay ; when you insinuated to the people that we were worse

than high-way high-way what is 1t ? psbaw !

you know. 1 hate to write it : But, sir,as I had not the of-
portunity of correcting the press, and as you intenda fire, I
think it iy duty to save you some unnecessary trouble, per-
haps by, pointin g out ta you typographical errors® in the fol-
lowing :

[Butto return to the letter: mar. Cleland says,] I am
not anxious whether you answer this letter or not
From my acquaintance with your disposition, and from past
observation, I believe you are fond of what children call “ last
lag ;”’ or, a3 an eminent servant of Jesus Christ said not long

» “ you were like a man holding his wife while another
beat her, while her husband tells her not to complain, but bear
it all patiently 3 A 1000 copies of Dow’s horrid stuffi and
misrepresentations, can be printed and circulated in Kentucky,
besides other pamphlets before that, together with the yene-
ral hue and cry of all your circuit-riders, and we must be si-
lent: And because a little vindication has appeared, you are
up in arms about it and it must have an answer. 1 see you
are not for “ turn about fair play,” as the old sayingis. But
pray goon, sir, and do what you have amind : I shall endea-
vour to be prepaired, come what will come. 1 shall write no
more by way of letter. Acceptof my earnest well wishea
for the temporal and eternal welfare of yourself and family.

THOMAS CLELAND,

J. Head.

AS to typografihical errors, sir, yeu need not trouble your.
selfs they will not stand in my way ; and I think it unnecessary
;? awell my shects by giving thisfart of your letter to the fiub-

c.
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IN a second letter I received from mr. Cleland, dated July
11th, 1805, he wrote me as follows ; although he had assured
me he would write no more :

® Dear Sir,

THE dialogue is approven of &c. &c. commended too,
by the following ministers of our body,to my own knewledge,
viz. Camron, Campbell, Finley, Robertson, and Wilson ; but
an answer is expected by you, and if worthy of notice, or the
cause of truth requires it, you may be sure ofa reply. Ar-
rangements are now making, &c. &c.

“Jt is expected by both your and my friends, that your at-
tempt will be virulent and sarcastic, and chiefly personal ;
but however degrading this may be, little or no notice will be
taken of it if a reply should be made, but to vindicate truth and
expose errors, will be the main object, &c.”

In thisletter mr. Cleland tells me his pamphlet is approven
of, and recommended by five of the ministers of his Body.
I would here observe that I really doubt this assertion of mr.
Cleland’s at least in part. Nay I have good reason to believe
that it was not the case at the time mr. Cleland dated his let-
ters.

I shall only remark on mr. Cleland’s answer to mine, that
his words no doubt speak the very language of his soul ; and
g0 at once to disclose the man, and place him in that point of
light, in which he may not be willing to be seen. In the
meantime, lest I should seem to treat with neglect thein
structions, which he has vouchsafed to give us on the subject
of church government, ordinances, &c. let us take a view of
the several particulars, on which, he has shed such a blaze ef
light. The first thing in our economy, for which he tells us,
page 7, there is neither scrifitural fpirecefit, nor examyile, is re-
cetving unconverted adults into the church. p. 8th. This mr.
Cleland thinks highly dangereus to the subjects of that recep-
tion themselves ; and adds, with a repugnancy bordering up-
on honor, thcse fiersons are called brethren.

1 would here ask, what does mr. Cleland call unconverted,
and even unawakened persons, now grown to years of discre-
tion, who were received into the church in their infancy ! Is
he not at aloss to know what appellation to give them ?Whe-
ther he be a¢ a loss, or not, he assures us in the same page,
that piersons may go great lengths, and have a great anxiety to
par:ake of the children’s bread, and yet have no right to church
membershin. And pray, sir, what of those who are al_ready in
the church, of which they were made members in mi'apcy;
but who neither do nor ever did manifest a  great desire t®
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eat of the ch’llren’s bread 2  Have they no right to church
mombers up?  And do you always treat them accordingly ?
Lo you retuse to baptize their children? for instarce, did you
n.ver baptize a chi:idyand afterwards say that you did not be
hieve that either o its Parents had religion ?

Is there uot at least as much danger, that such persons will
be * Flatered by church membzrship, to rest without a
tiarough knowledge ot the new birth, and the evil nature of
s:0;” as taat those will, who already enquire with anxious
soulicitude what shall we do to be sav.d 2

For it is not the avowed practice of the Methodists, to re-
ceive into their church unconverted adults, i. e. adults not
turned from their evil ways; or, as mr. Cleland expressesit,
» 9,to cpen the gates of the kingdom to all p: omisculously.”
Il taat gentleman will take the wcuble to cast his eye upon
the 133 p. of our book of D:scipline, tenth edition, printed in
Philad=lhia, 1798, he will there learn that .1 des’re io flce
Jromthe wrath to come ; and to be saved from their sins, |not
in then] is a condition previcusly required ol all, who apply
for edmission into these sogietica.  And they are also required to
evince the-sincetity of this desire, in a probaticn of at least six
months

Myr. Clelund thinks that none can be admitted to church
membership, ¢ In decency and in order, untily like Paul and
the £ hzoman Eunuch, they profess their faith inJosus Christ.”
I do not remember to have read of any profession, that St.
Paul made, previously te his Buptism ; other than. calling
Christ Jesus, Lord, and praying to him. And the same histori-
an informs us, Acws viie 37 that the Funuch’s profcssion of
faith was ma:le in these words, ¢ bclieve that Jesus Christ is
the sun of God. And do we receive into the church any who
do not piofess this Faith? You will teli me the Eunuch’s
Faith was operative : it led him to apply for baptism, &  And
i3 not that taith operative which leads a man to break off his
iniquities by repentance, tocome out from amongst the wicke-
ed, and in the serious and devout usc of all the means of grace,
to wan to sce the Lord’s Salvation ?

As to whit mir. Cleland says. p. 9. namely, ¢ the principle
thing intended in the right cf ci' cumcision was, to imitiate the
chililren of the faithlul, into the Jewish Churct, so the chief
aesign of baptism now is. to admit the children of such a.
profuess themselves christians into the church of Christ.”

Without spending timne, I would ask mr. Cleland, if, under
the Jewish dispensation, a prosclite of the gatey who worshiped
one God, but was not circumcised, had offered his child for
ciraumcision ; if that right would have been with held from
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him ? and if not, has not the children of those parents, who
profess their belief of the christian religion, as undoubted a
right to thé ordinance of baptism ? ()nce mo:e, do believing
parents alwayshave elect children 2 If mot, by what authority
does mr. Cleland baptize a little reprobate in the name of
Christ, and constitute the greater number of Christ’s Church ?

Again, mr. Cleland says, p. 9, ¢ the chief design of baptism
is to admit the children of such as profcss themselves chris-
tians, inte the church of Christ.

Isit indeed, sir ? well here you have unconverted members
in the church of Christ, and in p. 8, you heavily exclaim a-
gainst us for receiving unconverted adults. One more of mr.
Cleland’s inconsistencies, p 8, he says ¢ \While they [uncon-
verted souls] are dcbared on account of their unrenewed
state, it is most likely to alarm and convince them.” But
when he gets into the humor of finding fault, he argues, ¢ that
for them all to come in and see, is the most likely to give con-
yiction,” p. 14. Pray, gentlcmen, do not such arguments
prove, that every body is wrong, when thev do notas mr. C.
says. But ¢ ifall creatures and all their actions were decreed
from eternity,” as mr. Cleland says, p. 17 ; I ask, how can
the Methodists help doing asthey do? have they any power to
forbear, or, would he ask them to break the decree. to please
him? Is it right for such a poor lump of cluy to find fault,
or say to the divine father, why didst thou raise up such a
people as the Methodists toterment us.

I e taird thing which mr. Cicland condemns as a practice
of our church, which has no foundation in the Holy Scriptures,
is, the seclusion of the communicants in approaching the
I.ord’s Table. + Mr. Cleland says, he “ncver could see the
propriety of closing doors on this most soleran occasion.” p. 13.
And therefore (it certainly follows) there can be no propriety
init!

That none of his readers might hesitate in adcpting this fair
and legitimate conclusion, from a recollection of the example
of our Lord and his disciples, he as-ures us in so many words,
“Itappears to me evident that he [Christ] did it not for future
example. Christ at that time only aimed at and intended the
iustitution of this ordinance.” ibid. Areyou sure, sir, that he
meant nothing more ! That he did not even a’m at or inzend
the comlfort and edification of those first pattakers of that ho-
ly sacrament, at its ever memorable institution ?

One great end which, in our opinion. is promoted by the
Lord’s Supper, is, the comfort and establishment of those who
eat of thie Bread and drink of this Cu2y in Faith.

Now, when we judge that thisend can be most effectually
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answered by retiving'from the promiscunus multitude, to ce-
learate and enjoy this holy dolemnity, where 1s the inconsisten-
cy of appealing, in vindication ef our doing so, to the exam-
ple of eur Lord 4nd his dis:iples, aithogh we do not frcitles=ly
endeavour to ascertain precisely the Lour, at whick the sa-
cramental Bread and [fine were first distributed : In other
words, although alier their example, we fix upon the hour in
the 24, which we are ull of opinion is most convenient and best
suited to the end intended.

However that be, My, Cleland is pesitive, that direful con-
sequences attend the practice under consideration  “Those,”
says he, “who arc without, are chagrined, mortified -and dis-
appointed,” and he knows, he says, “from former experience
and ob-ervaiion, that at such a time there hus been more sin
committed in one halt hour (“when the duors were shit ) than,
in two, when their eyes and ears were gratified ” p. 14, Pray
Mr. Cleland, -how gre they disappointcd when they know be-
‘ore they assciuble, that it is the.ordimary custom of the Me-
thodists to adimimister the Lord’s Sapper with closed doors,
where their houses will admitof it  And why should they be
chagrined ! Do not men of all descriptions withdraw at plea-
sure, for social purposes, into rooms 1ore or less private 2
And no well"dred man takes it into his head either to intrude
upon them, orto carpat them.. And why should any man
be displeased because the Mcthodists use, at their discretion,
the common privilege of ail citizens ?

When mr. Cleland writes again, I Lope he will acquaint
bis readers, with the secret art, by which he determines =itk
such absolute certainty, the quantum of sinin whole congrega-
tions.

_ 'The -passage quoted ahove, from the 14th page, 'with ma-
ny others that might be selected from mr. Cleland’s book, may
lead u= to believe, that he either posscssesa faculty of discern-
ment far beyond what most men pretend to, or that he some-
times assercs with a temerity which would Le better avoided.
An instance of.this nature, if I conceive of it rvightly, occurs
in the 7th page, where ke says, “1We (i. e. Presbyterians)
have fewer disorderly members and less squabling and turn-
ing out, than you (i. e. Methodists) have.”

‘This may be true, 1or aught I know, though I should not
have thought'so, if he had not teld me; but I am naturally
led to enquire how he knows é¢ 2 His pamphlet strikes at the
Methodists, not barely in his own neighbourhood, or county,
(where he has commonly resided, I believe, ever since he was
a boy) but throughout the western country, at least. Accord-
cordingly, in page 6, Le represents the reputed author of an



[ 16 ]

anonymous pamphlet, mr. T—r. (the Rev. C. J. Taylor, whe
lives in Fleming or Mason county) as a principal member of
a secret combianation, who had formed a grand scheme agqinst
the Presbyterian church.  And again, in page 6Cth, he ¢x-
claims, * Uhis is the tone of preachers and pamphlets all round
your circuits. Your whole force is levilied entirely at pro.
fessors of other denominations.”

I would here ask, is wr. C. acguainted with all the Mectho-
cist societies a/l reuad cur circicts 2 Does he know how many
disorderly membe=s they contain 2. Has he an intimate know.
ledge of all the Presbyterian congregations in the countics
through which those circuits extend. DMr. Taylor lives at
least 100 milcs, if not more, from that gentleman. If then
we make mr. Clelund’s p'ace of residence the centre of acir-
cle of 200 miles diamcter, does he know how many members
ofthe Presbyterian church, will be included, to whom the epi-
thet diserderly may with propriety be applied? Ifthen, he
does not know the number of discrderly membere, eitherin the
one church, or the other; by what magic kas he found out
which has more, or fewer ?

Before I dismiss this subject, I cannot forbear taking some
notice of the curious excuse, which mr.C. makes Arminius
offer, inorder to extenuate what it seems he had no longer
the audacity to defend. Poor Arminius, having all along to
to depend on the masterly dictative talents of mr. C. and be.
ing much cramped, is brought to fall, as it were, like an humn-
ble suppliant before his fowerfu! antagonist, and crave, as a
boon, this last resort : I hope, sir, you will make seme al-
lowance for the people called Methedists—They have been
persecuted more than any other society ; and in rcality. were
forced to this method of administering the ordinance, in- for-
mer timzs, for fear of their enemies; and having a great res-
pect for our fathers and lcaders in those times, have never de-
viated from this rule.” p. 14,

Thus you see, gentlemen, Arminius has stooped to the de-
grading character of a cringing suppliant, and yet can et no
quartcrs.  Mr. Cleland is not yet softened in the least, by the
palliative to which his attention is prayed. He mingles Ins
reply wich reproaches : “I have oftcn,” says he, “heard this
reaon urged in behalf of the fraciice ; and 1/lad rather not have
Reard ity a'fiearing te uic mare ke arrogating merit, instrad ¢f
froving the lewalty of the Lraciice. Proving the legality of
the practice ! [sit necessary in argumentation to prove'the
the legulity of a practice, when no law of Ged or nien is produ-
ced, which it is even fretend-d is violated by it ? _

IF the author has producedone in the instance before us,
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[ have net been able tosee it. Is mr. Clelund really igno.
rant, that the custom under considerations isa usage of the
church ot Lngland? The Mecthodists were formerly soci-
cties chiefly belonging to that church, united under certain re.
gulations. After the auspicious revolution, which severed the
Unitzd States from Great Britain, viz. about the end of the
year 1784, the Mecthodistsin America, became an independent
church; and they continued this usage of the church, to
which they had belonged, because they approved of it ; not
for fear of the violence of their ehemics, from which the laws
of their country would have protected them. Nor from ary
superstitious veneration for fathers or lecders.

This part ot mr Cleland’s bouk shews how accurately he
is informed, respecting the past transactions of the relijious
community, which he has thought proper to assail. And no
doubt, those amongst his readers, 'who have the most inti-
mate, and extensive knowledge of that community, and par
ticularly their ministers ; who know t/eir doctrine, manner of
life, long-suffering, charity, patience, persecutiens, afllictions,
[2 Tim. iii. 10, 11.] willbe of opinion, that mr. Cleland has
either relicd on incorrect infoymation, relative to more recent
occutrences, or that he has wilfully inisrepresented that com-
munity : That whatever mr. Cleland may have kuown,or
thought he knew, cancerning individuals, ncither the preach-
ing, nor the conduct of the body is ofthe complexion, whicl
he has held out, or evinsive of the sinister, the daik and ma-
lignant designs, he has ascribed to them.

To touch upon ooe more instance of mr. Cleiand’s ignoiance
of our doctrine, or. manifest design to misrepresent us: [
would call the attention of my readers, to what he makes Ar-
minius say, respecting original sjn, or in other words, what
h: himself saysin p. 17, #sour oin language, viz. “*That all
children came into the world, Uke a clran, white fiece of fiaficr.’
Is this, sir, the doctrine of the Methodists? Do they really
deny original sin? Does any of their writings sanction such
an assertion? No, sir: and to detect you in your excentric
roving, and shew your want of reading, or base design, to
misrepresent, [ will refer our readers to mr.  Wesley’s
Sermon on original sin, his Sermon on the new Birth, and mr.
Fletcher’s appeal, together with any, or all the authors of
our church, that have written on the subject ; andshould these
be thought insuflicient, I will here quote the 7th article of
our faith, on origmal, or birth sin, which the reader will find
in our for n of Discipline, sixth edition, p. 54 viz. ‘* original
sin standeth not in the fall of Adam. (as the Palagian’s
do vainly talk; but in the :orni;;tinn,u!' the nature of eviry

2
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man, that naturally is engendered ef the of offspring of Adam,
whercby maun is very fur gene ivcin original righteousnes, and
of his own nature inclined. to evil, and that continually.”

Pizy, mr. Cleland, look at this, and blush,that you have been
capable of telling to the world, that which is so far from truth,
and have not even the #/adow of afoundation for the same. And
when your disposition shall prompt you to write acain, let
me entreat you, to impel that fertile imagination of
yours, to confine itself within the limits of ¢ruth’s firm bounds.
As I shal! perhaps find it necessary to call the attention of my
read:rs to other improper, [notto say untrue] statements in
mr- Cleland’s pamphlet ; [shall drop this part of the subject,
for the present, and proceed to take notice of thedoctrinal part-
of hisbook His, did I say ? Nay, it cught to be considecred
rather, as the ashes of ancient authors, who leng since are
quietly resting in their silent graves.

_And it may not be improper to inform my readers, that if
they can procure the Rev. Ilenery Pathlo's Sermon’s, printed
by James Adams, for the author, in the year 1788, they
will at once see that mr. Cleland is a mere transcriber ; and
that there is very few, (if any) new arguments started in his
Jirat-born production; except that one in p. 38, where he
makes out to get the man borr aga'n and then as in a triumph
demands, ¢ Wi re is the scrifiture, or reason, that saye he cun be
unborni” Suffer me here to retort, by observing that the
scripture informs us, that God made man in his own image ;
Well now we have gotten the man made, and I demand, where s
the scrifiture, or reason that says he can be unmade again ?
Lame as this argument is, yet I think it fully equal tonr.
Cleland’s, and as applicablein the one case, as the other:
However if mr. Cleland wants to know how a branch that is
grafted into the frue vine, and has partaken of the nature, of
the true olive tree, may be again severed therefrom——1I would
replyin the words of the Apostle to the Romans, Chap. xi. 20,
21, $2, because of unbebef, they were broken ¢f. And if any
stand, it is by fuith, [not by an cternal decree,] therefore, de
not high- ninded, but fear ; for if God spared not the naturai
branches, rake Aced, least he, also spare not thee. DBehold
thercfore, the goodness, and severity of God, on them which
fcils Scverity ; but toward thee goodness ; ifthou continue in
his goodness ; otherwises thou also shalt be cut off. 'T'he
same doctrine was taught by our Lord: Aow yr are clean,
abide in me: see John xv. 3, 4,6. ¢ If a man abide not in me,
he is cast forth as a branch. and is withered ; and men gather
them, and cast them into the fire, and they are burred.”  And
lest these should not satisfy mr. Cleiand, 1 will call ks at.



[ 19 ]

tention to Reve 1. Chap. where our Lond te’ls us of sornie,
that Lad left their first love—yea, lard of Lelicf, as wr. Cle-
land appears to be, yet; Christ tells us fhey aie follon 3 and
commands tliem to retent. To do their jfirsf sworks 3 and
threatens them if they do net, that Ae wiil comie wrto thom quick-
ly,and remove their candicetick wut of his [lece; excebs they
repenz,  Whether mr. Clsland will cali this becoming unborn
again, or not ; we believe that our Lovd really mieant what he
said ; and infer a possibility of * forgetiig that we were pur-
ged from our old sins” 2 Pet. of so abusting the grace of
God as that He may * swear in bhis wrath, that we shall ne-
ver enter into his rest.” Heb iii. 2. Wherelore we cry to
our fellow sinners, with Paul, * let us labour therefore to en-
ter into that rest, lest any man /24 afler the same exampie of
unbelief.” Heb. iv. 11

Among the number of things in our administration, dnd
government, that mr. Cleland cannot a%y:robate—because
they apfiear to him fuunded on neither scrifiture, firecefity nor
cxample, (sec p. 7, and 8.) is our Jove feass. EHe just brings it
into vicw, and instantly drops it as unworthy of his notice,
Well, sir, as you zppear to be ignhorant indeed, as to what the
scriptures set forth, as the primitive practice among the an-
cient christians, for your better instruction, I would direct
your attention to the ejistle of Jude, 12, verse ; you will there
find that lgve‘feust, are of no moilera date, and when you write
again, you mzy tell us that you have at least found scriptural
evample for that prudentiul instituticn. And suffer me to
tell you, sir, if your reading had bLecn very extensive, you
might have seen in Watson’s g/ olngy fur Christianity ; sce p.
76, and that fove frasts, were a primitive practice among
christians, until about the fuurth, or hfth century—when
they were put down Ly civil authority.

Previous to my entering upor mi. Cleland’s firlt propofition,
vize Predellinatica, Ele&@ion, Fore-Kiowledge and Eterni)
Love, [ will enquire what he means by Fore-Knowlsdge, Eter-
nal Love, Decrees, &e.

He fays, (page 19) Whatever ocjrction can be imagined agains:
an absolute decree, the same can with the same force and vpon
tbe same grounds, be urged against a certain and absolute fore-
Anowledge, tc. ;

Apgain, (p. 20) If it were certain, i. e, known to God, that
some would belicve, this certainty must arise from tbe purpose,
1. ¢, Decree, of God, fer nothing future canbe absoluiely ceriain
1. ¢. hnown to God, upon any otber fuundation.

Apain, (p. 27) Your objection militares against God's pre-
science as well as bjs cternal purpose which, is founded tbereon,
if there be any distinction.

What, fir, after aflerting again and agsin, that the fore-
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knowledpe and decrees of God is one and the same thing, yoor
trembling diffidence cad modesty have driven you to an Ik, If
there be anv distinctina.  Admit thereis {ir,and you cannot fave
l).:nams;- precious doctrine trom perdition 3 and to aflert, (as vou

ave done) that they are one and the same thing, is to alflume a
knowledge too high, and bordering on pre fun:ption.

I would afk, if a2 man mult not be perfedly acquainted with
the conftitution, before he can determine with certainty, the
conftitutionality of the law. And [ would further afk, if mr.
Cleland muft not perfediy underftand fore-knowledge or infinite
wifdom, before he can, with certamty, determine what is and
what is not confliltent with fore-knowledge. Should mr. Cle-
land te!l me, according to rules oflogic, it isfo; I anlwer, the
rules of logic were formed by man to dire® fuch poor creatures
as we are to_the propofed end, and they aolwer that purpofe.
But will he affirm, that they will ftritly apply to God? Can
his limited ken grasp tde infinite ; and tell us with cegtainty,
what is, and what is not confiftent with infinite perfetion 2 1f
not, mr, Cleland’s {yftem is asa man at fea on a plank ; whe-
ther it will come to a fafe harbor, who can tell?  For informa-
tion, I would atk how does God forefee what man willdo ? 1Is
it becaufe he has decreed what they fhall do ? oris it becaufe
he fces they choofe to do fo, when they might do otherwife 2 If
mr. Cleland fhould approve of the latter, then he ruins hie sweet
scheme of ele&tion aud reprobation. It he afferts the former, as
he has indicated, then the horrid cenfcquence of charging the
fin and damnation of millions of creatures on God, is unavoida-
ble & a confequence this, which in my opinion, is too blaiphe-
mous to be believed. Buthow or where does mr. Cleland found
his principle of reafoning? From fore-knowledge in God™ he
canno®, for this ncean is too profoundly deep. In man he can-
not, for he poffzffes no fore-knowledge to reafon from. That
GCaod does forefee future events, I am willing to admit ; but the
manner in which he knows them, is beyond the limited know-
ledge of angels or men, but he certainly cannat know them in
oppofition to his nature, or his law, which i3 founded on his na-.
ture ; for inltance, Geod toreknew David would commit murder
and gdultery, yet he as certainly knew he might have avorded
it, and therefore forbade it,butif David was impelied to commit
fuch adions, becaufe it was fore-known, 1t follows that he was
obliged to do what the divine law exprelsly prohibited ; then if
this law be founded on the divine nature, which confills of love,
purity, gﬂﬂdncfs,mcrcr, juftice, holinels, &c. it fellows that the
fors-knowledge of God whichmr, Cleland declares is the fame as
hus decree, is the caule of adultery, iurder, &c. while the pa-
ture and law of God, ar= both againft it. Oh! horrible doétrine !
Well might mr. Calvin himfelf ftile it_* horrible decretum,”
that is. the hnrrible decree. Again.  This view of the fore--
knowledge of God not only fets up an eternal warfare in the
nature ot deity, but it lets afide wniverful confcioufnefs ; for
how can confcience accule or excufe the heathen, when every
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action, pood or evil, is the refult of fixed decrees? what pre.
pricty is there in accufling a2 maw, orin a man's accufing himfelf
for what isunavoidable ?  Certainly confcience would as readily
excufe 2 man for a bad aftion as a good one, if both are the ef-
fect of an cternal decree, or fore-knowledge. Moreaver, fir,
your doctrine firikes at the whole nature of God ; for if divine
wifdom brings to pafs the evil of injultice, how can jaftice in
God reqnire juftice of his creatures, or conmmand us to do jul-
tice, love mercy and walk humbly, &c. while lhe decreed the
contrary. Who doesnotfce that this doirine tends to weaken
every motive to do jaftice,both in church and ftate? Again
It equally militates againft the love of God, by fuppofing it
was not efficiently large toextend to the whole human race,
ara that if confequently, fixed on but a few. If a man loves
God, be loves every creature that has not paffed the limits of
the day of grace. ~ This accounts for minifters offering falva-
tion to all wken they feel the luve of God, and man ¢ and their
preaching the contrary dotrines, when they have not tliefe gra-
cious feelings. Tins dodtrine of your's is oppefed to the truh
of God, who declares he has no pleafure in the deathofa finner,
and being unchangable he never had ;3 but your do@rine fup-
pofes he always had pleafure in the death of the reprobate, be-
caufe he forefaw they moft and would penth. And fo it might be
fhewn, wur fcheme is equally contrary toall the divine perfecs
tions, hen 1 ftand on original ground, and look at your
dodtrine in the blaze of the divine nature, it calls to mind that
monstrum borrundam with ne'er an eye in its bead,

Once more. Such a view of infinite fore-knowledge as your
doctrine fuggelts, is calculated to difgrace the divine impartial-
ity in oppolition to the exprefs declaration of feripture, which
fays, he [God] is no refpe@er of perfons. Place this tex: upon
original ground, and let mr. %, point out the period before the
world was, when the vnchangable God did rc:frr: the perfons of
the clect, and reject the perfons of the reprobote, if he can. I
he cannot do this, [ thall infer that the fore-knowledge of Godl
is perfectly confiltent with his nature in wiiling that all without
refpect of perfons, Mould have an opportunity of efcaping the
wrath to come.  Further: while 1 ftand on original ground, 1
canuot w:th all my effurts, fee that black spot in the glorious fun
of vighteoufnefs, or that &ypocritical principre that cifers whatis
called common grace to men, while it fecretly configns them to
perdition, becaule it was forc-known the myjority of mankind
weauld choofe evil, though equally fore-known they could have
avoided it; and as | have been unaccuftomed to vicw the divine
being throvgh the green plafs of mr. Cs. prejudice, b ftill view
lhatcl'brlnuplc cf lincerity in God, which was in him be fore the
world was, and in his fon when he wept over J-rulalem and de.
(.Ia:rcd he % wouldl have githored thom as a hen gatbered her
(hlc}it‘ﬂs under her wit:ps, avd they wou’d not.”

Mr. Clelinds fehene fiands in equal oppoiition to divine
power, for if fore-Anosrled-e Lo e fatae 25 a decrce, Almighty
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ower hasin every age been counteralting its decrees ¢ for in~
?Iaﬁcc, the wifdom of God forefaw the fall of angels and men,
and the fins of the whole World ¢ und it cannot be denied’ that
iufinite powerhas been oppofing tin, the work of Satan, in every
age in fuch a manneras not to contradict the other perfeQions
of God : but if fore-kn wledge and divine decrees are the fame
in point of timeand fubltancc, with what propriety could the
power of God oppcle what Lis willom apd decree have fixed.

From mr. Clelaud’s idea ot the fore-knowledge of Ged, it
feems as though it is blended in his opinion with the decrees of
God, ard that they are one and  he faure thing, But if .- this be
fo,1 would here afk mr. Cleland it he'is not riling up in rebel-
Jion againft the Molt High: for inltance, God from all eternity
faw all che finful a&ions that have been com.nitted by all the
people amongft wihom you labor. Now if all thufe fiofil ac-
tioas as foreicen by Gud, have come to pafs, to ufe your own
exprefiionsy ** at the time, in the manner, aund by the inftru-
ments appointed from eternisy ;" as fir as vou condemn your
heaiers for their palt actions, ar« you mot condemning the very
decrees o God, which exterds to * all creatures and all their
actions, and all events,” as you have twold us [page 19] and that
without a sbadow. of exception 2 “I'lis. lir, is what 1 cannot
believe, becaufe it at once makes God the author of all the fin
that ever was or ever will he committed in the world. For I
believe that it is a maxim that will hold good in all cafes; to
wit : that the caufe of the caufe, is the caufe of the effect, and
that the caufe of the effe&t is the cauf: of all the «fe&s flowing
frocm the cavfe. To illuftrate this I will ftate this cafe. A

un finith {clls arms to an untulpected. perfon, with which he
immediatcly commits murder.  The gun fmith is not accoumtae
ble for the action, hecavle he knewnot the particularintention 3
Butif he knows the applicant’s delign, and aids Lim by furnifh-
ing arms, though he f¢lls them, bhe 1s guilty, and may be juitly
punifhed. For an action is imputable when the agent may be
réalonably looked upon as the real author of it, whether he i
direétly or indirrﬁlg the author.

Thus then, is Gud the real author of f{in, if his fore-know-
ledge and decrees are fo blended together as to render every
ation that man performs abfolutely neceflary.

One. more. Mr, Cleland fays that nothing future can be
known upon any other foundaticn, than that of an abfulute
decree,

Hence the decrees of God are prior to his knowlédge, and if
his knowlrdge be from eternityv, the decrecs are older than his
knowledge, confequently older than eternity. Mr., Cleland’s
friznd, mr. R. Muack, is precifely of his fentiment; for be tells
us [p=ge 14th] * Noone in Heaven or earth ean know an act
will come to pafs, unlefs they have abfolute power and will to
cffect it, and alfo knows that bis mind will not change.”

According to the opinion of thole gentiemen, God's fore_
Anowledge i3 taken away ; and ke cannot know any thing, per,
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fon, altion ot event, without his having previoufly decreed tlie
thing, perfon,a&ion or event; and allodecreed that his mind
fhall not change.

We come now to take notice of th= propofition which mr.
Cleland calls predestination, election, yea, he calls it fore-
knowledge or eternal love; [p. 21] asif he could fee no differ-
ence between knowledge wnd /love, or by confounding things fo
different, he meant to infinuate that God eternaily loves the
Devwil and all the fin and wickedncfs in the world, becaufe he
forefaw itwould be. But this is the cale---mr, Cleland is an
advocate for eternul ele@ion and reprobation---a fubjeét that
cannot maintzin its'ground in a plaindrefs, and therefore it mult
~have an artificial garb of f{oft words and fair fpeeches. Thele
may deceive the unguarded. But I muft obferve’to you, gentle-
me n, thatthe controverted point between mr. Cleland and ne, 1s
not whether predeltination, ele@ion,reprobation,&e. are ferip-
tural phrafes, or that God decreed that Chrilt fhou!d be the Sa-
vior, or fixed the phyflical laws by a divine decree, nor yct
whether he decrced to create angels and men, as ke infinuated,
Ps 17, ~ But the difputed point is this; did the all-wife God
from etermity decree the damnation of 4 certain number of men,
and did he decree the means as well as the end, that is, did h=
decree that Adam fhould fall and thereby bring all his pofterity
into a ftate of fin, and by that means qualify the reprobate for
everlafting delfruction 2 In a word, did God make one part of
the human tamily for {alvaticn and the other tor damnation,---
“We are consantly branded,” says Mr. Clcland, p. 16, *with
holding that God made one part of mankind for salvation, an(
the other part for damnation. But what an uncandid charge
is this.”” Again, p 40, he says, ¢ Dut th.s is generally the
-first dash we get from your side of the house; and there is
.scarcely a member in your societies, from the highest to the
most illiterate, who has not this argument in his mouth, as
soon as he is enlisted under the standard of Metholdism.” No
wonder, when the thing is so plain, that every onec must sce
it, as soon as the scales of Calvinism fall from his.eyes. And
to lay the sin and damnation of men upon God, is such an un-
equivocal mark of false doctrine, than I do not w.nder 3lr.
Cleland should start, and try te extricate hims:lf from the
charge.  Yet, this very charge I underizke frem his own
book, tofixupon him. With respect to the damnation of men,
Mpr, Cleland says, (page 27) “Hc (Gud certsinly foreknew
fromn all eternity, that among the fallen race of Adam, he would
certainly save some, and damn otkers ;: but I would ask, whe-
ther he foreknew this, without dusiening to do it.”

Again, p. 21 : The decrecs of Election necessarily implics
that God hath, without any conditions, in his will aud coun-
cil, chnsen a certain nunber te grace, 1ow and glory hereafs
ter.” I would here reply, that by an umaveidablc consequence,
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he has reprobatid the noneslert - on: grace here, to Camr nation
hereafter. “For,"”says Mr. C. p.23. “it v'¢c adinit iheie is
an elect, we must adwmit of a non-clect (iiutis, in plain ke
glish, a r-probar] for tie one supioies the other. it wasi1e-
cexsary therefore, to be determiicd how many and whe n
particuiar should be intere-te ! i this wonderiul work, ana sa=
ved by it.”  And if we ask when this clivice was made, nir.
C. answers, p. 25 “It must be from cternity.”

From these quotations, itis cleur, | think, b-yond a possibi-
lity of doubt, that, according to this scheme, God from cterni-
tyv, without any condition in his witl and council, decreed 16
save some of wankind, aud damn the res. ; and that it was
“determined how many, and who in particular;” and thus
Mr. C. lays the chavge of dumnation at Goa's feet !

L enquire in the next place, if consistent with me. Cleland’s
scheme, they cun be damtied for their own bad works ? For
“by the decrees of God,” says mr C. “I undérstand his pur-
pose and determination conceining all men and all things.” p.
18.  ‘T'he object ol Lthose divine decree: or purposes, it is evi=
dent are strictiy and properiy universal ; so much so, indeed,
as not to aduiit of uny excepuion, or shadaw of exception—ail
creatures, and I their actions, and all events.” p. 17,

Hetre then o0 wuman actions, without excefrion, or shadow of
excefition, are decreed, and cannot be otherwise then they are ;
of course, the fall of Adam, and the consequent effects on his
posterity, were decteed from all eternity. For, say mr. C.
&Qriginal sin and actual fransgression, are the ouly two things
that will keep us out of Heuven? one is the fountain or souice
froom whence the other lows.” p. 11, Hence God decreed that
the fountain, i.c. original sin, should be opzned when the
fallen race of Adam and that of his posterity, should have no
more power to step sinning, than the strcam has to stop the
fountain. Yea, farther, that #a!'l the actions of each individu-
al without the shadow of e¢xception, were decreed from il
eternity.”’

1f so—then so sure as he that wills and aids another Lo com-
mit murder, is guiity of marder ; just so sure is God the au-
thor, the promer autiaor of all the sin in the world, which idea
is absolutely enou:xh to terrify the imagination ! .And yet it
does not deviate ene hair's brzadth from mir. Clelund’s firecious
scheme.

I will now introduce his Golden Cliain, with its five firecious
links ; op;osite to which you shall have its inscpurable coun-
terpart, an Iron {han, conposcd of jost as nany hinks  You
will please to read the ghains a link at a time ; fist a link of
the golden chain is No, 1. and then a link af the Iron Chain,
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or No. 2.; which is the infallible counterpart. T suppose this
Iron chain to be rusty, from the little use which mr. Cleland
makes of'it : he just contrives it, fastens it on the non-elect,
and then leaves them in the prison of reprobation, consigned
over to eternal damnation, while he diverts his readers with
the golden chain dangling about the favoured elect. But I beg

for a full view ot all the parts—and lo! hereitis :

GoLpEN CHAIN. Iron CraIN.
| 5 1 3
ForEKNOW- GLORIFIA FORERKNOW- LTERNAL
L.TBGE. CATIOX LEDGE. oDrmna{ion
| -

] . ;
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- < » =

z - — M
> nc 3 '5
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o
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ILFFECUuAL -

kiR, EFFECTUAL

- REJFCTION.

¢ These links,” says Mr. Cleland, ¢ arc madce and welded
by Him, whn works with fire and hammer. Cast your eycs on
the 29th ahd 30th verses of the 8th chapter of Paul to the Ro-
mans :_he informs us in the 28th verse, that they who love
God, are called according to his purpose ; then begins the
the chain :"For whom ke did foreknow he also did predestinate,
&c. Here are the two first links ; the other three are casily
made out of the 29th verse : moreover whom he did predesti-
nate them he a'so called. This is the third link ; and whon,
he called them he also justified. Here isthe tourth link : and
whom he justified, he also glorified. This is the fifth or last
link,” in the Golden Chain. Nowlet us follow this chain a little
for our information, taking the counterpart along with it :—

Go/den Chan. Iron Chain,
No. 1. No. 2.

And here we have in the | From whence we may infer,
first place God's forcknows | in the second place, God’s
ledge, or eternal love® to his | foreknowledge or eternal ha-

It FOREKNOWLEDCE and EYERNiL LOVE one and the same
thing ? If s, the objccts of foreknowledge must be equally the

C
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children in Christ.

I.

‘That God’s decree of elec-
tion, is founded on his fore-
knowledge or eternal love, we
have again asserted Pet. i. 2.

Whom he did foreknow he
d'd predestinate : You add
(or foreappoint) “and this not
to future happiness. without
regard to the way of holiness :
Neither because he foresaw
they would do so or so; but
because he himsclf did pre-
destinate them to be conform-
able to the image of his son. p.
22.

|

tred to all his children out of
Christ.
2.

That God’s decrec of repro.
bation, or eternal hatred to the
non elect, may again be infer.
ed from your notion, is evi-
dent ; but ycu cannot suppo:t
it from St. Peter’s epistie.

Whom he did foreknow
he also did predestinate ; I in-
fer, or fore-appuint ; and this
not to future puniskment,
without regurd to the way of
sin and wickedness ; neither
because he foresaw that they
would do so or so ; but because
he himself did predestinate
them to be conformable to
the image of the devil. Tor

they are called by those means he appointed in his eternal
council ; they shall have the call at the-time, in the manrer,
and by the instrumcnt appointed from cternity. p. 24,

3 l 3

But 1 observe you always
leave out this part of the 29th
verse, when you goto charge
our coctrine with such horrid
censequences, as Fatalism or
Universalism. p. 22.

And I observe you always
leave out the counterpart of
your doctrine, when you han-
dle the golden chain, preach
Christ to aLy, threaten to pu-
nish them for not coming, and
charge us for being upfricndly

for believing your system charges God with making one part
of mankind fer salvation, and:the other for damnation,

1

“We thcrefore say that the
number of the elect could not
be indefinite and undetermin.
ed, unless we attribute doubt.
fulness 4nd uncertainty to
God. It-wwas therefore neces-
sary to be dctermined how

ebjeces of eternal love.

3

AndIinfer that it was equal-
ly necessary to determine the
number of the reprobate, and
who in Pm'ticular were fore-or=
dained from all eternity to be
uninterested in that swenderful
work, and damned by it. And

But all the sinful actions ¢f nien and

devils cre the cbjects of forcknowledge, consequently myset be

vbjects gf eternal love.

This short decduction will at crce shew the

Jallacy of Mr, Cicland’s arguments, respecting foreknowledge and

decrees,
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many and who in particular, | thus your swees schems chare
should be interested in this | ges God with making one par-
wonderful work, and saved by | for heaven and the rest for
it :and thus the two first links | helly, with a witness ; or else
in the chain are established.” | your system must not only be
p- 23. charged with doubtfulness, but
falls to the ground like Dazon before the Ark: and thus by
establishing your two first links; yos have fixed upon God the
sin and damnation of all that are lost,
1 ! 2

“ Inoider that this may be And in order to complete
dore [the elect made con- | the counterpart [that the
formabie to his son] he lets | veprobates may be made coun-
c¢own the middle of the chain | formable tn the image of the
to them, for they were called | devil] he viould nct let down
by those means, he appointed | the middle of the chain to
in his eternal council. They | them ; but enticed them by
shall have the call at the time, ) those meens he appointed in
in the manner, and by the in. | his efernal council: for they
struments eppointed frum. e- | shall bave the temptation to
ternity.” commit those actione, at the
} tin:e, in the manner, and by
the instruments appointed frcm eternity.

I confess the lot of the poor reprobates is intolerable ; for
one deeree to secure Adam’s fall, by which a fountain of sin is
opened, sufficientto damn a world ; and for this fountain by
the same decree to impel its diabglical contents, like streams,
through all the reprobates, whose actions are the cobjects of
those dzcrees ; while not one particle of the grace of the Ho.
ly Spirit, which alone could dry up the fountain, is afforded,
and then damned forever, for not tuining from their evil ways :
1 say, car.not L'c a decree cf the Ged of goodness and love.—
This is no other than Calvin’s decrce.  Therelore liit up thy
head, O Sinner.

1 I 2

The holv Spirit in the mean- But in this blessed work
time performing his part in | the unfortunate reprobate has
the work of salvation, apply- | no part : the holy Spirit ap-
ing the grace of God to his | plizs no grace to his soul, but
people : for he shall take the | lzaves him in the state where
gospel salvation, and clearly | Adam, by the decree of God,
manifest it to the under- | put him.: and therefore he
standing, and biing it home | shall hide the pospel salvation
with savi :g pew.rto the sculs | fiom him, by making ro an-
of my people. p. 24. plication to his heart. and soul;
because he is fore-appointed

to destruction,
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I
Ar marny as were ordained to
- eternal life belicved.

They believed because they
were ordained, and mnot or-
dained because they believed.
These worde stare you so
boldly in the fuce, and sprak
so plainly, that you cannot get
over them, only by telling us

they might be translated to

the reverse. p. 24.

l

And consequently all the
rest did not believe, because
they were reprobated, and not
reprobated because they did
not believe. This inference
stares you so boldly in the face,
and shews the hateful part of
ycur system so plain, that you
cannot getSclear by denying
that God made one part of
mankind for salvation, and the
other part for damnation. =

You must plead guilty tec the ¢karge, or give up your scheme:
-1 2

While the blessed spirit is

convincing the soul of sin,

righteousness and judgment,
and as a heavenly gale is Llow-
ing upon them in regenera-
tion, the glorious Mediator is
interceding for them above
He there plcads his whole ac-
tive and passive obedience for
them, and they are thereby
justified; are made righte-
ous by the perfect righteous-
ness of Christ imputed, or
made over to them, by an act
of grace. And now we close
the last link.

While the Lles<ed spirit
passes by the reprobate ; con-,
vinces the soul neither of sin

‘righteousness, nor judgment :

and while the decrees of God
secures their practical sin, the
the glorious Mediuator is ine
terceding against them above.
He there pleads Adam’s whole
active and passive disohedi-
ence against them, and they
are thereby condemned ; are
made unrighteous by the per-
fect unrighteousness of A-
dam ; which is the fuuutain

| ororigival sin p 11.imputed

or made over to them by an ungracivus act,
And now, sir, by foliowing you step by step, we close the

fifth or last link, of the horrid Iron Chain—the unavoidable
countei part of your /ireceous doctrine, whichis so sweet to your
immortal soul—a doctrine this, which charges infinite good-
ness, first, with an cternal design of damning a part of his cre-
tures; secondly, with decreemng all the actions of men, wherea
by he sccured Adams full, or original sin; which is the
fountain from which all sinful actions, which are Lut the
streams, do flow : Year and to cornplete your horrible plan, in-
sinuates, thai all those sinful actions, without a shadow- Qf ex-
cefitiony, are decreed and brought about, at the time, in the
manner, and by the instruments appointed from eternity.
And from this, your firecious doctrine, I pray God to deliver
all the pzople.
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To impartial enquirers after truth, I appeal ; and now, gen-
tlemen, that you may clearly understand us, and thercby see
that I have not misrepresented Mr. Clelund in the least, but
have only held forth the inseparable counter-part of his doc-
trine, with its dreadful consequences: - I beg you, to attend to
a few questions and answers '

1st. I ask, what are tl.e objects of God’s decrces ? Mr.
Cleland answers,-~% By the decrees of God, 1 understand
his purpose and determination, concerning .all persons and
things,” p. 18.

2d. But how are all persons, and things secured by the de-
crees of God ?

«Ins. ¥ The decrees of elections - (and | conecquently re--
probation,) for one sufifroses the other, (p. 23.) % always and in-
variably include all the means and instruments by which his
gracious (and censequently wrathful) purposes were to be ac=
complished,” p. 33.

3d. Pray let ms understind : are all the instruments and
second causes to human actions unalterably decreed ?

Ans. “They,” [the elect, and consequently the reprobate]
“ are called by those means appointed in his eternal council.
They shall have the call at the time, ina the manner, and Ly
the instruments appointed {rom eternity.” p. 24. 1beg leavs
to repeat my first question.

W hat are the objects of God's decrees. ?

Ans. % The objects of those divine decrees, or purposes are
strictly and properly univeisal. So much soindeed, as not to
admit of any exception, or shadow of exception—a!l creatures,
and all theiractions, and all events.” p. 17.—what, s'r, not ¢-
ven ashadow of exception ! no, not a shadow of excefition !

Gentlemen, most certainly I am now at liberty to conclude,
that all the blasphemy, treache y, robbery, adultery and mur-
der, that ‘ever was, or ever will be committed, was decreed,
and accomplished, by those means, *in the manner, and by
the instruments appointed from eternity,”—which I confess
is' inexpressibly shocking ! Torif this be the case, I see no
way in the world, but to charge Gudynot only with making
some men for damnation, but with ail the sin that ever was,
or ever will be committea.

‘o this inference, mr. Cleland objects, and he ouglit to be
heard. “This,” says he, p. 48, “is generally the first dash
we get from yeur side of the house.—There is scarsly a mem-
ber in your broad connexion,from the highest to the most
illiterate, who has not this argument in his mouth as soon as
enlisted under the standard of Mcthodism—again, we are con-
stantly branded with holding that God made cne part cf maz-

BT
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kind for salvation and another for damnation ; but what an un-
candid charge is this. p. 16.

If mr. Clelund can wipe off the charge, let him do it ; but
I hope he will suifer us to think, that he believes the doctrine
be is striving to establish.

Again, mr. Cicland says, p. 54, 5, « Naw, although God
has decreed all things and actions, yet he is not the author of
sin, because sin is not an essential part ofany action or thing,
being a want of perfection arising from the evil disposition of
the moral agent, in the performance of an action, on account
of which the action is justly termed evil orsimple; itis a
transgression of the law as well as the want of conformity to
it.”

What a happy thought? here mr. Cleland  thinks he has
got a kirtle hole to creefi out at.” p. 39. But if I am not miis-
taken it will squeeze him into the consequence, which he
struggles to shun, and which cannot fail to ruin his system.
Forif God decreed all creatures and all their actions 5 then he
decreed the actions by which the Angels fell from their ori-
ginal holiness and happiness. Now if sin wasno part of this
action, but a want of perfection arising from the evil disposi-
tion, did God put it there,or did sin? If God, then he is the
author of the evil disposition itself, from which mr. Cleland
miakes all sin flow. If the latter, then by mir, Cleland’s mode
of arguing, it will follow, the evil disposition produccs sin,
and sin produces the evil disposition.

And now, candid reader ; I think you must acknowledge,
if mr. Cleland squeezes out of this little holey, he must be squec.
zed to death.

Again, If God decrees “ all creatures, and all their actions,”
then he decreed the action by which Adam fell from paradisi-
cal innocence, and involved his posterity in original sin. Now,
if sin was no part of this being, or action, but ¢ from an evil
dispositionin Adam ;" I ask, from whence that evil disposition?
Was it from God, or the tempting devil ? If the former, God
must be the author of the sin, which the evil disposition pro-
duces ; and if the latter, then God decreed this act of
the devil. Therefore it comnes to the same thing. Once
more, * if all creaturcrs and all their aetions, and all events
without a shadow of exception, were decreed,”---T'hen it was
decreed that David should commit adultery with Uriah’s wife,
and alterwards murder her husband. Now if sin were no
part of these actions, * but a want of perfection arising from
the evil disposition of the moral agent,” I wish to know if
David, as a moral agent, could not have refrained from those
actions? If he could, then,in that case the decree would
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not have been Lroken ; but if he could not, secing they were
decreed—then how could he obey the decree, which s the
will of God, (for a decree is the act of the will) without com-
mitting sin, sceing the acts of adu'tery and murder, are pos-
itively forbidden by Ged. Andif he could not commi: a-
dultery and murder, without committing sin ; and it God dc-
creed that those actions should come to f:ass at the time, in the
manncryand by the instruments a/f ointed from elernitly, p. 24.
I ask in the name of common sense, if God is not the author,
the proper author of those horrible sins ?  And what is here
said of David, may be urged in respect to all the sinners in
the world.

But who can firmly believe that the all-gond, all-wise, un-
changeable God, should firmly decree the fall of man; and
then forbid the acts by which Adam was to fulfil the decree :
that he should forbid adultery, murder, &c. under pain of
eternal damnation ; if from all eternity, he had decreed all
the acts of adultery, mnurder, &c. that ever should be com-
mitted in the world.

If any can believeity I confess I cannot ; and therefore I
consider the connexion between the foreknowledge of God,
and the voluntary actions of moral agents, very diffcrently
from what mr. Cleland does.

Once more, I beg the attention of my readers. while I fol-
low mr. Cleland into the inextricable dilemma in which he
now stands.

Gentlemen, you have seen by plain declarations, or unavoid-
able consequences that mr Clcland’s scheme of  divinity,
charges the acts, the sin, and the damnation of ali that are lost,
upon the gracious Lord of saints; at this I am sure your
wellmeaning hearts feela degree of abhorence ; but if you
will indulge me with a patient hearing, I will present you
with inr. Cleland’s efforts, to reconcile eternal election and
reprobatien, with the moral agency of man ; where he gets <o
involved in difficulties, that I venture to say, 1 will make him
preach Calvin’s funeral sermon ("4is firccious doctrine swees
to his imortal soul) by as fair consequences, as any candid
judges, could reasonably ask tor.

Be it known to the world (savs mr. Cleland p. 37) Ido
maintain that no man, consistent with acripture and reason, can
hold the one (that is, the unconditional perseverance of the
saints) without the other (eternal election and reprobation)
and if li¢ renounces the one, so must ke the other also.

Now if mr. Cleland affords sufficient ground to believe, that
there is a possibility of falling from grace ; then election and
reprobation, will fall according to the above declaration. Gen-
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t1¢men, should I be able to shew (not only from the word of
eternal truth) but from mr. Cletand’s book, ‘that the persever-
ance of the saints is fallible, you cannot hesitate a moment, to
determine in conformity to the foregoing declaration, that
Calvinism, unconditionzl election, and reprobation, have fell
like Dagon before the Ark. ;

1 _&sk then, for what end did God make man, was it for
happiness or misery ? il the formcr, how came he miserable ?

Mr. Cleland answers, “ \Ve constantly affirm and believe

for his own glory. \Vas he made upright? who made him
sinful ? did God make him happy ! who made him miserable ?
did h¢ make him after his own image? whounmade him ?
did he make him for damnation or did man make himsell ?
the latter no doubs. p. 16.
. -So sure then, as God made man upright, in his'own image,
happy, and designed for his own glory—i. e. the honor and
praise of God, wvho is infinite in goodness and wisdom-—there
wasnone, no, notone, foreordained from all eternity to destruc-
tion, for it would be manifest fclly, in a common potter, to
tonsign a large majority of his earthen vessels to destruction,
just to shew that he had power over a lump of clay ; and wis-
dom would pronounce it barharity and despotism inan Indian,
who would make three of his sons lawless favourites, and
hang the other seven up ‘in the Rames and roast them alive,
just to shew that he had power over his children, from 10 years
old and under.  And then should he issue his proclamation
declaring his unlimited goodness, and sweareth that he will-
eth not the death of any ; I think all would rcadily say from
such goodness and wisdom good Lord deliver us.

- Itis therefore of necessity, Gentlemen, that you decide it
was Calvin, and not God, who without any condiiicn in his will
and council, chose g certain number to grace here and glory here-
after ; and conscquently, forecrdained a certain number to
sin here, and damnation hereafter. The advocutes for eter-.
nal election and reprobaticn, under the softer name of final
perseverance ; frequently tell us, mankind were like so' many
condemned to die, of whom the Governor might pardon some,
and leave the rest to die in their sins. True, butif the judge
were to condemn oiie man to be hanged for not doing what
he had no power to do, he would be guilty of injustice ; but if
he was frst to decree that a man’s father, that is Adam, should
commit murder, and then hang three parts of his children, he
could not possibly be clear.

I now ask was there any difference in the children of A
dam, sfter the fall, to move goodness, to reject some, whilé
happiness was communicated to others, or that would authe-
rize an impartial God to make a difference,
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Mr. Cleland answers, p. 30, monein the creature, for alt
mankind were viewed as in the same situation, and on a frerfect
level considered in themselves, '

When this testimony of mr. Cleland’sis considered in re-
lationto infinite goodness, and we rc:nember that Jehovah
solemly declares, as I live sdith the Lord, I have no filrasure in
the death of the w'cked. Ezek. xxxiii. chap. I feel coufident that
you must conclude that Jesus Christ by the grace of God tast-
ed death for every man. Heb. ii. 9. Il'so,none arclost but
such as fall from some degree of grace.

Consequently, perservance is fallible; for that scheme asserts
where grace begins a good work, it will infallibly carry it on ;
and if perseverance be fallible, then mr. Cleland may say,’
farewell swect -election and reprobation, for he says they
must stand or fall together.

But to come to the point, lask, are men moral agents, or
are they not? T mean, has man by the grace of God, power
to will moral good and power or liberty to choose that good, or
is he undera fatal necessity to choose evil? If he has power
to will, and liberty to choose, is not salvation conditional ? If
he has no such power, was henot eternally designed for dam.
nation, and that design secured by decreeing Adam’s fall.

Mr. Cleland answers, p. 18, “The rational exercise of the
natural powers of the moral agent, is not abridged, nor the
freedom of choice destroyed. Tt is true indeed there are con-
ditions on which the elect themselves shall be saved ; such as
faith in Christ, and other corresponding graces ; but observe,
these are conditions of the event, and not of the decree.” p. 21.
And“What I have said, I say again, that by faith in Christ,
by a life of holiness, . and by perseverance in both, and in no
other way, he (the elect) shall obtain eternal life.” p. 27. and
if this does not satisfy you, I will add, “consequently their in-
terest in Christ, with all the blessed consequences of it, was
decreed to be the object of their own free choice and earnest
pursuit.” p.21. “This much we know, that the-merit of Christ
is sufficient for ALL.” p. 29. “Th: free agency of man is an
essential in the divine plan, and s much the object of the di-
vine decrees as any thing else.” p. 28.

Gentlemen, you will suffer me to collect the testimony from
these evidences, and lay it before you.

1. * The merits of Chrift are {ufficient for al' ;' ({ays mr.
Cleland) and goodnefs will reftrainz them from none.

2. Man is a moral agent, endowed with the liberty of choice,
i. e. he pollefles power to will, and power to chufe moral good.
‘This power was loft by Adam, but reftored by Chrift to him

again, and all bis polterity in him, of courfe.
3. Hisintereftin Chrift, and all the bleffed confequences of

ity are the objelt of his free choice, And
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4. His falvation depends on a conditional faith in Chrift,
produdtive of corrz{ponding graces : and the condition of faith
and obedience, muil abfolutely be: performsd on man’s part,
and perfevered in. Fo=* inao otberway the elect can'odtain cter-
wal life.” : .

And now, if a'l this be propofed to his free cboice, without
adding another word, I ajk, if inftcad of believing in Chrift,
man may not withhold the confentof his mind, and be dimned
for unb-lief, according to Mark 16. 16, “ He that belicveth
not (hall Ybedamned ;" and John 3. 19.¢ This is the condetnna-
tion, that light is come into the world, and men love darknefs
rather than light.”

And further, that if there be a condition,if man may not fail
ro comply, and be juitly punifh=d for his difobsdience, without
fruftrating or difappointing God, who * deceed that it fhould
be the obje&t of his free choice.” -

Anain. If man’sintereft in Chrift, and all the ol¢fled confe.
quences of ity be the objeét ¢ of his free choice,” i. e, ** 1 {ug
life and death before you, choofe life.”” Deut. 30. 19. Is it
not in man’s power, by embracing offered grace, and pardon,
to turn from a life of {in and death, to a life of holinels, and
{fing, O Lord, ¥ will praife thee, though thou waft aagry with
me,sthine anger is turned away, and thou doft .comtort me..
14, 13, “ And then, like David, the inceftesus Co:rinthean, and
others, by abufling the grace of God, and doing defpite to the
fpiric, turn from a life of holinefs, to commitacdultery, murder,
and all manner of abominations, and * die in them,” there is
temporal death, and then * for bis sin tbat be batd sinned,
sball ke die,”*® experience eternal death, that is,complzstely and
eternally fall from grace,

Reader, left you fhould hefitate to give judgment, onaccount
of a doubt arifing from an attachment to my opponent, I will -
call y:lur attention to a pafluge or two more from mr. Cleland's

amphiet. 3
P n th: fixed plan of Providence, {fays mr. Cleland, p. 28)
there is a real influ:nce of {cond caufes, both natural amd
moral ; and I apprchend the connelion vetw.en caufc and
eTelt isimilar in both cafes.

"¢ He, i. e St. Paul, knew thathe, as' well as others,muft ule
the appointed 'means, in order to prevent it, i. €. being a caft
away, :'nong which a fear of caution and circumfpe&tion, is of
the firft importance. p.48. : -

‘* [heretore, when we {peak of perfeverance, we alwaysin-
clude progrefls in the ways of holinefs, and uniforinly maintain,
thatthele who relt in any paft attanments, or experiences,
without giving diligence to pre!s forward towards the mark, not
only are, but ever have biei, ftrangers to vital Godlinels, ' ---
Page 43.

So (ure,then, as farmers have power to plow, (O and culti-
vate theirfields; wlich fecond caufzs have a real influsnce on

Ezekiel i, xvitl, XXXille
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the grain, without which they gather no harveft, the firlt caufe
of which is God, who giveth the early and the latter rain ;...
jult fo fure have »!l moral agents power to comply withthe can-
dition of the Gofpel, to wit, to receive Chrifl, and all the bene-
fits confequent thereon, by faith; all ef which are propofed to
his free choice.

And cn the ot.er hand, juft fo fure as farmmers have power to
neglet plowing and cultivating the ground, which fecond caufes
may prevent the feed fown from bringing fruit to perfedion,
juft fo fure the believer who negledts to add to his fanth, virtue,
&c. will forget that he was purged from his old {ins, will draw
back to perdition. =2 Pet. 1.2, Heb, 10. 38,39, Theretore
we are direéted to ¢ break upthe tollow ground'” of the Leart.
Jeremiah iv. 3. Sow tothe {pitit, Gal. vi. 8. Givediligence
to make our calling and eletign fure, &c.o ii. Pet. ia 1o, For
my {pirit thall not always {trive with man, faith the lLord,
Gen. iv. 3.

Woell, therefore, imnight St. Paul know that the ule of theap.
pointed means was of the firltimportance. And when David
negle@ed to ufe the means of grace, and fubftituted the means
of adultery and murder, hs wascastairay. By negle@ing ¢ the
ufe of the means, which is of the firlt importance,’” he had caft
himfelf entirely outof the road to Heaven,and was then in the
road to Hell. Gentlemen, the evidenieis {ull, yet fufler me to
give a finifhing ftroke, which clinchesmr. Cleland’s {entimerts,
and forever ruinshis precious doctrine.

¢ No murderer hath eteinal life abidicg in him."”” John iii.
15 verfe.

But David was a murderer; confequently, eternal life did not
abide in him. Therefore he had.fallen from prace ; for he had
been a mao after God’s own heart. i. Sam. xuii. 14, [ will
no longer admit a doubt Lut you willackrowledge the perfever-
ance of the faintsto be fallible, when drawn from inr. Cleland's
principle, as well as the werd of God; confequently the do@rine
of eternal election and reprobation, which is {o * precious' to
mr. Cleland’s * immortal scul,” like Dagon fulls preftrate be-
fore the ark of goodnefs, righteoulmels and truth.

But oh ! what confufion does this make in mr. Cleland’s fyf-

tem !
; L. (1)

He uniformly maintains,that  He as unniformly maintains,
thofe who reft in any paft at- that God ever loves the fame
tainments or expericnces, with- perfon and for tle fame reaton.
out glvirg diligence to prefs If you afk what is the reafon,
forward:1o the maik, (as Da- mr. Cleland zniwers, None in
vid did) not only are, but ever the creature. p. 20. H¢ never
have been, flratigers to vital changeshis purpofes, thcugh he
Godlinels, (p. 44y and therefore may change his providence,
when David for fucha length oi' ("as lie did towards David) yet
time, lay under theguil: of un- he never refumes bis fpecial
repented-of adultery and mur- blefling, rot retrads the fpecial
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der, not only was, but ever had call which he has given. p. 47.

be:n a firanger to vital Godli-

nefs ;” and yet
And, therefore, David was as much a«clild of God when he

lay in Uriah’s bed, and imbruga his hands in his blood, as when
he wasattentive to “ the ufe of means by which aloneit eternal
life is to be hoped for and obtained. P, 43.

By fuch logic mr. Cleland proves, that David uot only had
rot, but never had, vital Godline(s, at the very {ame time, and
by the very {ame arguments that proves David was lugh in the

favor of Gode And---..
¢ But, fir, fays mr. Cleland the do&rine I advocate is

fweetand precious to my immortal foul. Come on then witi your
objeétions, Iam an advocate for the veracity of God. 1 "can
mect a hoft of arguments,and it I fail, I do not fear but he will
maintain his throne in {pite of all the Armenians in the world
who try to tear him off, and place him at their feet. P, 41,

¢ But tms 1s generally the firlt dafh we get from your fide of
the houl:y on this article of our faith, and thereis fcarcely
mewmber in yourconnexion, from the kighelt to the molt illiter-
ate,who lhias not this argument in his mouth, as foon as enlifted
under the fandard of Meshodifm. P. 43.

“Noiiy encmies, that have rifen of late againft the decrees
Ignm-zncc and prejudice are up in arms agaioft cur confeifion
of Faith, which fo many are barking at of fate. P. 16.

“ You tantalize us by exciting our attention with fomething
of impnt:anr.c.hnldinﬁ out friend(hipin eve hand, till we draw
near, and then with the other we have to feel the pointed dag-
ger of controver{y, which, for a while, was concealed for l'mﬁ‘-
ter views ; but havinz failed, now it is drawn again with redoy-
bled fyry, and wielded againft us even by mary whafe nevity,
puerility and inexperience, {peak for themielves. P. 6o.

¢ No wonder (that prefbyterians are not like methodifls)
when we can now a days hear of fcarcely any thing fromn you
but perfection, and falling from grace.”” P.y.

Pray mir. Cleland, be catm! 1 hope vou will confider, that
aflion as ill becomes the minifter, as ugly names and hard
peeches does the Gofpel which he preacbes.  Indeed bir, I have

no intention of tearing th= adorable King of Saints off his
throne, to place him at my inlignificant feet.  No fir, {ooner,
wmuch {voner, would I have my right arm tarn from my body,
This, fir, mult be a fit of intemperate zeal, arifing from the
danger in which your {cheme is in. You certainly ¢annot be-
lieve we would tear Chiifl off his chrone ; or ¥you couid notbe
fincere in your profeflions of friendfhip towards uss Andeven
if this was vour opinion, you ought to be among the laft tocom-
plain.  You fay * glf creatures and all their actions,” were de-
creed, If (o, it was decreed for the Methodilts to act jult as
they do. What a pity it is that fuch a poor lump of clay
fhould find fault, and by o doing, indicate a want of faith i
the caufe he advocates. You fay we tantalize you, hold out
friend(hip, conceal ccutroverfy, for {inifter mmotives, but having,



[ 37 ]

&z, Were I to take fuch liberties, you would tempt me te
retort them, and {ay, ¢ out of the abundance of the beart :be
moutb speaketh.” {'ou upbraid us with our ignorance, and re-
prefent us as “ barking’ dogs, for preaching what we call con-
trover{y ; that is, for preaching to the people what we verily
believe to be the plan of falvation., Indeed, fir, if you will not
fuffer us to preach as we bzlieve, you muft ftop us preaching
altogether ; for I confefls that our learning is not of that caft,
as to enable us to believe one thing, and preach another.

But I muft do you the juftice, fir, to acknowledge to our im-
Fartial readers, that_I did no: dcﬁgn_ to imnakes them believe that
you held with falvation for all the fallen race ; that this falva-
tion was conditional ; that man really has liberty of choice,&c.
No, &iry I only meant to fhew the hard fLifts you are put to, in
dreifing up your fentiments, to make them paffable in this en-
Lgh:ened day. But, happy for the truth, your inconfiltencies
5) to ellablifh the oppofite ef your fentiments.

In addition to what has heen already faid, I Ml introduce
vour oppofition to holinefs, and fhew the ground of that oppo-
tition, in order to bring out vour rea! fentiments.

1 Mali not take time now to expofe ftatements. You may in-
dulge yourfelf here, as in other places, with wrong ftatements,
if vou choofe. .

I hall proceed ta thew our different apinions, and then let
the impartial enguirers judge for them/elves.

I belicve that Chrift is that Light that lighteth every man
that.cometh into the world. That “‘in eve:y nation Le that
feareth God and worketh righteoufnefs,” according to the
light of his difpenfation, ¢ is accepted,” that he is acceptable
jult fo tur as ke is inwardly and outwaidly conformable to this
light, or the divine nature which is thereby manif-fted unto
hun---and that he may fo * walk in <his light,” as for God to
reckon him a peife€t man; not by an imaginary imputation
ef Chrift's meritoricus righteoufnefs, but by his communicated
nature, implanted in the foul by the faith of the G-f.cl.

Paticnt Reader, 1 will now proceed to luy betore yor my
view of the Gofpel. This mr. Cleland requires ire to do on
original ground. Hence he hastcken the advantage of me, I
am oot bleffed withlearning; and he affurcs me, that ro notice
wiil be taken of my performance, unlefs it flands ou * original
ground.” 1 hope if I fhould [o far fuccesd s to be taken no-
tice of, that he will meet me on the ground I take, and not fix
on any accidental point, jult to fhew his abilities ; for it is not
abilities 1 am trying, but a plain enquiry after truth.

Mr. Cleland inakes [elf-exiltence, independence, uachasgable-
vefs, omnifcience, wifdom, and jultice of God, his original

round, but of gocdnels not a word in his original ground.---
‘ore-knowledge is made the centre on which he raifes eternal
ele@ion and reprobation, by what appears to be undeuiable
concluhions from his premiles.

Io confidering God’s method of dealing with man, it is pro-
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per to conlider the relation in which man ftands to God. But
the relation in which man ftands to God, is that of a rational
meral agyat, who has power to will and power to choofe ; who
may, therefore, do or not do; and, of courfe, is properly ac-
countable for his ations; and, therefore, God will j-udgé the
world of moral agents in righteoufnels; reward the ob=dient
and punifh the difobedient, confiftently with his divine perfec-
tions, without decreeing the means and the end of each indivi-
dual. That this is the rclation in which the human family
ftands to Gad, will appear from a view of man, 1n relation ta
goc;lne{'s, wifdom, power, &c.in creation, redeinption and con-
verfion.

_Goudnefls in man, is that which makes him eafly, hapry in
bhimfelf, ufeful to his fellow creatures, and inftrumental to ‘the
glory of God. Goodnels mudl, therefore, be a communicative
principle. If fo, wherever real goodnefs exifts, it muft bs 3
motive to communicate happinefs to others. Now God is infi-
nitely good---good in his elfence and attributes---the fountain
and {ource of gondnefs---and as there was a time when no be-
ing exifted but God, there was no ohject for goodnefs to com-
municate happinefs to. It was therefore proper for rational
intelligencies to be made. Hence goednefs moved, wifdom
dire&ted, and power brought forth angels and men, rational in-
telligencies, properrecipients of happinefs. And as they came
immed:ately trom the fource of goodne(s itfelf, reafon dictates
that they muft be good ; but notin an abfolute degree, not in-
mutably good. Immutability is a perfection of Deiry.

Now, infinite wif{dom mult fee, that fuch a number of muta.
ble creatures would not all ack alike. It wasneceffary to make
them moral agents, to enjov good, and be accountable for their
actions. Free to ftund, but liable to fall, And thus God. asa
wife fovereign, rewards and punifhes confiftent with goodnefs
and jultice.

So far, I thin! , I am ¢ n originalground. But man, as we!l as
fome angels, by an abufe of his power, did fall,not in obedience
to an abfolute decree, for God did politively forbid him to fin,
and therefore man, ar.d not the decree, brought mifery on the
human family.

Upon this view of the fubje&, I confefs [ cannot underftznd
in what place or part of this holy happy man, jult from the
fountain of gooducfs, who thone out in the inage of God, the
fuppofed rejrobates were contained ; or how goodacfs coull
form any tor etzrnal woe. If mifery be the objed on which
goodnefs fixes, how could goodn={s form any for mifery 7 Nor
can [underftand how wifdom, confiftent with truth, ceuld pro-
nounce the man, thatis, the whole man, confequently all the
parts, very good, 1f all the reprobates, as {o many bad parti-
cles, were then contained in his loins.

In the next place. we will view fullen man as an object of
divine attention, degraded, fallen and expolcd to eternal pune
Munent, which the juft demerit of his voluntary, avoidable
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tranfgreili o deferved. Infinite power, abstractidly cantid=red,
could, no doubt, like a fovereign potter, break as well as make
vellels ac plealure. Aad viewing Adam in the absvz deferibe-l
fizuaion, I conclud: that ju'tice might haive cut himoff.  1a
tinit cafe. the voluntary traa{grelrr would have fuffered a con-
fcious punifhinznt jultly proportioned to his crim=, and the un-
born polterity deprived of their exiftence, but would have had
no more coufcioufnels of punith nsrt than of gutle.

But this would have defeated the original deiiga of goadaefs,
willom, power,&c. Hence goodnels maved, wifdom directeds
» raifomnis provided.

There was {ufficicnt pewer had it been exerted, irre(iftibly and
11fallibly to have faved the whole human family---but accord-
ing to firll prisiciples, this would deprive the creatu-e of moral
ﬁﬁ*‘“f}': arnd thereby render bim incapable of rewards or pun-
ithrn:znts.

Once more.  Alminhty power could have divided the poftcr-
itv of A lem given o.e part to Jelus Chrift, and the other to the
Devil: fixed everlaflting diftinguithing love on the tavored eledt,
and eternal reprobating hate on the non-elet---and have [c-
cured the 1alvation of the former, and damnation of the latter,
by decrecing m-ans, repeazance, faith, izupenitence and unbe-
licl. which Mhoald leid wich carrainzy to thetr relpellive ends,
But o, how Gou Iness shudlders at the idea! Goodness fixgs
0. thz miscrable; nor ean justice punish the reprobate. For
upon the supnasition that Christ did not die for them, they ab-
soiutely could not repentand belicve in obedience to the gos-
p:l. Therelore, this scheme is inconsistent with original prin-
ciples, the lenor of the. guspzl, and reason.

And it is no wonder, that upon a review of these Calvinistic
principles, Calvia hims.If should be constrained to call the de-
cree horribly-awful.

By the grace of Go'l, the Redeemer was therefore given to
the whole human family, who were as much in the loins of
Adam, when Clrist, the seed of the womnan, was promiscd to
him, as they wére whén he sinned ; and as they lost original
rectitude by the fizst Adain, so, by the second Adam, thev were
all restored to moral "agency by gracc—hence life and death
are set before all——all are commanded to repent—uall invited
tu the gospel supper—zxhorted to come—warned of the daa-
ger of deluy; and while the gospel is inviting all, the fuw
18 levelled age.. st all disobc dience and unrighteousness of men,
who are to be judged by revelation, and receive according as
tacir works shall be. I therefore con lude, Ist, That ¢ God so
loved the world,” the whole world of sinners, * that he gave
his only bzgutten son, that they might believe in him and be
saved.” Jol.n iii. 16.

2d. That © J:sus Christ, by the grace of God, did actually
waste of death for every man.” Heb.ii 9.
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3d. That the sprrit Is sent into the world to reprove or con-.
vince all the sinners in the world of sin, righteousness, and
judgment. John xvi.

4th. That the terms of life and salvation are within the
power of all men, and, therefore, it any are lost, ¢ This is the
condemnation, that light is come into the world, and men love
darkness rather than light.” John iii. 19.

nce more, [ call the atention of my respectable judges, to
view the converted man in relation to original principles. The
object of this view, is to see whether moral agency or power to -
destroy himself, istaken from man when he is converted. We
have alrcady seen that man must be mutable, or he may sin.
That he may sin is granted on all hands. Mr. Cleland says he
must sin—is so rigid an opposer to living without sin, that he
~¢fuses to attend our meetings, because he must hear so much
of living without sin.

Now, if the converted man may, and {requently does sin, as
David, &kc. then he must be under a law, and if moral agents
transgress the law, then the unchangeable God of righteous.
ness, justice, truth and wisdomn, must see them transgressors,
as they really are, and deal with them accordingly, i. €. reward
thim astheir works shall be. Mat. xxv.. Rev. xx. 12, 13,

And to this even Mr. Cleland himself scems to Le agreed,
notwithstanding all that he bas said to the contrary. - It is
true indeed,” says he, p. 2!, 27, % there are conditions. on
which the elect themselves shall be saved, such as faith in
Christ, and other corresponding graces.” “ What I have said, I
say again, that by faith in Christ, by a life of holiness, and by

rseverance in both, and in no other way, he (the elect or
converted man) shall obtain eternal life. No man cun be a true
believer, but one who wills to live in a holy manner—p. 43.

Thus far then, gentlemen, I presume 1 am on original
ground, and surprising to tell, am blessed with Mr. Cleland’s
sanction. .

Well, Mr. Cleland, in the presence of these impartial judges,
I must inform you, that your scheme of eternal election and
reprobation, on which your pleasing and much talked of per-
severance stands, is an erroneous notion, merely farcical, and
altogether the invention of a futile imagination ! Do not start,
sir, nor interrupt me ; give me leave to pruceed. If no man
can be a true believer, butone who wills to live in a holy man-
ner, then David was not a true believer, when he committed
adultery and murder, for then he did not will to live in a Loly
manner, unless you can: show that aduitery and murder are
hely living, or that he did will to live in a holy manner, while
committing those crimes, and that acdultery and murder were-
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not the acts of his will ; and if you can do this, I think it wiil
rack your philosophy and divinity too, to show the tiec can be
known by its fruits.

This argument might be varied, and appiied to all Lack-
shiders; but I forbear, in order to luy before miy readers. the
harmony which subsists between my original ground, and the
general tenor of the gospel.

The gospel informs us, that all men are under the law—
are called to repentance, foith and holiness, are invited to the
gospel feast—exlioited to come—threatened if they reiuse—
warned of the danger of delay—and finally, are to appear at
the judgement scat of Christ, o receive according to the deeds
done in the body ; and that distribution is by the revelution
of a rightecus judgement.

On our original ground and principles, what beauty, pro-
priety and harmony, arc manifested ! with what majestic au-
thority, the commands are ushcred forth! what sovercign
goodness, in making provision for a ruined world? what a
flow of tender affection is displayed in the pathetic exliorta-
tion { what a paternal dignity accompanies the solemn warn-
ing ! and oh ! how sweetly blended ar¢ unchangeable good-
ness, wisdom, justice, truth and righteousness, in governing a
world of moral agents, and rewarding or punishing at the last
day. But upon the supposition, that CGod from all eternity,
decreed Adam’s fall, by which all were made sinners ; then
elected. some for happiness, and reprobated the rest to
misery, and secured their respective ends, by means and in-
strumen’s -afifointed fiom all eternity : 1 say, wpon such a

“supposition, what cruel tyranny to command the repre-
bates to repent and believe! what sovereign ma'evolence,
to push the non.elect into existence, when they are  precluded
happiness ! what a guast of cruel dissimulation accompanijes
the exhortation to the reprobates ! yea, what paternal part-
tality and design, thunder out the solemn warnings, to
those whese awful fate is. unalterably fixed—and oh ! how
absurd, what mockery is a day of judgement.

Patient reader, having hid before you, my view of the gos-
pel, and shewn you that (notwithstanding mr. Cleland’s op-
position to free and conditional salvation for all men, yet he
himiself has. been driven by the insurmountable difficulties,
consequent upon his original ground,) he is at last found,
happily found, fighting on the side and in the behalf of these
his imprudent zeal led him to oppose. I sha'l now proceed
to take notice of that gentlercan’s opposition to the doctrines
of Holiness. ‘

 Most of the controvercies, which arise betiveen men, who

D2
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fear God, spring from the hurry with which somae of them
find fau’t with what they have not examined, and speak
evil of what they do not understand. Why does mr. Cleland
attack the doctrine of christian perfection, which we contend
for? Is it because he is a sworn enemy to holiness 3 and a
zea.ous protector of iniquity ? [ hope not.  The grand reason,
next to his Calvinian prejudices, is his inattention to the
question, and to the arguments by which our sentiments are
supported. “Notwithstanding the manner in which that gen-
tleman has treated me, and the Methodists, as a body, in
his controversial untimely heat ; I shall entertain this opinion
of him, as Lo hope (at least) that if he understocd our doctrine,
he would no more pour contempt upon it, than upon the ora-
cles of God. Ishall therefore endeavour to rectify his ideas
of the glorious. christian liberty, which we press after.  If pro-
ducing light, is the best micthod of opposing darkness, setting
the doctrine of christian perfection in a proper point of view,
will be the best means of opposing the doctrine of christimn
imperfcction.

We now begin, by takinga view of our Jerusalem, and her
perfections ; and when we shall have marked her bulwarks,
and cleared the ground between her towers and mr. Cleland’s
battery, we shall march up to It and see whether his arguments
have the solidity of brass, or only the shadowy appearance of
wooden artillery, pointed and mounted like brazen ordnance.

Chiristian perfection ! why should the harmless name offend
us ? Perfection ! why should that lovely word frighten us .
Is it not common and plain ? . Did not Cicero speak intelligi-
bly, when he called accomplished philosophers, frerfectos fihilc-
25.hos, and an excellent orator, fierfectun oratorum ! BDid
Ovid expose his reputation, when he sard that Chiron fierfected
Achilt's in music, or taught him to play upon the lute to perfec-
tion? And does mr. Cleland think it wrong to observe that
fruit grown inaturity, isin its perfection ? 1We, whom that
gentleman stigmatizes, use the word perfection exactly in the
sanie sense, giving that name to the maturity of grace, pecwm-
liar to established believers, under their respective dispen-
sations. And if this is anerror, we are led into it by the sa-
cred writers, who use the word perfection, as well as us.

‘The word predestinate occurs but four times in all the scrip-
turcs, and the word predestination not once ; and yet myr Cle-
land would justly excluim against me, were [ to call npon'him
to shew mec the word predestination once in all the bible. Not
so with the word perfection ; it accurs with its derivatives as
frequently as most words in the scripture, and not scldom in
#k¢ very samne sensc in which we take it.  Nevertheless, we
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do not lay an undue stress upon the exprcesion; and il [
thought that.our condescension would answer any good end, [
would willingly save mr. Cleland’s tender fecfings, and give up
that harmless and significant word. But if it is expedient to re-
tain the unscriptural word rinity, because it is a kind of
watch-word, by which we [requently discover the secrct-op-
posers of the mysterious distinction of Father, Son, and Holy
Ghost, inthe divine unity ; how much more properis it not to
renounce the scriptural word perfection, by which the dispiri-
ted spies, who bring an evil report upon the goodly land of 4o
linkes, areolten detected. Add to this, that the following de-
clarauons of our l.ord, backed by an inspired apostle, does not
permit us to renounce either the word or the thing: “Be ye
perfect”—*Every nne that is frerfict. shall be as his master.”—
“If thou wilt be fierfect, go sell that thou hast, and give to the
poor.” Matt. xix. 21. <“Ifany man teach otherwise, and con-
sent not to wholesome words, even the words of our l.ord Je-
sus Christ, and the doctrine whith is according to godliness, he
is proud.” :

Again. “{Vhosoever shall be ashamed of me and of my
words in this sinful generation, of him also shall the son of
man be ashamed, when he cometh in the glory of the
Father.” Now these being the wurds of Christ, we dare no
more be ashamed of them, than we dare desire he would be
ashamed of us in the great day.

Again. We call christian perfection the maturity of grace
and holiness, which established adult believers attain to under,
the christian dispensation ; and by this means we distinguish
that maturiry of grace, both from the ripeness of grace which
belongs to the dispensation of the Jews, below us, and from
the ripeness of glory, which belongs to departed saints, above
us. Hence itappears, that by christian perfection we mean
nothing but the cluster and maturity of the graces, which com-
pose the christian character in the church militant. In other
words, christian perfection is a spiritual censtellation, made
up of these gracious stars—mperfect repentance. perfect faith, per-
fect humility, perfect meekness, perfect self=denial, perfect
lesignation, perfect hope, perfect charity, for our visible ene-
mies as well as for our earthly relations ; and above all, perfect
love for our invisible God, through the explicit knowlege of
our mediator, Jesus Christ.  And as this last star is always ac-
comnpaniced by all the others, as Jupiter is by his satellites, we
frequently use, as St. John, the phrase ferfect love, instead of
the word perfection, understanding thereby the pure love of
Godshed abroadinthe heart of established believers, by the Ho-
ly Ghost, which is abundantly given them, under the fullncss
of the christian dispensation,
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Again. Mr. Cleland’s prejudice against the doctrine of per-
fection, i3, no doubt, increased by his confounding together
Adamic and Christian perfection ; two perfections these, which
are as distinct as the garden of Eden and the christian church.
Adamic perfection came from God our creator in Paradise, be-
fore any trial of Adam’s faithful obedience ; and christian per-
tection comes from Ged our Redeemer and Sanctifyer, in the.
christian church, after a severe trial of the obedience of faithe
Adamic perfcction might be lost by doing despite to the pre-
serving love of God our creator ; and chrisiian perlection may
be lost by doing despite t) ths redeeming love of God our Sa-
viour. Adamic perfection extended to the whole man ; his
body was perfectly sound in all .its parts, and his soul in all its
powers ; but christian perfection extends chiefly to the wll,
which is the capitul morul power of the soul, leaving the: un-
derstanding ignorant of ten thousand things, and the body dead
because of siv.

Again. To shew that mr. Cleland does not understand our
doctrine of christian perfection, or willingly misrepresents.us,
I shall proceed to oppose our definition of christian perfection
to some of the objections which are raised against it.

Objzction 1. Your doctrine of perfection leads to firide.

Impossible ! ifchristian perfection is ferfect humility.

Obj. 2. Is exults belicvers, but it is only to the state of the

va'n-glorious pharisee. Impossible—if our perfection is frerfect
kumility, it makes us sink deeper into the state of the ‘humblc
justified publican. '
“+Obj. 3. It fills men with the conceit of their own excel=
lence, and makes them say to-a weak brother, stand by, fam
holiei than thou. Impossible again. We do not preach fiharis
azic,'but chrisiian perfection, which consists in ficrfect foverty
of stirit, and in that perfect charity, which vaunteth not itsel’;
honours a'l men, and bears with the infrmitics of the weuk.

Obj.+ 4. It setw repentance asid-. Impossible-=for it is fier=
Jees pefietitance.

5. It wii make us slight Christ.—More and more improbable.
How chn perfoct faith in Christs make us slight Christ :  could
it be more ubsurd to say that the perfect love of God, will muke
us despise God " _

When [ turn back and take a retrospective view of Mr. Cle.
land’s want of sincerity in his prefessional fricndship—when I
see in him a disposition 'to anathematize cvery sentiment id
others that he is pleased to reject—I say, when I see the ab-
sence: of thut charity which never faileth. and of that love
that think:th no evil, -I must confess [ am not surprised to seé
Rim advoeating the causz of sin, opposing ayy attdinment in
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religion in others, that he does not feel in himself; and, like the
man that never had seen an hundred pounds at one lirie, would
not be pcrsuaded to believe that any ever pessesscd that sumn.
But it is, indecd, surprising to see him attempt to press two of
the holy apostles into the ficld of this bad divinity, and intro-
duce them as witnesses against the doctrine of holiness.- Never
were these huly men set upon a more unholy piece of work.
Methinks I hear them say, let Mr. Cleland rank us with the
Gibeonites ; let him make us hewers of wood and drawers of
water to the congregation forever, but let him not sct us to
cutting up, root and bratich, the lovely tree of christian perfec-
tion. Happily for that rare tree, Mr. Cleland produced iittle
more thun the name of the apestolic woodmen, while we pro-
duce their axe and lay it at the root of antinomianism._

Mr. Cleland introduces Paul as a witness in oppesition to the
scriptursl doctrine of perfection. But I would ask wheie does
that holy apost!e plead for christian imperfection in the heart
of belizvers.  Isit when he says, “ as he who has called you is
holy, so be ye Loly in all manner of conversation; seeing yeu
have purified your souls, &c. love one another with a pure
heart fervently. Churist left us an example, that ye should fol-
low his steps, whe did not sin—who bore our sins, that we, be.
ing dead to sin, should live to righteousness. Forasmuch, then,
as Christ hath suflcred for us in the fleshy arm yourselves with
the same mind, for he that hath suffered in the flesh Lath ceased
from sin.”

2. If St. Paul, the first of Mr. Cleland’s witnesses, does not
say one word to countenance antinomianism and to recommend
christian imperfegtion, let us sce if St. John pleads for Baal in
the heart, any more than for Baal in the life of perf:ct belicvers.
Turn to his epistle: O ye that thirst aftcr holiness, 1o your com-
fort you will find that he shews himscifa bold asserter of chris-
tian perfection.

He assigns his commission thus: ¢ This is the messaze
which we have received from him (Christ) and declare unto
you, that Ged is light, (bright transcendant prrity,) and in
him is no darkness {noimpurity] atall. If we [(helievers] say
that we have fellowship.with him [that wg wers emited to him
by an actually living fa:th] an.d walik ia daikness, [in impurity
or sin] we lie and do not the truth ; but if we walk in the light,
as he isin the light, [if we live up to our christian light and do
rizhteousness] we have fellowship one with another, and the
bisod of Jesus Christ, his son, cleanseth us feom all sin--For
let no man deczive you ; he that does 1ighteousness, is righte.
ous, even as he (Christ] is righteous—and ia hiin is no sin.”

Again. 1beg Mr, Cleland; as well as my readers; to inculge
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me while [dropa fe ¥ mare passazess in favour of this glorious
christian liberty. St. John in his secend chapter says—*¢We
know that we know him, it we keep his commandments, &ec.
Wi keepeth his ward, verily ia him is the love of God per-
fected. He that abideth in himy, ought himself also so to walk,
even as he walked, &c. He that loveth his brother, abideth in
the lizht, [wuere the blood of Ciwvist cleanseth from all sin]
and thzre is no occasion of stumbiing in him

The same doctrine ruas throagh the next chapter. % Every
one that hath this hope in him fiurific:h Aimself; as he {Christ] iz
trure.’ \WWhosoever committeth sin transgresseth &:. and ye
know that he was manifested to take away our sin, [that is to
destroy them reot ot branch]and in himis no sin. Whosoever
abideth in him, sinneth not; whosoever sinneth, does not [pro-
perly) see him, neither know him. He that does righteousacss
is rightcous, even as he [Christ] is rizhtcous. He that com-
mitteth sin [as appears from the context; he that trans.
gresseth the law] is of the devil, for the devil sinneth from the
beginning. For this parpose was the son of God manifested,
that he might destroy the works of the devil.”

If Mr. Cleland cries out shocking! who are those men that
do.not sin? [ reply, all those whom St. Joha speaks of a few
verses bstow. ¢ B:loved, if our h:art condemn us, (and it - will .
condemn usif we sin, bit G2d much more, for] God is greater
than our heart, &c. B:loved, if our heart condemn us not, we
have confidence toward God, &c. because we keep his com-
mandments, and do those things that ave pleasing in his sigir.”
1 John, 3. 20, &c. Now we appreiend a!l the sophistry in the
world will never prove, that, evang-lically spraking, keeping
God’s commaadments, and doing what pleases him, is sinning.
Therefore, when St. John proiessed to keep God’s command-
ments, and to do what was pleasing in his sighe, he profess :d
what Mr. Cleland calls sinless perfection, and what we call
<hristian ‘perfection. :

I conclude froin the above, that mr. Cleland = very unfor--
tunate in his choice of St. John, as one ol his witnssscs te
" establish his system of Christian jimperfection 5 for to repre-
sent that holy apostle, as an enemy to the doctrine of Christian
perfection, does not appear to m: less absuid, than to repre-
scnt satan, as a friend. te complete holiness.

Pray. mr. Cleland, bear with me (thouzh ignaraat) while
T retortvour own advice ; you are exhoried to stuly the hly
scrifitures swith more attention. and not defiend altogether on a few
passaged manifestly distorted from the context; in order to
maxe them sp.ak the lunguage of the modern, as well as an-
cicat imperfectionists, and support your firecivis dactrine,of
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eternal elcction and reprobation ; which is so firecrous to your
tmmsreal soul, i nd which seems to be tottering from its sandy
foundation ; and will soon fali before the Ark of gospel truth,
You wili find your beloved friend Calvin, by monopolizing the
conversation,-not only overheated himself, but actualy talked
himselfout of argument, as well as out of breath ; and has fal-
len a fatal victim to his intemperate zeal. I hope, sir, his un-
timely dcath, will be a warning toyoung beginners hereafter ;
and that even yourselt will at least so far think of that old say-
ing, to wit, *“a little philosophy maketh a man mad; ** that
you will hereafter exort young men to be sober minded, to
avoid foolish agd unlearaed questions, which gender str.fe,
and to follow righteousness, faith, charity and peace, with them
‘that call on the Lord out of afure heart” 1 Tim. 3 chap.

But to return to my readers, we have sufficient ground to
believe itis our privilege to be saved from all sin, to be made
partakers of the divine nature. Holinessof heart, or perfect
love, which terms are synonimous, especially when we read
the sacred scriptures. '

For, lst, it is promised, 2d. it is prayed for, 3d. it is com=
manded, and 4th, we have exanples of them who cxpericnced
it:

And first, it is promised, as you may read in the following
scriptures : Deut. 30 chap. * The Lord thy God will circuim-
cise thine heart, and the heart of thy seed, 1o love the Lord thy
God with all thine heart,and with all thy soul, that thou may-
“est Jive :-and Psalm 132, 8, he shall redeem Isracl from all
khis iniquities, and 2 Cor. 7. 1. having these promises, deat-
1y beloved, let us cleanse ourselves from ail filthiness of fliesh
and spirit, perfecting holiness in the fear of the lovd—and
the Apostiles hold out promises to the samme ¢ffcet 1 Jolin 1.
‘9. If we confess our sins, he is fuithful and just to forgive us
our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrightecusness. Read also
Eph. 5. 25, 27. Christ loved his church, and gave himseif
for it, that he might sanctity and rleanse ity and that he might
present it to himselt a glorious church, not having spot, or
wrinkle or any such thing ; but that it might be holy, and
without blemish : again, Tit. 2. 14. who gave hunself for us,
that he might redeem us from alf inigiuuty and furify unto
himseifa peculiar people zealous of good works ”  Secondly,
itis prayed for by our Lord; sec the Lord’s prayer; dedver
us from evil, and surely sin is the greatest of evilse And John,
17 chap. 17. 20. 23. “ Sanctify them throvgh thy truth, thy
word is truth, and that they all may be one, as thou father are
in me, and | in thee, that they may be one in us)” &c. See
Eph. 3, 1419, “Ibow my kuees (says St. Paul) to the
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father of mercies, that he would grant you, thatye being
rooted and groundcd in love, may be able to comprehend with
all saints, what is the breadth, length, debth and height, and to
know the love of Christ, which passcth kmowledge, that ye
might be filled ‘with all the fullncss of God—Again, 1 Thes.
v. 23. The very God of peace sanctify you wholly; and I
pray God, your whole spirits soul and body, be preserved
blameless unto the eoming of our Lord Jesus Christ.”

Thirdly, it is coinmanded, Math. v, 48. « Be ye thercfore
Jierfect, even as your father whichis in hcaven, is fierfect
2Cor. 13. I1. Be perfect, be of good comfort, be of one
minds live in peace,” &c. 1 Car. 1. 10. “ I beseech yous bre-
thren, that you be f2erfictly joined together in the same mind,”
&c. and again, 1 Pet. 1. 22. * Love one another. with.a fure
hcart fervently.” Now the coinmands are not to the dead, but
to the living, therefore they must be obeyed in this life.

Fourthly. We have scripture examplcs of those who expe-
rienced this christian fierfection or Aoliness of heart in this life.
Witness, St, Paul writes to his holy brethren, 1 Thes. vi. 27,
“Wespeak wisdomamongthem that are fierfect.”. Againy 1 Cor.
it: 6, ¢ Let us, as many as be perfect, be thus minded,” &c.
Again, Johniv. 17, * Herein is our leve'made fierfect, that we
may have boldness in the day of judgment, because, as he is, so
are we in this world.” 1 Pct.i. 22, «“ Secing ye have fuerifcd
your souls in ebeying the truth, &c. See that ye love one ano-
ther, with a piure heart, fervently.” Again, 1 John iii. 3,
¢ Every man that hath this hope in him, gurificth hims:If;, cven:
as he is fure.” Again. Mat. v. 8, * Blessed are the fure in
heart, for they shall see God.” Once more—¢ When ye were
the servants of sin, ye weve free from righrecusness, but now
being made free from sin, and become servantts of God, ye
have your fruit unto Aalkincss, and the end everlasting life”—
Rem. vi. 20, <9.

So we find from the above scripturcs, as well as many more
that might be brought forward if necessary, that we have sufhi-
cient promises, precepts, and examples, fer christian ferfection,
If there he any one who refuses, and is capable of despising this
holy scriptural doctrine, after all this evidence, together with
the many living witnesses whose holy lives and fruit manifest
the truth of their profession ; what think ye—would he be
persuaded, though one rose from the dead? Buty I beg Mr,
Cleland te answer these few following plain questions.

I. Has God any where in scripture commanded us more

thau he has promised?
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2. Are the promises of God respecting holiness to be fujfill-
ed in this life or in the next ?

3. Is the christian under any other laws than those which
God promises to write in his heart? Jer xxxi. 33. _

4. In what sense is the righteousness of the law fulfilled in
those who walk, not after the flesh butafterthe spivit f Fom. viii.

5. Is it impossible, in this life, for any one to love God with
all the heart. And is a christian under any law which is not
fulfilled in this love?

6. Does the souls going out of the body cffect its jlwrifica-
tion from indwelling sin?

7. If s0, is it not something else, not the blood of Christ which
cleanseth it from all sin? :

8. If hisblood cleanseth us from all sin, while soul and body
are united, is it not in this hfe ?

9. If when that unien ceases, 13 it not in th= rext, and is not
this too late? :

However strongly 4<Ir. Cleland has opposed the doctrine of
cliristian perfection, yet he condescends to tell us,p 59, “ we
always aim to inculcate holiness of heart and life, and contend
for it as s'rongly as you do, and the meanest capacity may un-
derstand what we say.” FHe then sumsit up in these words of
the apestle—¢ Follow hoiiness, without which no man shall sec
the Lord.” . Heb. xii. "14.

From this quotaticn mr. Cleland admits ‘the doctrine of
holiness. But [ am afraid it isonly to save appearances, and
that he will not yet give up pleading for Baal in the hearts of
believers; for although the word perfect and Aoly, or fer-
Jeetion and  haliness, are in scripture language synonimous
terms; yet mr. Cleland says that, the <wvord perfect, is an
indefinite terin always defiending on its connexion.”® | would ask
mr. Cleland if his favorite word Aoly or Aclness, is not an
indefinitc term also, and more frequently depends on its
connexion, than the word frerfect or fierfection. Boes not the
word /Aaly or Asliness, more particularly refer to the nature,
use and quality of the thing spoken of ? whercas the word
Lerfeet or fevfection, move pasticularly refers to the complete-
ness or maturity of the thing or person spoken of. I would
ask why does mr. Cleland carp at the words ferfect or fierfec-
#om and leave their meaning vague and unscttied ; arnd indi-
cate, at the same time, that notwithstanding belicvers may be
destitute of any inherent holiness, they may be sa’d to be prer-
Ject, ax they stand compleie in having the f-er fect vightecusness of
Jerus Carist impiuted to them. Admit fora momeut, sir, your
unscriptural meaning of-the imputed righteousness of Christ,
to believers ; and then I ask }'Giﬁ if they (believers) may be said
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to be perfect, having Christ’s ferfect righteousnessimpiuted or
made over 10 them. Is there any imperfection in the perfect
nghtgouspess of Jesus Christ? Andif you answer there is
not, is this not preaching a higher degree of fierfection than
any Mecthodists ever taught ?  "Lhis, sir, will go to shew eur
readers that your phrase, “ sinlcss frerfection,” is hung out as
& mere scare-Crow, to frighten the unwary, and answer your
design to misrepresent.

Patient readei, I think you will conclude with me, that not.

withstanding the “/lue and cry,” mr. Cleland raises against
the Mcthodists, for preaching christian perfection : yet he ;;rauts
tl'mt men may, even in this life, attain a perfection of a much
higher degree ; namely, the sinless perfection of the imaculate
Lamb of God. I know this, mr. Cleland will start at, and
deny ; and itis welly if in order to ward off this conscquence,
and extricaie himself from so deplorable (in his opinion) a
dilemma, as that of being frerfect, he does not deny that there
is or ever was any such thing as perfection in the world. Did
I say he would deny it ? Nuy ! he has already denied it. P..51,
he says, dut after all you wiil find when brought to first firincie
ples, or a true standard, that there never has been one act of fier-
Ject obedience fperformed since the fall of Adam by any of his
posterity in this world. ‘What, sir, not one act? No, not one
act. Pray mr. Cleland, do not be too positive in your assertion.
Remember sir, some of vour readers may take it into their
heads to appeal to a higher authority, and not swallow, asa
glib morsel of truth, assertions so contradictory to the word of
Cod, to reason and common sense. ¥rom your bold and
possitive assertion, we appcal then to the law,and to the tes-
timeny ; and if auy man or set of men, speak contrary 1o thisy
it is because there 15 no light in them.

We find that Abraham, the father of the faithful, was com.
manded to offcrup Isaac, his only son Isaac,in whom his seed
was to be blessed.

See Gen. xxii. cha. “ And he (God) said take now thy son,
thine only son Isaac, whom thou lovest and get thee into the
land “of Moriah, and offer him there for a burnt offering upon
one of the mountains, which I will tell thee of.” Here reader,
the above is a positise command of God ; and now observe tl.e
fulfilment of it in every part.

« And Abraham resc up early inthe morning, and saddledhis
ass, and took two of his young men with him, and Isaac his
son, and clave the wood for a burnt ofiv ring, and rose up, and
went to the place of which God had told him—and sbizham
took the wood of the burat offering and laid it upon Isaac his
son, and he took the fire in his hand, and 2 knif:, and they went
both of them together=—and they came to the place which God
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had told himof, and Abraham built an altar thcre, and Liid the
wood in order, ard bound Isaac his son, and laid himn on the
altar "upon the wood, and Abraham stretched forth his hand,
and took the knift to slay his son ; and God called unto him out
of heaven, saying, lay net thinc hand upon thz Iad, for now I
know that thou lovest me,” &c. Pray Mr. Cleland, come au:d
pecp—see your assertion fly like chaff before the wind. Tell
me, sir, what part of the good old patriarch’s obedience bears
the stamp of imperfection through the whole of this transac-
tion? And if you are not able to point out any detect in this
ferfect obedi-nee of Abraham, will you not have to eat your own
words, acknowledge your assertion untrue, and thereby confess
that at least one of the race of Alam fierformed one act of frerfect
odedience. Qh, sir! [ cannot but sympathise with you. Truth
biushes to hear such ungaurded expressions fall from the lips
of a messenger of truth,

Once more—I1lave you never read of Zachariah and Eliza-
beth ? Luke i. 6, “ And they were both righteous belore God,
walking in all the commandments and ordinances of the Lord
blameless ;” of Asa, whose * heart was fierfect all his days i
Yes, sir, I could bring scores of such stubborn facts of fierfect
obedienze, but shall forbear, in order to take notice »f your ac-
knowledgment of ajerfection of faris, p. 54, Plense to te!!
me, sir, (for you appzar to possess a fund of new-found infor-
mation), are all the different parts of the man fierfect? And if
80,is not the whole equal to its parts, and the parts equal to the
whole ; and if this is good philosophy, if the parts are perfect,
and all the parts are equal to the whole, and this whole is equal
to all its perfect parts, in what part of this perfect whole will
you make out to store up your shapeless being—imperfection ?

Ilerctofore Mr. Cleiand has pointed out the bad effects of
the ervors maintained by the methodists, chiefly as they re-
spect themsefves and others who are so unhappy as to he
drawn among them ; but the doctrine of christian perfection is,
it seems, of so pernicious a cast, that, notwithstanding he
clearly s:es the falicy, yet, some how or other, it comes to pass
that he is not su good a man as he would be, il the metho lists
were, in this instance, as orthodox as himself.  « IfI know my
own heart, says he, I desire nothing 3o much as to live near to
God cvery day. But [ suppose [ cannot do that, while you are
between Him and me. For we were informed by one of your
mdst eminent preachers, not long ago, in his exhortation, that
the methodists live nearer to God than any other people, and
another has said they will shine bright2st in heaven.” p. 50.

W hata happy nack Mr. Cleland has of making the method-
ists say whatever suits his purpose. However, these sayings
of his explain what he mecans by our being between him and



[ 52 ]

God, viz. That the methodists think they have more vital reli-
gion than cther denominations. 1If they do think so, that opi-
nion is either true or false. Anl, upon cither suprosition, it is
hard to conceive how it can keef: Mr. Cleland. from being holy
“ every day.” Were it admitted that the purity of morals be-
fitting the disciples of Christ, tojzether with a rational and ele-
vated ardour of evangelical devotion, are more common
amongst us than the presbytcrians, wouid this hinder Mr. Cle-
land from being holy every day ? 1[, on the other hand, we are
the ignorant and self-deceived ostentatious p.ople which that
gentleman represeuts us, does it follow that he must nucessarily
be a less deserving character than he otherwise wounld bel?—
‘That he cannst b: holy, orte use his own style, tiat he cannot
live near to God?

- Ifour holding the doctrine of christian perfection be really so
injurious to Mr. Ciclund, or if he mistukingly thinks so, we
may easily excuse the vehement zeal with which he attacks it,
and account for the obvious pleasure which he takes in distort-
ing itinto a * huge, borvidy doformed wmonsser I But hiow shall
we vindicate his asserting, p. 51, that the. methodists call
% anger, pride, vanity, neglect of duty, worldly-mindeduess, and
the like, Letle infirmitizs,” and in p. 59, that we have meta-
morphosed piide, vanity, ingratitude, dafectsin duty, into the
feretty eoft names of mistakes, infirmities, dofects, &'c. &'c. and
politely tells our opponents that we will not let them go by that
barefaced namce sins.

In these two passages, several cardinal vices are particular-
jzed, and the imagination of the reader fuither directed by
ruch as the likey, &'c. to add to the catalogue every vicious gua-
lity that he can think of ; for surcly there are none which may
not be referred to one of the above, either as included or con-
genial.  And he is told that the Methodists call them Lurle in-
firmities ; they deny that they ave sins.

Now, if we discard the principle, ““Let us do evil that good
may come.” Iask again, how shzll we vindicate mr. Cle-
land's character, and save his veracity ?

You who frequently atiend our pulpits, how does < «h as-
sertions sound in your ears ! Are you told from th: sacred
desk, that ingratitude, firide, angery worlily mindcdness, and t4e
V'key ave not sins 2 Pauce and consider—So far as cur preach-
ing bas had any iufluence upon your judgments, haus it inclin-

“ed you to think that such tempers were not sinful? - Ask your
own hearts for an answer, aud pity the man who is capable of
making such an unjust representation. .

No, Sir, the guestion is not whether firide, anger, _mgrari-
tude,and such like, together with the odi:as fruits which they

u - - -
produce, be sins ; but whether deeply experienced believers,
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such as the beloved disciple stiles ¢ Fathers,” who are clean.
sed from all filthiness of flesh and spirit ; who have perfected
holiness inthe fear of the Lord, agreeably to the apostle™s ex-
hortation, 2 Car. vii. 1. are not saved from piride, -ingratiiude,
&c. so that none of these tempers remain in their hearts ;—
none of the bitter fruits of them are produced in their lives ?

Thit this is the point of controversy, I apprehend every rea-
der, who has perused with attention, our writings on the su:b.
ject of Christian perfection, will admit ; whether he be of our
opinion as to the truth of the doctrine or not.

Why then does Mr. Cleland nake Arminius ask, p. 14.
& Pray what do yor mean by corrupt nature in those who are
born again. Doth not the apostle say, ¢ whosoever is born of
God doth not commit sin.” 1 John i 9.

Does Mr. Cleland think that the Methodists believe and teach
that the wcrds of the apostle, 1 John, ii. 5= In him, verily,
1s the love of God perfected,” are applicable to Q;ury one that
1s “ born aguin,” or even every ¢ babe™ m Christ? That there
are no remains of corrupt nature—no degree of moral depra-
vity—no degree of indwelling sin in any of them? Ifhe does
think so, he must have read our writings and heard our preach-
ing with very little attention, and if hegoes not think so, why
arc the interrogatories put into the mouth of a Methodist.
Surcly Mr. Cleland does not wish to mislead his readers by in.
sinuating to them what he does not belteve himself.

I say again, the point in controversy is not whether pride,
ingratitude, worldly mindedness, and such like tempers, be
sinful, “ Forto be carnally minded is death,” Rom' viii. 6; nor
yet whether moral depravity, whettier the carnal mind be at
once eradicated in all who are dorw again, for the apdstle Paul
applies the word carnalin } Cor. iii §, to those whom, in the
same verse, he styles “ babes in Christ”—but the question is»
whether those who are denominated young men and fathers,
in the language of the sacred text, I John chap. ii. arc in the
same condition—whether every Christizn mmust necessarily re-
main so to his lifc’s end, and, in short, whether there be no
balm in Gilead that has tfficacy, nor any physician there who
is abie .0 subdue, completely, this awful malady while we re-
main in this world.

The Methodists believe that  there is hope in Israel con-
cerning this thing.” They lock up toa merciful and faithful
high priest, who is “ able te save them to the uttermcst that
come to God by him,” Heb. viii. 25. The very end of whose
manifestation was ¢ to destroy the works of the devil,”” 1 John
iit. 8, and who has assured us, in so many words, ¢ every ong
that is perfect shall be as his master,” Luke vi. 40. Hence

E2



[ 54 3

they encourage such as have “ iedemption through his blood,
even the forgiveness of sins,” to wait for the Lord’s salvation.
in hope that the very God of peace will sanctify them wholly,”
1 Thes. v. 23. Agreeable to 1 John, iv. 17, ¢ herein is our
love made perfect, that we .may have boldness in the day of
judgment, because as he is, 5o are we in this world.” ..
Herein is our love made perfect, saith the apostle. Thisis

the only kind of perfection we hope for on this side the grave ;
.and why should Mr. Cleland, if he believes the Bible, think it
presumptuous arrogance to hope for it, so long as it is written,
* thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart,” &c.
** The Lord thy God shall circumcise thy heart and the heart
of thy seeds to love the Lord thy God with all thy heart and
with all thy soul,” Deut. vi. 5,and xxx. 6. « He that dwelleth
in love dwelleth in God and Ged in him,” 1 John, iv. 16, 18,
1 Joln, ii. 5, * He that fcareth is not made perfect in love,
because perfect love casteth out fear.” ¢ In him,’” L. e. in the
established obedient believer, “ verily is the love of God per-
fected ;™ and again, chap. iv. 12, “ God dwelleth in us, and
his love is perfected in us.” Mr. Cleland assures us that he
desires nothing so much as * to live near to God every day.”
He surely will excuse others for cherishing and for encourag-
ing in each other the same pious wish; and if to this wish,
they should join a firm persuasion that ¢ he is faithful whohath
called them to cleanse themselves, or be cleansed, from all
filthiness of the flesh and spirit, ferfecting holiness in the fear
of God,” 2 Cor. vii. 1. To “go on to perfection,” Heb. vi. 1, and.
who hath promised, ¢ 1 will also save you from all your un.
cleannesses.” I say, supposing that under the influence of this
persuasion, still galled with the plague of their own hearts, even
indwelling sin, they should cry mightily to the Lord Jehovah,
¢ createin me a clean heart, O God, and renew a right spirit
within me,” Psalmli 19. What would Mr. Cleland say to all
this? But suppose that he should by some means discover that
they prayed in fuith, and sheuld hear them say, in the language
of St. John in his epistle, chap, v. 135, “ We know that we have
the petitions that we desired of him.”” Why should Mr.
Cleland even then join with an irreligious world, in representing
their professed experience of renovating grace and holy com-
munion with God, as the.offspring of ignorance, pride, &e.?
What is it he objscts to? Their wishing to be filled with the
perfect love of God, agreeably to the before cited scriptures?
that is, we hope, to be holy in heart and life; certainly not;
this he professes himself. VWould he then find fault with their
praying for it? If not, what then? the exercise of faith in
prayer ! er their believing that the Lord heard and answered?
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Should it be said that mr. Cleland does not oppose suc h
perfection as I have contended for, or deny the possibility of
being renewed in love, according to the most obvious import
of several texts of sacred scripture, whicly have been produ-
c=d, (and many more might have been ;) [ answer, this will not
be said by any who have read the dialogue with careful atten-
tion. Thisis the very perfection which he does oppose ; wit-
ness, his excellent definition, page 55. “Perfect holiness con-
sists (says he) in having the heart wholly possessed by the love
ot God, without the mixture of any inferior or baser passion.”
By “mixture of any inferior or baser passion,” Mr, Cleland
must mean the mixture of any passion or temper which is mo-
rally wrong. He cannot mean simply the love of any object
less than the supreme. Does it argue any defect of love to
God, that a man loves his wife ? his brothér or sister, whether
natural orin Christ? his neighbor, his friend,oreven his enemy?
Nay, he cannot love God without loving these, with a love
that will be promoted in exact proportion to his growth in
grace, i. €. in proportion to the increuse of his love to God.

Gentle reader, there is no occasion why mr. Cleland should
have his temper ruffled, at our attempting to prove that sal-
vation is made possible for all men: and I think there are
few among the fallen sons of Adam, who will say with him, that
the doctrine of eternal election (and consequently reprobation)
is sweet to their iminortal souls. Lo rejoice that God has
passed by a number of our fellow men, without affording
them a possibility of obtaining salvation; is in effect, to re-
joice in their exclusion from mercy. I would here subjoin a
remark of that excellent 1nan, and great divine, Dr. Watts,
as pertinent to the purpose. *¢ The doctrine of reprobation,’
says that pious man, *¢ in the most severe, and absolute sense
of it, stands in such a direct contradiction to all our notions
of kindness and love to others (in which the blessed God is
set forth as our example) that our reason cannot tell how to
receive it ; yetif it were ever so true, and ever se plainly
revealed in scripture, it would only be a doctrine which
might require our humble assent, and silent submission toit;
with awful reverence of the majesty, and sovereignty of the
great God.  But it is by no means a doctrine in which we, as
men, could, or should rejoice and glory, or take pleasurein;
because it hath so dreadful abaspect on furthe greatest part
of our fellow creatures, considered as mere creatures. Nor
do I think the blessed God would require us, so far todivest
ourselves of humanity, as to take a secret satisfaction in the
absolute, and eternal appointment of such numbers of our kin-
dred in flesh and blood, to everlasting perdition ; much less
should we make the (ful, and terrible article, a matter of
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public boast and triumph, even if we could prove it to be
revesled ; but rather mourn for it——\WVhen, therefore, I hear
men talkmg of the doctrine of reprobation, with a special gust
and relish, as a favorite article; I cannot but suspect their
good temper, and question whether they love their neighbor
as they do themselves.”

I would then beg mr. Cletand to dease his triumph a little,
and let his heart dictate an answer to a few interrogatories.
-Supposing, sir, you were assured it were your own unhappy
case; could you rejoice init! No—If you knew your ten-
der parent—your beloved “vife—your dear child—yea, your
friend or neighbor were on the black list ; could you rejoice
therein ! No—I am persuaded there are but few, so lost to
humanity (not to say christianity)as to be capable of re-
joic¢ing in the kngwledge, or belief, that God has made a free
gift to satam, of even their worst enemy.

It is observable that mr. Cleland does not professedly avow
the sentiment, that infants are damned, and appears solicit-
ous to txculpate himself from the charge ; yet, that it is his
real sentiment, I have no doubt ; else why does he bring fore
ward in his indirect manncr, all the proofs that can be urged
in favour of the doctrine. The idea of their damnation seems
to be so, much connected with cruelty, that he seems loth to
assert it : but ‘are the non-slect, or reprobate, who arrive at
maturity, upon any better footing? No; fcr by nature they
are children of wrath; and by the deeds ol' the law, cannot
be justified. Upon mr. Cleland’s principles, Christ never
shed adrop of blood to ransom them—they have no day of

ce—and consequently not in a state of probuation, but un-
der the black seal ot an irrevocable decree, and stand devoted
to inevitable destruction and misery. Say ye tender mothers,
(whose affections for your progeny cannot be doubted) could
you' have infall.ble infu.mation that your sucking children,
were thus cut off from all possibility of mercy, and you were
to consult their interest, would you give them up to sink to
perdition with only the guilt of original sin upon their heads ;
or, would you rather wish to continue them in life, to treasure
up to themselves wrath, against the cay of wrath; and to go
with the accumulated guilt of sixty or seventy vears, t an una-
voidable, yct vastly inereased damnation ? I already Know
the answer your feclings must dictate. We see then, that
damning infants is one of the mildest parts of that doctrine,
which is go firecious to mr. Cleland’s immortal scul.

Before I conclude, I would inform my rcaders, that my
reply to mr. Cleland was delayed sometime, to obtain a sight
of a' pamphllet lately published in Lexington, by R. Mack.
At léngth it has fallen into my hands ;- and although I detess
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the doctrine advanced by that gentleman, yet I respect him for
the honesty with which he advances, and endeavours to main
tain his sentiment. Indeed it would seem as though he had
made mr. Cleland’s pamphlet his text; and like an honust
mastzr builder, has held out, and that without any colouring,
the awful consequences nccessarily flowing from the doc-
trine of cternal election and reprobation.  And lest any
should deny the just agreement in sentiment belween mr.
Clelandrand mr. Mack {aithough I must confess the former
has endeavourcd to concealy, what, the honusty of the latter
compclled him to advance) I will prececd 1o compure the

sentiments of the two genidemen together.

» Mr. Clelan?’s firincifles.

“ He {God) certainly fore-
knew, from all eteinivy, that
among the fullen race of A-
dam, he would certainly save
some and damn othzrs : but I
would ask whether he could
foreknow that he would do
this, without dc¢signing to do
it p. 97, :

“ The number of the e-
lect could not be indefinite
and undeteriiined, unless we
attribute doubtfulness and
uncertainty to God. And it
is equally evident, the whole
world of mankind could not
be the objects of clecting love;
for then thers could be no
choice ; and if we admit there
13 an elect, we must admit a
non-zlect, tor the one supposes
the¥ether.” p. 23.

“ It was neccssary, there
fore, to be dctermined, how
many, and who in particular,
should be interested in this
wonderful work and saved by
it” p 23.

“ I'he decree of election
necessarily implies, that God
hath, witiout any condition
in his will and counsel, chosen

Alr. Mazk's firincilles.

% How wonderful is the

“ways of the T.ord omnipotent!

How complex, and vet how
plain in his way of worikinge
He views the whole race of
marn, befors h: creates them ;
he views at the same tims
the services for which he cre-
ates them, and the several na-
tures they must be of to per-
forin those services. He
knows to a grain the weight
of the motives he wili lct on
their mind, to rule them with,
after he does make them.
He then begins and makes
them, and as he goes onin
the work of creation, from
individual to individual, he
keeps his eye constantly fixed
on the end he wills each shall
answer, and the motives that
is to be proposed to his mind;
he then forms the mind of
such a contexture and nature,
that the motives to be pro-
pused, will exactly make that
nature fualfil that end. 7This
man he now mukes with such
a nature, that the motives to
be proposed shall make him
act right in every case that

a certain unmber to grace ¢ comies before him.  The next
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Alr, Cleland’s firincifiles.
here and glory hercafter.” p.
21.

« The object of divine de-
crees or purposes, call them
what you please ; itis evident
they are strictly and proper-
ly universal ; somuch so in-
deed, as not to admit ol any
exception or shadow of ex-
ception—all creatures, and
all their actions, and all e-
vents.” p. 17.

¢ The decree of election
always and invariably include
all the means and instru-
ments by which his gracious
purposes were to be accom-
plished.” p. 33.

¢« How unreasonable is it,
therefore, to quarrel with the
doctrine of absolute decrees.”

p 19

Mr. Mack’s princifiles.

he makes with such turbulent
passions, that the same mo

tives shall be able, in no case,
to keep. him from evil. Anc-
ther he forms of such a stu-
pud nature, that the same mo-
tives are scarcely any motive
at all to him. Sc that the
threatnings «nd promisescon-
taind in the scripture, have
no chance of influéncing any
soul to virtue, but those whom
God designed they should at
the time he made them : and
to whom, therefore, at that
time, he gave such a nature,
that such motives, would ne-
cessarily rule to virtue. For
he made those that he intend-
ed :or bad actions, wicked
in nature, to that degree,. that
the motives to be vronosed to
them should not be able to

prevent them from commiitting those actions God’s will had
appointed them to at their creation. Wonder not, therefore,
that the threatnings and promises, if they are given for mo-
tives, do not influence all alike, for they can only move those
souls whom God made in such a manner as to admit of their
operation. Such has natures prepared and fitted to be moved
by such motives ; but the rest will be still just, as the farmer’s .
fan Llows the chaff where -he wants it to go, but cannot move
the wheat from where he wan's it to stuy.” p. 39—40.

¢ It is nonsense to say, God wills the man - should not steal;

when he is busy in giving the man a nature, objects, and judg;:
~ ment, that he sees will end in stealing.” P. I 1.

¢ The reason why the vicious man is not virtuous, is, be-
cause he is not willing ; and the reason why he is not willing,
is, because God did not give him the same nature, objects and
judgment that he did the other ; for if God had, he would have

en willing too.” P. 15. '

¢ Should it be denied, that God proposes abjects to the 1nind
of man, that stimulates him to sin, I would ask who does tlhien?
for they are proposed ! Somie may say the devil ; but has the
devil power to propose them against the will of God? Surely
not. Now, if they are not preposed against the will of God,
taey are proposed with it, and so are proposed by him, as much
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as those objects are, thut ministers propose ‘o stimulate men
to good actions.” P. 11.

¢ When he decrees a man shall be of a certain (say a good)
character, he decrees the necessary means that his wisdomn
sees will effectit; be they what they may.” P. 50.

What a correct preacher! How clearly does Mr. Mack’s
doctrine flow from Mr. Cleland’s text ! Yea, they are so closely
connected, that they appear like twin sisters; and although we
cannot say of them, as David did of Saul and Jonathan, that
they were lovely in their life ; yet, in.their death they shall not
be divided.

But although there is such agreement between them ; yet,
I must confess it affords a very unhandsome application ; for,,
by the by, the devil appears to be as much employed by Ged,
as Mr. Cleland ; and far more successful in his endeavours to
promote God’s sovercignty, in his scheme of reprobation.

To iilustrate the whole, Mr. Mack says, ¢ we may consider
duty as the line, men as ships, the passions and natural ten-
dencies of men as the sails of those ships differently set—Some
30, that should a wind come, they would sail directly to the
line, some obliquely thereto, some less inclining, some parallel,
and some declining tlhrerefrom ; and the threatening and pro-
mises 6f God, we may further consider as that wind biowing
upon those ships. Hence some, by the concurrence of their
sails and the wind, steer into the port of virtue; while others
with the same wind, sail obliquely toit: or diversely from it. For
the promises and threatenings of God disregarded, makes man
warse, in the same way, that their being attended to, makes
him better. Sothat the threatenings and promises of God, an-
swers ‘the double purpose of making man ewher better or
worse, according to the previous intention of God.” P. 39.

So that, according to Mr. Cleland's and Mr. Mack’s sentie
ments, if all things have not continued as they.were from the
beginning ; yet, they continue to progress in that order which
the Supreme Being intended they should. And if change after
change bhave succeeded,.it has only been the result of divine
decrees; God having willed ity is careful to continue those
means, which will effectually secure the end he had in view ;
whether it be the salvation of the c¢lect, or damnation of the
reprobate. If Mr. Cleland or Mvr. Mack can receive any satis-
faction in the belief of such doctrine, 1 envy them not—Upon
their principles, they are perfectly ¢xcusable ; for the construc-
tion of their minds are such, that they cannot sce things in any
other point of view. Ifthey think to exculpate themscives, by
reference had to their original formation, and this their only
sanctuary should fail, they will feel themselves disagrecably
situated, before the awful tribunal ; when God shall Le found
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true, and cvery man a liar, who says God decreed both the
end and the means that led to their damwation.

I will bid Mr. Cleland adieu, after asking a few questions.....
1. Ifyou really believe the Mcthodists are the designing men
you have represerted them to be, and that their dectvine is so
dangcrhus, and of so infectious a nature ; how can you, con-
sistent with a goed conscience, and ilie faithful disckarge of
your duty, as a minister of Jesus Christ, call them forward at
your meetings, to officiate, cither & rreaching or otherwise ?
What, sir ! will you call in the aid of baw’m -5 0 those solemn
occasions ? Should you réply, there aie exceptions ; that you
did not mean your eharge to apply to the body in general ; I
ask, why did you not discriminate in your book, and point cut
the pood and th® Mar 2 2. Since your book has been printed
and criculated, i3 ¢ you not informed the prople at your sasra-
mental solemnities, thut the door of communion which had
been opened in vour church to all denomiratinns, was not yet
shut ¢  And did you not proceed to invite the Nethodistsy
without any discriminatidn ?  Alas, sir ! whatare you doing ?
Are you willing, not only to comizune with a prostitute, bnt
with your own hands break that Aoly éread, and administer that
holy ordirance to the very pecple you say are guilty of.pros-
tituting the sacred ordinznces of God’s house 2 Teil = nut in
Gath ! publish it not in the streets of Askclon ¥Flest'the daue h-
ters of the Philistines rejoice..Jest the daughters of the uncir-
cumcised triumph'! _

I assure you, sir, the Methodists do not require this at your
hands. They are not those cringing sycophants, as to con-
ceive thicms:lves honoured Ly such inconsistencics. And if
you arc by such incasures seeking popularity, you ought to
knew, sir, tha there are thinking and disccrnin_\!mmn ot the
world, that would spurn at, and condemn the idea of becom-
ing popular upon such unbecon.ing and inconsistent principles.

Thus, sir, you have my thoughts and remarks upon your
pamphlet. Whether they will give you no moré¢ /e, than
the evaT dilthe ox, while sitting on his 1or¥, is not for me
to say : but I may venture te supposc, that, notwithstandine
you are FULL-GROWN as to SIZE ; yet it may be, your nenn
has not attained that degree of hardness that will render it in-
capable of impression or sensibility : and should the unecas
sensation caused by the buzzing inscct, move you to drive the
insiznificant creature away. ..you may cnce more hear {ron,
de.+ sir, your friznd and well-wisher, in the bonds of a frec and

uve Gospel,
¥ P JESSE HEAD.
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