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ADVERTISEMENT.

P

THIS Work has been ready for the Press above
twelve months, but its appearance has been delayed by causes
per whick the Author had ng control.

The length of the Corrigenda List, which might have
been considerably obviated by the Author’s inspection of the
Press, will, it is hoped, find some excuse in his unavoidable
distance from the place éf Publication,

~ Jan. 27thy 1817,
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PREFACE.

THE'Apology for the' United Church of Enge

land and Ireland is on the eve of publication;

and, as the hour approaches when it is to be trams.
ferred to the public hand irrevocably, the Author
feelp anxieties; with which he was not visited dur.
ing the progress of’ the Wark. He perceives, with
pressing solicitude, the responsibility of the charge
which he has undertaken, and he is proportionably
apprehensive of his having failed to do ample jus-
tice to the cause which he defends. He is aware
that it must be indebted to its intrinsic excellence,
and net to his name, or to the power of his talents,
for its success. But if he finds in this reflection
a source of fear, he finds in it a source of com-
fort also. He is convinced of the goodness of the
cause; he is satisfied of the abundant sufficiency
of the materials which he possessed for establish.
b
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ing its merits; and he, therefore, rests assured
that any injury, which its interests may sustain.
from his deficiencies, will not prove fatal.
Should his defence fail to place the real doc-
frines of this Church beyond the reach of assault
hereafter, she can send forth from her sons an-
other, and another, and another, who will correct
pis unskilfulness, retrieve his failures, and accom-
N plish her security. " For himself, he will say, that
he is conscious that the importance of the cause,
and the dignity of this Established Church, will
not allow him to expect for. this Work indul-
gences, which might be justly solicited for com-
positions that are candidates ‘merely for public
favour: -and he will, in" his own vindication,
declare, that he has imparted to the subject all
the energy of mind which, in the intervals of
 arduous and almost incessant occupations, he.
" could lend it, and, that he never withheld from
, it all the assiduity, which, in his circumstances,
he could bestow. He begs leave to state that, in
~ the conclusion, he availed himself of Bishop Tom-
line’s Refutation of Calvinism, to_select from it
gome Extracts from Calvin’s Works; and, that
to Mant’s Bampton Lectures he is indebted for
the quotations from Overton. The Bishop hag
given only Tianslations of the Original;. but, ig

~




vii .
pursuance of the plan uniformly adopted thi;wgh.
out this Apology, it has been thought expedient
to quote the corresponding parts of the original ;
and they are accordingly given in the Notes. ' Hav-
ing mentioned these two books, the Writer thinks -
it incumbent on him to state, that neither of the
Authors is responsible for any of the sentiments
expressed in this Apology. He could not cite
them as authorities ; he would not dare to use the
fruits of their labours without acknowledgment;
and, in fact, they were never consulted till the con-
clusion presented itself to be drawn up. Should
- a conformity of ideas in any instances be found
between these publications and this now in the
hands of the Reader, the discovery will be highly
gratifying to the Author of this Apology. There
will be a sufficient difference observable to vindi-
cate the (;riginality of this Work, while the agree-
ment will give additional strength to the common
sentiment.

To enable such of the Readers of this Apology
as are not familiar with the pages of the Inquiry,
to ehter upon the perusal of this Work, with some -
portion of the satisfaction which is derived from
a previous acquaintance with the subject to be
discussed, it is ‘thought advisable to put them,

b2,

’
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in a few words, in possession of the plan of that
¢ Treatlse.. ,

’I,‘he Author of the Inqlu;ry, in hls Prefacg,
states, S,‘m!c,e th,e: se,_njgl,‘m‘em;s‘ advocated in this
Treatise are stigmatized under the name of Cal-
v.iqisx,nr, it is his ohject to shew, that they arg, not
the_opinions of Calvin only, but of all the, re:
formed Dijvines.” The imputation of these his,
eentiments being stigmatized under the name of,
Calvunsm he rebuts, not hecause it is ungrue, byt,
because its partiality associates to it a stxgmatxzmg
smgulanty. The accomphsbment of this object.
is, towards the conclusion of-the Txeause, ap-
nounced. by saying, « We have now laid befor&
the Reader a series of evxdence respecting, the
tenets un_der cen_slderaglpn, exteq‘dmg‘ from, tbg}
first attempts at Reformation by the Waldenses,
to the final establishment of it in England, in the,
days'l of Elizabeth ; a series of. eyidehce‘ which,
though but part of what might. be adduced, is,
we hope, sufficiently strong to satisfy an unpye-
judiced mind, that these tenets,.so far from being,
nevel,‘ sectarian, or opposed to the seh‘ti:mentsi.pf .
our Church, are ancient and orthodox ; the very,
principles of the Reformation, and the very dge-
tx"incs of the Church, as by law‘ establi'sr_led."i’ (a) ’

(a) Inquiry; Rert ii. page 239.

4
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It is fHeit to be understood to be the obJect of the

Author of the Inquu‘y to shew, that the doctrines

of the C’fmr_ch, ds by ‘law established, are the
sentiments which are stigmatized under the name
of Cilvinism ; and that the tenets of this Church
dre not those of Calvin only; but of afl the re-
formed Divines. The form of argumentation which
is adopted in the Inquiry to establish tﬁis position
" is Induction. Als in that argurent, * the posi-
~ tion of the whole is concludéd from the positiofl
of all the parts, and theé universal conclusion i$
ovérturned, if there can be shewn a contrary in.
stance,” it will, we think, occur to our Readérs,
that ¢ scanty means of reference,” complained
of il the Preface, do not very well accord v'vitli
this extensive project; and that it would be almost
“miraculous, if, in so extensive a range as that
which al the reformed Divines, furnishes, the con-
clusivéness of the Indiction could not be déféated
by producing ¢ a contrary instahce.’ Objeétions;
too,. mlght be tdken to the indefinite phrase, “« re.
formed Divines,” rendered still more mdeﬁmte by
the Author’s ‘ascending to a period greatly aiite.
rior to that which is usually deilo‘mihate‘d the
Zira of the Reformation, But these observations
are made rather to intimate what has been scru-
pulously avoided, than what the Reader may
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‘expect to find in the following pages. All tech-
nical objections have been waved, because it is
not the defeat of an opponent that should be de-
sired, but the victory of truth; and the validity
of the conclusion insisted ypon by the Ihquiry
will be questioned, not by overturning its univer-
sality, but by establishing its contradictory on, as
the writer thinks, the most certain principles.
That series of evidence on which the Author
of the Inquiry relies, not only for effacing from
the sentiments which he advocates, the stigma of
their being solely Calvin’s, but for proving that

the docrines of the united Church of England .

gmd Ireland are identified with those maintained
by Calvm, is drawn up in two parts, of which the
Inquu'y consists. The former part is assigned to
Extracts expressive of the sentiments ¢ of the
early opponents of the Church of Rome, and of
_the foreign Reformers, and reformed Churches on
ihe subjects of Inquiry;” the latter part *to
those of our own Reformers, and to what js pro-
fessed by our national Church.” (b)) What the
sentiments of Calvin were, will be ascertained by
referring to the conclusion of this Apology: what
the sentiments of the Author of the Inquiry, con.

v -

(&) Inquiry, Part ii, page 3.
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curring with those of Calvin, are, will be found in
the 49th page of this Work; and, on turning to
the 19th page, it will be seen, in the words of the

- Inquiry, that they who maintain these tenets hold
that. tlie doctrines of Redemption and Grace are
inseparable from that of unconditional Election.
The plan of the Inquiry has accordingly been, to
furnish proofs of the existence of that relation
whenever it was practicable; but if, in any in-
stances, it has not been able to shew, that they
who held the doctrines of preventing Grace, Jus. _
tification without Works, &c. held that of uncon- -
ditional Election also, in all those instances, the
only plan which could support the positions of the
Inquiry has not been exeecuted ; it has failed of
attaining its object. ‘ .

It is to be presumed that our Readers know
that there are two species of Election spoken of
by Divines; the conditional and the uncondi.
tional. Keeping this distinction in mind, they .
will perceive, that the bare mention of Eleclion,
in any of the Extracts made by the Inquiry, as
connected with preventing Grace, &c. will not
appropriate to that Work the support which it
seeks from those Extracts. The Election spoken.
of must expressly exclude the foresight of the co-
izg)erat,ion of man’s will with God’s Spirit.

B - N <o 4
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The former part of the Inquiry opens with a
brief account of that interesting body of Chris-.
tians, the Waldenses, and with a few short Ex-
tracts from Confessions, presented by those who
succeeded to that title, as they held their doc-
trines in 1120, 1508, and 1551, Wickliffé, Huss,

- and Jerome of Prague, alone appear in the inter-
val between them and Luther. Luther, Melanc- -

thon, Martyr, Bucer, and Zuinglius, five altoge.
ther, constitute the whole number of the ¢ foreign
Protestant Divines,” hy whose testimonies the
allegations of the universal conclusion of the In.

* quiry are sustained. The remainder of this former

part is occupied'by Extracts from ten Confes-
stons of Faith, drawn up by ¢ foreign Protestant
Churches,” and by a few notiees of the ¢ tenets
of the Church of Reme, as decreed by the Council
of Trent.” A short review of these Extracts
will evince with what degree of success the plan

‘of the Inquiry has accomplished its project. It

will manifest, too, that had it been the design of
this Apology to protest against the conclusiveness
of the Induction of that ¢ Treatise,” materials
would not be wanted ; it would hé only necessary
to pursue its steps.

There is something imposing in speaking of a
“ geries of evidence extending from the first a

1
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tempts at Reformition, by the Waldenses, to the
nul estalilishment of it in England, by Elizabeth.”

Buch & description would lead us to expect an
-unbreken eontinuity of numerous and unequivocal
testimonies, sustaining se triumphant an issue.
When it is found, however, that the lnks which
hitch the Waldenses, .and the intermediate autho-
rities to the Reformers, are but #hree, and that
they may be reduced to ene, and that theré is no
compensation in strength for the smaliness of the
nnmber, we cannot help suspecting that there was
an attempt at display, in parading the Waldenses
at the origination of this series. Indeed the
Extracts confirm the opinion. The imagination
of the Author of the Inquiry must have been 2
little heated, when he cited passages from the
Confessions of these Christtans, which do not con-
tain one sylable of unconditional Election; no, nor
the slightest intimation of any doctrine which
affixes te the Efection professed by them, the con.
struction of its being unconditional,

The Extraets ftom Bradwardine, whose senti-
ments are quoted as Wickliffe’s, because Wickliffe
is said to have imbibed them, and, in effect, as those

- of John Huss and Jerome of Prague, who - are
 asserted to have embraced Wickliffe’s doctrine,

unsatisfactory as such: transmitted testimony is,
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yet these Extracts, which next make their appear._

ance, will not obtain for the Inquiry a right to the
brilliant origination of its series with any attempts
at reformation before the days of Luther. There
is, indeed, nothing on the face of them to enable us
to affirm positively to what species of Election
Bradwardine alludes, nor are we much concerned
to discaver; but it is, to our apprehension, l;ro-
bable from the following passage, in which, as he
is quoted in the Inquiry, he speaks of the pre-
science of the Deity, that conditional Election was
that which he entertained— But,”” says he,
s afterwards, when I reflected on the nature of the
. divine character, on the knowledge of God, and
his prescience, 1 began to perceive some few
distinct rays of light concerning this matter.**
But had they been abundantly sufficient to'support
the statement in the Inquiry, it was rather hardy
in the Author to remind his Readers of the age in
‘which Goteschalcus appeared. Did he not fear,
that the Monk of Orbais, - with his distinguished
followers of the ninth century, all fervent ad-
herents to the Church of Rome, and unquestion.
ably the advocates of Absolute Predestination,
would suggest, that the tenets of the Roman
Church and Absolute Predestination could har-.
méniously subsist together, and that this Ajso«

B el kAP S
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ciation must necessarily mar the project enter-
tained by the Inquiry, of vitally uniting that
doctrine to the principles of the Reformation ?
‘Arrived at the ®ra of the Reformation, the
Author of the Inquiry has exposed his Induction
to still -greater hazards. Melancthon, it is well
known, was an anti-absolute Predestinarian.

'Zuinglius’s . Predestination embraced all natural,

civil and moral, as well as spiritual actions—it was
a philosophical Predestipation, resulting from the
consideration of the Divine Providence being
extended to the minutest incident in creation, and
exhibiting, in successive developement, the ope-
rations of that incorfiprehensible Being who is but
a singlé act. The human will could not, in any

instance, disturb, much less control, the sovereign

fiats of his eternal decree; and, in this theoretic
view of Providence, Zuinglius considered every
action of mé,n, whether criminal or innocent,
to be absolutely predestinated. But this is a

Predestination which extends too far for the

purposes of the Inquiry, because spiritual actions
are no more controlled by it, than the most
ordinary actions of life. It is a Predestination,
which has no especial reference to the Gospel
dispensation, except so far as that forms a part of
the whole providential dispensation, Nor is it
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a Predestinahon whlch, in any instinice, affects
the liberty of the human will. It takes away froin
man, in every case, the mdependent orzg ination of'
& single idea; the lLberum arbitrium, or free
choice, as Zuinglius calls it; the capabﬂlty of
attaining by man’s sole power and eﬁ'orts, to in-
“stance in his own examples, wisdom, riches, &e:
but though this, total dependahée of the creature
on the omnipotence of the Creator, wha consti-
tuted this immutable order of things, leaves no:
room for the operation of the liberum arbitrium,
it does not impair the voluntas or faculty of willing,
which he defines to be the faculty of embracing
_ or rejecting any thing according to the determi-
nation of the understanding : or if it affects it in
any movement of the mind, it affects it in all.
A careful collation of the passages of his writings,
to which the learned Reader is referred in the
Note, will, we have no doubt, satisfy him that this
view is correct. It may be added, that the

" terms in which Zuinglius speaks of the Fall and of

the Redemptxon, making the latter as extensive in
its remedial, as the former in its noxious effects ;
the rejection or ,praatentlon to which a man, who
through meglect will suffer himself to become an

instrument unfit for Ged’s providential purposes,’

is justly exposed, and which he has merited for

-
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himself; the assured reception of an abundangy
supply of the grace of Christ, should any one
hearken to that internal voice which speaks even,

" tp the most impious of men, issuing from that,
" portiop of the Divine Image which still lefs
sjruggles agajnst sin; the falling from grace, and

the pgeessity of perseverance,—will confirm the:

- tyuth and justice of the statement. (¢) As the line

of argument laid down. in this, Apology leaves out,
of its limits, the, opinions. of any foreign Divines,,
this, notice. of* Zuinglius’s sentiments is deemed.
sufficient here. But there are. facts stated in the,
third chapter of this, Work, which. will briefly,

asgertajn, without the labour of prolonged dis- .

cussion, that the opinions of Melancthon and
Zuipglins, these most distinguished men, were
adverse. to, Absolute Predestination, irresistiblg,
Grace, &c~Luther, there is. strong reason ta.
believe, had. relinquished, before his death, the;
schese of Predestination which he once supported.

- But this, at al events, is certain, that the. Con.

fession.. of; Augsburgh, which was penned. by

™.

(c) Dei Providentis (Sermo primus Bernse. habitus in Sym-
bolum). De Providentia Dei.—Ad Carolum Imper. Fidei
ratio. In Evangel. Mat. Cap. vii, Brevis Pastorum Isagoge,

In Epist. Heb. C. xii. &¢. and Dallwi Apolegia pro duabus--

Ecclegiis, Alensope et Carem, Apstelodami, 1659,
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_~ Melancthon, was submitted to Luther, who en-

joyed the protection of a neighbouring fortress
during the Diet; and that it was with his advice
and approbation ("Consilio et Consensu,) that that

“Confession was presented to the Diet. (d) It will be

seen by a short Extract from that Confession given
in the 33d page of this Apology, in what terms he
could permit Predestination to be spoken of at
that time. These three being withdrawn from the
Inquiry, of all the ¢ Foreign Reformed Divines’
there remain but two—Martyr and Buceér—and
these two we resign: Bucer, the friend of Martyr;
and Martyr, the disciple of Calvin.

The Ten Confessions, our Readers must fore-
see, will follow the distribution of the ¢ Foreign
Reformed Divines.” Of the Ten Cbnfeésiohs,
there are but three, which are so much as quoted
on the capital point of Election: viz. those of
Helvetia, Basil, and Belgium, all belonging to the
Genevan Form. The 83d page of this ApolOgy;

~already referred to, will shew why the rest were
not appealed to. How, then, it may be asked,

are 127 pages octavo occupied in the former part
of the Inquiry? Not in commentary, for none is
given. These 127 pages are devoted to what we

(¢) Luthéri Vita a Melchior Adam, Heidelberg, 1620,
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would call a Work of Supererogation,~<to Extracts
which prove that the reformed Divines insisted
upon Original Sin—on the guilt of a fallen world—
Redemption of mere Grace—Justification by
Faith alone—the-inability of a fallen nature to
help itself—and the necessity of preventing Grace
to minister to salvation. The Reader will see in
the first Chapter, and in the Conclusion of this

Apology, why testimonies on these subjects have

been thought essentially necessary to the plan of
the Inquiry, and why we deem their production
perfectly superfluous.

Strictures on the former part of the Inquiry
have been indulged in with some latitude, as it
will not hereafter be brought before the Reader,
except for the purpose of stating why its autho-
rity is declined, though it is pretty plain that the

_ advantages which it would afford to the cause,

were its authority admitted, are not much to be
dreaded. As the plan and arrangements of the
first are pursued in the second part of the Inquiry, .
without alteration, no additional observations are
necessary for putting the Reader in possession of

‘the character of its contents, which he has been

already informed are drawn from ¢ what was
taught by our own Divines, and from what is
professed by our national Church,”  The matter
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accumulated in this part, and the weighty asser. -
tions which it is imagined it sustains, will be tha
subject of examination in the following pages.

This Apology is nmow hastening before the
Bublic, and. awaits its judgment.
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Dirrerences, which divide the sentiments
of the Ministers of the Established Church,
are announced in a publication to which Mr.
Matthias has given the sanction of his name.
The fires of controversy, which have been for
some time smouldering, have thus at length
burst forth; but we trust the appearance of
‘the flame will facilitate its extinction : until,
by their issue upon the public eye, their na-
ture and extent were ascertained, they could
scarcely be subjected to a process calculated
to restrain their progress. The explicit avowal
of Mr. Matthias’s opinions, and those of his
party, by leaving no room for the suspicion
of misstatement or mistake, by removing un-
certainty, and presenting a definite object for
‘examination, admits of precision in deter-
mining the point against which operations
may be directed, and inspires the hol}:e, that
those parts of the edifice which have hitherte

: 3
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escaped may, by timely intervention, be pre-
served. To speak without figure, it is, perhaps,
on the whole, advantageous to the cause of
peace, that Mr. Matthias has given his book
to the public: he has furnished us with an
authentic statement of his opinions; he has
thereby gfforded an opportunity of compar-
ing them with those generally received among
the Clergy of the Established Church; he has
thus opened a way for cool discussion, and
candid explanations, which, it is hoped, may
allay,if they donot suppress the fervor of party
rage, by shewing, that differences have been
imputed where they do not exist, and that
where they do really exist, and agreement is
impracticable, dissent can be justified ; and
therefore, that they are such as demand rather
the exercise of forbearance, (‘) than the wea~
pon of controversy. Much certainly is the
necessity,imposed upon one part of the Clergy
of defending themselves against the imputa-
tions of brethren of the same establishment,
to be deplored. The sensations, therefore, with
which the ¢ Inquiry’ was at first perused were
those of unmingled refret'; never did the(d)
Song of Sion, which celebrates the unity of the

(a) The Couferences at Charenton and Leipsic, 1631, at
Thorn, 1645, Cassel, 1661, &c. though conducted with charity,
yet proved abortive. The only benegt they have bequeathed is
the experience of the fruitlessmess of the most hopeful attempts
to reconcile the parties, and the consequent duty of lessening
the misfortuge of a difference’ of opinions by forbearance.—
Mosh. Eccl. Hist. Cent. xvii. 8ect, 4. Part 2.

(5) Pralm cxxxiii.

—————.




INTRODUCTION. Iy

Tribesof Israel,appear, morelovely; never did
its tranquil images steal with a more thrilling
softness on the soul, than when the present
occasion forced upon the observation, the
striking contrast of our differences with their
holy concord, and the melancholy prospects
that rose before the mind suggested the
mournful inquiry, ¢ Shall we never keep the
unity of the spirit in the bond of peace ?”’~-
These feelings were rendered more distress-
ing by the reflection, that while for our divi-
sions “ there are great thoughts of heart,” a
man distinguished among the ¢ thousands of
Israel” should have given vigour to a con-
troversy, which, after having agitated the
strongest passions of the human breast, was
at length suffered to sink into a peaceful
rest, in which it slumbered undisturbed for
above one hundred years.(c¢) What great
ultimate good, that should outweigh the heavy
evils with which controversy is invariably
_attended, this zealous and pious Christian
. proposed to himself, could he succeed in esta-
blishing his system of tenets to be exclusively
the doctrine of the Church of England, it is
no wonder that an ordinary anderstanding
was at a loss to discover. Can it, it was
asked, be his design, to repel the charge of
the incompatibility of his oEinions» with the
tenets of the Established Church ?~—What!
has it ever been denied that they were, at

(c) Barnet, 17th Article.
B 2
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one period, the O};fnions of the majority of
her members, and that, of course, they are not
now inadmissible? Or to vindicate them by
an array of authority; is not Mr. Matthias
too well read in Eccl};siastical History not te
know, that array can be marshalled against
array, and that those who adopt the doctrine,
i later times called Arminian, will not suffer
in the comparison?—Or, under the protection
of the venerable authorities he has adduced,
to procure to his own opinions currency from
the pulpit or the press? We should have
‘takenr Mr. Matthias to be too zealous an
admirer of the Reformers, both on the Con-
tinent, and in England, not to imitate the
most judicious of them, by observing a pru-
dent reserve on a subject which has been
heretofore the source of extensive evils.—Or
to insinuate such scruples into the minds of
his conscientious brethren, as would cempel
them, if they could not receive the doctrine
of Absolute Decrees, to abandon the admi-
nistration of a Church which imposed articles
at variance with their judgments? Such a
design, we are persuaded, is too criminal, we
had almost said too atrocious, to be laid to
Mr. Matthias’s charge. So unhappy an effect
he would surely be %ﬁmself among the first
to lament, when he saw flocks bereft of
some of the most zealous shepherds of the
Lord. These, however, are the enly actu-
ating motives which could be imagined;
and as these must be laid aside, because -of
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the utility, the imprudence, or the crimi-
nality of the design, it only remains, that
he do himself assign seme other, which may
justify the imperious necessity of engaging
In an enterprise attended with so many
hazards and perils to the Church of Christ..
In the mean time, if the benefits which,
upon more mature consideration, have been
contemplated above, as eventually resulting
from the publication, should be realized, the
pernicious consequences which, how unin-
tentionally soever, it is adapted te produce,
awill be in a great measure redeemed. '

That differences have been impyted where
they do not exist, if we judge correctly in
saying, that all those which are blended to-
gether in the same publication, without any
notice to the eontrary, are equally imputed,
and that where they do really exist, and
agreement is impracticable, dissent can be
justified, it is the expectation of ‘the writer
‘to be able to evince to every impartial judge.
But though these, and these only, are the
objeets, and this the expectation of the pre-
sent Apology ; though the perplexed intrica-
cies of the predestinarian controversy will, as
far as it is possible, be avoided; yet it is not
without some anxious forebodings, that even
this approximation to controversy is regarded,

and this Apology committed to the press.

- The history that records controversies, re-
cords only their deplorable evils, and marks
their vestiges by moral desolation ; Christian
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communities devoid of Christian charity, in-
furiated with the most violent passions, pant-
ing only for victory, forgetful of every other
consideration, except the defeat of an anta-
gonist, and, in numerous instances, literally
converting the field of controversy into a field
of bleod.(d) How lamentable, as we take
a retrospect of these scenes, to behold the
mind absorbed in these controversial disputa-
tions; to see the whole attention rivetted upon
that single contested point; the undivided
energies of the soul enlisted in its service;
controversial skill acquiring an uncontrolled
ascendancy ; every other talent and every
other literary pursuit neglected, save that
alone which could ‘minister to the success of
the favourite object; and with what result ?
Alas! it is eapily anticipated. The great
purpose for which Christ came into the world,
viz, “ to redeem us from all iniquity, and to
s Yurify unto himself a peculiar people, zea-
¢ lous of good works,” (' Tit. ii. 14.) seemed
to be wholly unconnected with the purposes

. of Christian societies ; it was not merely the

Christian temper of bearing and forbearing
that was Jost sight of ; morality in general was
forgotten to be inculcated by the preacher,

-and to be practised by the people ;(e) men

(d) Mosheim’s Eccl. Hist. Cent. xvii. Sect. ii. Part 2,

xi,

(e) ¢ Dr. William Ames, who filled with great reputation,
during the space of twelve years, the Divinity Chair, in the
University of Franeker, in the Dedication and Preface of his
famous book, De Conscientia et ejus Jure, observes, (Prafat.

-
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were deemed religious in proportion to the
clamorous vehement zeal with which they

~ supported a darling doctrine, while specious ;

and, it is not denied that they might have
been sincere; pretexts were not wanting to
give an air of justice to their zeal. The love
of truth, it was urged, would not allow them
to be indifferent to its interest; they_felt
the tenets to be true; they were assured of
their importance; they fvxeartily embraced
them ; and, in proportion to their persuasion
of their truth and magnitude, they deemed
it incumbent on them, as they would not
incur the guilt of lukewarmness, to prosecute
the sacred cause.(f) Thus the support of
truth became an argument for discharging

estilential vapours, before whose noxious
gxeath the refreshing verdure of the graces
of the Gqspel, which 1s truth itself, shrivelled
up and died. At different periods, a few

indeed appeared both on the Continent, (g)

p. 8.) that an eacessive zeal for Docirine had produced an

unhappy neglect of morality ; ¢ Quod hec pars Prophetize gc.;.

morality) hactenus minus fuerat exculta, &c.”~—Mosh.’ A

?ift]c nt, xvi. Sect. iii. Part. 2, § xxxvii. Maclaine's nofes [¢]
el. ’

(f) ¢ Thus the love of truth was unhappily found to stand
in oPPodtion to the love of union, piety, and concord: and
thus, n the present critical and corrupt state of human nature,
the unruly and turbulent passions of men can, by an egreglous
abuse, draw the worst consequences from the best things, and
render the most excellent principles and views productive of
confusion, calamity, and discord.”—Mash. Egcl, Hist, Cent.
xvii. Sect. ii. Part 2, § xx.—* Nay, in thei narrow views of
things, their very piety seemed to suppress the generous
movements of fraternal love and forbearance.”—Ibid. § xiii.

(g).Mosheim, Cent. xvii, Sect. ii. Part 2, § iii, et alibi,
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and among ourselves, () who used great and
unremitting efforts to mediate between the
parties ; but, unsuccessful in the attempt,
they were not only mortified with finding
their schemes of reconciliation prove abortive,
and the hopes they entertained of the
blessings of peace blasted, but they were
even pursued by calumny, and driven to
their "only refuge—a conscience void of
offence. {;Vhen, indeed, we reflect upon the
single fact of Latimer; Cranmer, Ridley,
Taylor, &c. who sealed the sincerity of their
professions with their blood, being styled
“'devil’s martyrs” by the Lutherans of
Frankfort, because they differed with them
in opinion concerning Christ’s presence
in the Eucharist;(i) we have evidence,
amounting to volumes, before us, of the
fearful opinions to which the excesses of
Earty zes give birth, If similar symptoms,

ow remote soever from these violent
appearances, indicate a nascent distemper
similar in kind, though, blessed be God, not

in degree, it is not without solicitude, how

conscious soever a man shall be of purity
of views, that he can venture to offer any
thing which may be converted into the

(k) Hall, &c. -

(i) Mosh, Eccl. Hist. Cent. xvi. Sect. iii. Part 2, ¢. 2, § xvii.
Maclaine’s Note, ¢ Vociferantur quidam Martyres Anglicos esse
Martyres Diaboli. Nolim hac contumelid afficere Sanctum
Spiritum in Latimero, qui annum octogesimum egressus fuit
et in aliis sanctis viris quos novi."—Melancthon to Camerarius,
Epist, lib, iv. p. 259. o :

.
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exasperating cause of so irritable a disease.
Is it not notorious, that in every society, in
which the adepts of this newly-revived
system appear, doctrinal arguments exclu-
sively occupy the conversation? Do we not
see those, who have laid out their time to
much better purpose in the practice of the
weightier matters of the law, ¢ Judﬂ;ment,
Mercy, and Faith,” ("Mat. xxiii. 23.) than in
barren speculations, unequally matched with
those who have beene(}on handling the
weapons of controversy; and silenced, if not
convinced, by the lofty tone of confidence
with which favourite positions are urged,
by the dexterous application of authorities,
- whether from human writings or the Scrip-
tures, and the supercilious contempt with
which the ignorant or the unawakened state
of those who differ from them is frowned
down? And though we would say to those
who are thus assailed, as the wise Melancthon
did to his pious mother, when, repeating her
simple creed and form of devotion, she in-
quired “ how she should believe, and how
she should pray, amid these religious dis-
putes ?”’ ¢ Continue to believe and to pray as
you do at present, and do not trouble your-
self about controversies;”’ (k) yet, it is not
without apprehension for its effects, in com-
pelling the most moderate to lay aside their
moderation, and become partisans, that we

A4

(%) Camerarius and Watkin's Biog. Dict. ad verbum,
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view the  present state of society ; and there-
fore, while we deprecate the situation, and are
alarmed at its progress, cannot but dread
that even this Apology may be used as
nutriment to the distemper.—But let us
indulge happier prospects, and more per-
taining to the peace of Sion, though we thus

’




AN APOLOGY,

~

§e.

CHAPTER 1.

Unconditional Election is not the Docirine

3/‘ the United Church of England and
reland.

THE method employed by the Author of “ the
Inquiry,” for stamping upon his own opinions
exclusive characters, that should appropriate to
them the doctrines of the Established Church,
unquestionably possessed attractions sufficient
to 1nvite its adoption. The names of the Refor-
mers are justly consecrated in the veneration
and gratitude of an admiring posterity. It is
not surprising, therefore, that he should endea-
vour to make his cause their cause, and secure
it from violation by committing it to the custody
of men whese extraordinary merits claim solemn
respect, and whose authority might thence be
deferred to in silent submission. Whether this
mode of ascertaining the signification of the
Articles has been attended with the expected
success, will be considered hereafter. In- the
mean time, of its advantages we are too sensible,
in not merely abashing the modesty, but constrain-
ing the understanding, of an opponent within

B T e S e L P
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the circle described by the magic wanfl of
high authority, not to endeavour at the outset,
before we proceed farth®, to derive countenance
to this Apology from some powerful name.

A more powerful than that of Hooker can
scarcely be required ; Hooker, one would almost
say, against a World; and Hooker is one of the
first extant names in the catalogue of those who
are asserted to compromise their conscience by
subscribing to the Thirty-nine Articles. So early
as the year 1599, a tract entitled * a Christian
Letter of certaine English Protestants unfained
Javourers of the present state of religion, authorised
and professed in England unto that reverend and
learned man Maister R. Hoo. requiring resolufion
in certayne matters of doctrine, &c.”’(a)—profes-
sing themselves devotedly attached to the external
establishment of the Church, charges this unfoiled
champion of our Ecclesiastical Polity with in-
culcating doctrines contrary to all the articles of
religion,” and especially 3:3 seventeenth, con-
cerning Predestination. ¢ All the articles of our

Religion,” says this tract, *and many parts of :

our Church Government, checked, blamed and
contradicted.” ¢ The Church of England be-

lieveth, that Predestination nnto life is the eternal -

purpose, &c. but you Mai. Hoo, seem to us to
affirme contrarie, when you saye, * if any man
“ doubt how God s_hpui;l accept such prayers in
*¢ case they be opposite to his will, or not grant
¢ them, if they be according unto that which him-
«¢ self willeth, our answer is, that such suits God
¢ accepteth, in that they are conformable to his
« gengral inclination, which is that all men might

(a) A Christian Letter, &c. 1599, quarto, (London,) it is
supposed ; the place of publication is not exPressed: and
Jzaak Walton’s Life of Hooker, in Wordsworth's collectiop,
London Edit, 1810, Vol. iv. p. 269, Editor’s note. ’
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* be saved ; yet always he granteth them not, for
“ as much as there 1§ in God somhetimes a more
¢¢ private occasioned will which determineth the
¢ contrarie.”’()) Here we begge your ayde to
make manifest unto us howe God eternallie pre-
destinateth, by a constant decree, them whom he
calleth and saveth, (as our Church professeth,)
and yet hath as you say; a general inclination
that al/ men might be saved.” This is the erro-
neous doctrine with which they charge him,
and which, as well as the sir of his attachment
to ¢ philosophie,” makes it their infperative duty
to call upon hint, * to be careful not to corrupt
the English Creede and pure doctrine whereunto
he hath subscribed.”—Of the doctrine eertainly
he is guilty ; he maintains it in his Ecclesiastical
Polity, after having ushered it into the world
¢ with his first public appearance teo it from the
pulpit of St. Paul’s Cross, A. D. 1581, in the
presence too of Zlmer, Bishop of London,” ©
and again in his disputations with Mr. Travers.
The sum of them is, * that Predestination is not
of the absolute will of God, but conditional ;
that the doings of the wicked are not of the will
of God, but only permissive; that the repro-
bates are not rejected, but for the evil works
which God did foresee they would commit.*(d)
¢ That in God there were two wills, an ante-
cedent and a consequent will ; his first will, that
all mankind should be saved; but his second
will, that those only should be saved, that did
live answerable to that degree of grace which
he had offered or afforded them.” Undoubtedly

(6) Ecel. Polity, Book v. § 49.

~ {c) Walton's Life of Hooker, Wordsworth’s Eecl. Biog,
Vol.. iv. p. 205. o .

(d) Ibid. p. 255.
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if the doctrine, now usually called Arminian,
contravene the Article, this contravemesit; yet
the learned Zlmer, his auditor, did not refuse
to be his ¢ advocate when he was afterwards
accused for it.”’(e) And Archbishop Sandys,
a_reviser of the Liturgy, and one of the Trans-
lators of the Bishops’ Bible,(f) was not afraid
to recommend him to the mastership of the
Temple, a patent place, (g) in which Archbishop
Whitgift observes, “a man well directed and
taught, might do much good, as also much
harm,”’(%k) and which, however, he was instru-
mental in procuring for him. To find this
doctrine delivered from the Pulpit, in about
nineteen years after ‘the revision of the
Articles, in the presence of one of the most
distinguished Bishops of that time, by .a man
of a meek and quiet spirit, who shunned conten-
tion; to learn that it was published in opposition

‘to the current dogmas of the day ; to know that -

it" was restated and confirmed in a work, the
production of his riper mind, his most balanced
judgment, and mature consideration, in defence
of the Ecclesiastical Polity of that very Church—
in a work that has perpetuated his fame and
her glory, and rendered both inseparable; to
find, % say, this doctrine of such a man excepted
against, not simply for its non-conformity to truth,
for which it was attacked by Travers, but for its
contrariety to the Articles of that Church, of
which he was the champion ;—under such cir-

(¢) Walton’s Life of Hooker, Wordsworth’s Eccl. Biog.
Vol. iv. p. 255.
(f) Biographia Britannica, Watkin’s Biog. Diet.
. (g) Izaak Walton’s Life of Hooker, Wordsworth’s col
lection, Vol. iv. p. 209.- .

(%) Ibid. Letter to Queen Elizabeth, p. 212.
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cumstances—at so early a period—and by some
obscure writer—~is no small encouragement to
lead us-to believe, that, let the private opinions
of some of the Divines of that” day have been
what they might, neither Hooker, nor his eccle-
siastical superiors, (some of whom, we repeat,
were revisers of the Articles and Liturgy,)
imagined, that the Church of England had defi-
nitively declared<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>