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A LETTER, &c

r HAD yours of Auguflt the 2d, for which I
- return vou very many thanks, both for re-
turning {o particular an aniwer to my letter,
and encouraging me to continue a correfpon=
dence we were too long m-beginning, and
which has been but badly cultivated on my
part fince 1t was begun. I would hdive wrote
- you much {ooner, had it not been for waiting
an opportunity, which, contrary to my ex-
pectations, has not cait up tili now.

- I have again read over Palemon’s perfor-
mance, and compared 1t with fuch of your
tracts as I had by me, and can eafily fee how
much you agree in fentiments ; and likewile
how much he hath been obliged to you. The
chief, if not the only difference between VOll,
that T obferve, is, that you breathe 2 much
more meek and gentic {pirit than he. Yor
feem to prefer his flile to your own: but of
this 1 pretend to be no judge; when words
convey clear and diftinét 1deas, T never quar-
rei 3 and 1 think I can underitand you with
the fame eafe that I-do him. Hervey’s rhe-
torick, in my opinion, but ill becomes the
gravity of his fubjet, and {eems to carry in
It a reilection upon the caly and fimople {tile of
the Golpel. But the apoitles wrote for the

£ 2
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unlearned and Barbarians ; Hervey for the
“learned and polite. ' '
There is {fomething in your apology for Pa-
lemon’s. manner of writing, to which I {hall
take the liberty of making fome exceptions.
1 cannot allow that writing or argning with
fuch warmth as Palemon {fometimes difcovers,
can be juitified from the example of our Sa-
viour and his apoftles. 'l'he moft of the fevere
things faid by them againit the Pharifees and
falfe teachers, were fpoken. in their hearing,
or contained in. the. letters written to the
churches whereof they profefled to be mem-
bers, or to. perfons of a very public charater,
for the benefit of the chiurchesy and thercfore
may be confidered as {o-many publick rebukes
to the offenders. themmfelves, as well as cautions
to others to-beware of fuch dodirines or prac-
tices as they are cenfured for. Belides, they
were ipoken either by im, who knew what
was in man, or written by them on whom he
had conicired the giit of difcerning {pinits;
and therefore thenr accufations and ceniures
I_Inl"iﬁ:‘};}ﬁ”i?ﬂ een aiways juit.  Bsat we do aot
fnd them ufing fuch fevere language againtt
thofe that were dead, however raulty they
might have been during their lives, nor againit
thefe who might have erred in points ot doc-
trine through ignorance, and without any
wicked defign; which, for aught any man at
prefent can know, might have been the caie or
{everals of them upon whom Palzmen is 10
hard. Our Saviour’s conference with Nico-
demus, and the fpeech of the apoities concels
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pine Judas may be confidered as inffances of
their bzhaviour towards fuch perfons. But
notwithitandinz all here {aid, 1 am far from
cntertaininy a bad opinion of Palemon ; for.
~as | have no ac iu.}.mtaqw s hise pt, 0N O
charafter any other way than by his writings,
I'muit look upeon him as a man d;i‘ervmw re-

gard, as '}—"-*m'r enzaged 1n tne defence of the
beit of c..ﬂ.lfe:,, and (to m=2n) by far of the
oreateit importance ; and I am obliged to him
for his inftrution. To CVery o:ie Tike 1 our-
felt, who are his friend, | have made his apo-
lorry tne bzit way I could, when I heard him
Cell{.LlrL‘gi, and L.H.Y C NoO Othur dLllgﬂ 1n tis
“than to m 11"'-’* a repiy to that part of your let-
ter, whichrelates to-him. I wonder that neis
tha.,r Hervey, nor any other has made a 1eply“
to his letters, which 1 Would thinlz they ar
loddiy called upon to do.  Ifyou know of any
fuch thiax done, or mtr-‘ndf-*d to be di)u...., I
ﬂla.ll be ¢ )‘1’)"“:1 to you, if you 1l acquaint me

Yr)ur Istter and pampiiet have given me

wib

fall sfaltion as to Cornelius. What youw
fay on t hc,...t nead 15 {0 plain and C’Z’:I}VL;PJ“}:‘:T

that [ almo’t bluth a2t having flarted it as
difficulty. I am forry yon ) have left ofF pue}-
Hthiny your Notes.on & rzpure Towts. - Ih oy
are one of the beft keys [ have feenr for open=
mz up- the {zr 1§,tuf'€ s and thr}uﬁn periiaps
thf:*y may be relithed tzy few of the fa'hionals!
and popular tafte, yet every one who 15 wil-
Hny to learn from the Bi ible, will think him
felf highly cblized to you. ‘

’

J
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* . As to juflification by faith, which: makes the
principal {fubject of Palemon’s letters, after at-
tending more clofely to what he writes, and
to what you have publithed on the fame {ub--
ject, and writterr in your letter, and compar-
ing the whole as carefully as-1 could with thz
{criptures,, I can find nothing to.object. But
as there is.a point of view ia which the whole
countroverly between Palemon and his popu-
lar gentlemen. may be feen, and in: wiuch [
think, it has not been. direitly taken up by
you nor him, I thall endeavour to {st it before:
yvou, that I may have the benefit of your ani-
madverfions unon 1t in-that ght. ' -

All who are willing to take their faith from:
the fcriptures, muft be perfuaded that the
righteoufnefs.of Chrift is that only in- which
God is well pleafed. Buthow in the beheving
of this fimpletruth, a{inner is made righteous:
before God, is, I think, the principal point
controverly Letween: Palemon and his adver-
firies. Mo finner canbe richteous but by the:
righteoufne(s. of Chrift imputed : but what:
connection. is there between- faith and the 1m-
putation of this righteoufnefs © It may be ea~
fily underftood, how a belief in Chrit’s right-
coufnefs may lay a foundation of hope even for
the moft delperate, and become within them
fpring of love and of every good work. bBut
{1ill the queftion will recur, How a finner,
through a perfuafion of the truth of what
Chrift hath done, becomes righteous before:
hiin who is of purer eyes than to lock on evil

Though Chrift hath fulfilled alt righteoufnels
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it ftead of his people, and God hath declared
his acceptance of it, by railing him from.the
- dead, and exalting him-at his own night hand 3
yet as they arc by nature the children of wrath
as well as otiers, and continue {o until they
believe, there- muit be a conneftion between -
their faith. and the imputation of righteoui~
nels.  L'he gofpel indeed brings the righteoui-
nefs of Chrilt in view, and. by hearing the
voice of God fpeaking therein, the finner is
made to believe, yet this does not conwvey the
wea of imputation ; for a perfon may be con-
ceived to hear and believe good news. without
tharing in the good things reported.  If it {hall
be {axd that Chnit having fulbiled all righteouf~
refs as the head and furety of thofe witii. whom
he took part in fleth and blood: his righteoui
nels was imputed tothem, from the time that
it.was finithed on the crofs.. 'This contradis
the {cripture, which cvery where afcribes jufti-
hication to faith, and {uppofes a perfon to be
m a juitified ftate, while he y«t continues.
a.child of wrath.: which is what commonly
goes by the name of Antinomianifin, and.makes.
faith to be only the fight or evidence of jufli-

fication : and if we fhail fay, that righteoufnefs.
i5s imputed upon. believing, or in and Dy 1t ;.

this would make faith a condition, or aicribe

fome fort of efficiency to it in our juftification,,

which is the oppofite of Paleemon’s dodrine.

But'in fupport of this laft it may be alledged,.

that finners are made the righteoufnefs of God.

m Chrif}, in the fame way that he was made

4n for them.. Now iniquity was laid upon him

¥
- -
£ L] e T
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by his own veluntary confent, faving, Lo I come
to do thy awill, O Goa. ‘Therefore {hPIC muit be
jomeths ng faith anfwering to thrs conient
~which may be thus exp: sined. In the (70;961
the right-ﬁo”r s of Chrilt 15 revealed., and the
finner believingy the recoera of (zod cencerning
his Son, fubaw**s to it, and thercby it 1s imputed:
to hl‘“l or of God Chiift is miade unto him
riochteoulnefs. In this way a connecition mi a‘y be
{e on between faith and the i mputation of the
rizhtcoulneis believed ; for this reafon, 1 {up-
pole faith 1s ly MAany deiibed as conlifting in
ihe affent of the underit :anding and confent of
the wiil, and this Likewiie, i take to be the
Imeaning - of 1‘&.,(,1\1119', APPTeE nenamq, COmINg
to and uoﬁmr with Chriit, and many of the
I“&ec nhraies which denote an a7 ;,..iwuy in faith
in the juflification of a finaer. r does this
~ccount of faith feem to be alic """ethu without
foundation in icripture, for when we attend
to the faith of thofe that were healed, we tind
in it both a belief of the power of je s to k cal,
-nd 2 fubmiflion or confent tobe healed by hm}.
'Thus the bhind men having e*{preﬁed thelr
aefys c or willingnefs to have their eyes 0=
pened, Jelus required them likewife to confels
315 }* ower. ,faying, Do ye believe that 1 am able to
cdo this? 3 and again, before ke put forth his pow-
e in hq.,.’!..;lﬂﬂ‘ﬂle hnpotent man laid at the pooil of
tetheida, hf f2id. Wil thou be made whole !

and had there been one fick that believed hi1s
power to heal but would not fubmit to receive
¢1is benefit at bis kands. we have no reafon to;

o beli.ve that he would have been healed. ¥
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like manner it can fcarce be thought that.a
hnner, tho® believing never fo firmly the record
of the gofpel concerning the rightecoufnefs of
Chriit, could have it imputed to him, i€ he did-
not fubmit, or confent, to be faved by it. T'o
this purpofe our Saviour faith unto the Jews,
“ Ye will not come unto me that ye may have
life,”” and the Apoitle afcribes their rejection to.
thic, that being ignorant of God’s righteouf-
neis, and goimng about to effablith their own
righteoufnels, did not fubmit themfelves to the
righteouinefs of God. Altho’ this righteoufnefs
was declared to them, they would not {fubmit,
they would not confent to be faved by it.
Whether this fubmiffion or confent of the will
fhall be called an aé or fruit of faith, or by any
other name, it can be of o oreat moment in
the queflion, when without it no man can be-
Lieve to the {aving of the foul. It is true the'
lame thing may bz faid of every kind of faith
which 13 not produdlive of the proper fruits 3
~but there is no fruit or 3@ of it that more near-
ly refpects the righteoufnefs of Chrift than this.
. Lhus, dear Sir, I have fet forth the popular
doltrine, if I have not miflaken 1t, with all the
advantagelcan ; butat the fametime I am VETY
teni:ble of the danger of makin g our Juftificati-
on dependin whole, oria part, upon any tning
done or performed by us, whither it pas under
‘the name of faith, or of works ; for if it be 2
work of ours, a qualification or requifité, an in-
firument in our hands, or any thing elfe that
€an be found in us, exerted or performed by v,
m order to our juftification, whether by way of
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preparation or otherwife, weare juftiied there-
by, and the wrhteouﬁwfs of Chrift 1s made of
no effet. And I heartily agree with Pal:mon
in all that he hath faid on this head. As for my

wn part I am fully {atished, Wha ever dif-
putes. or controverfies may be raifed on this
head, that when he who comimanded the lignt
to fthine out of darknefs, thines into the heart,
to give the hght of the knowl d‘fe of the glory
of the Lord in the face of jcfus ri{t, which
15 no otherwife done than bv l-eaf'mo* of the
goipel, the light of this glorious and comfort-
1ng tenth is Im*:rhty through G d to the pul-
hncr down of ftrong holds, cafting down the
hlwh thoughts and the proud rezfoning of men,
and every high thing that exalteth it felf a-
gainlt the knowled ge of God, and bringing
every thought 1n CE!,’O"'IVItV to the obedience of
Chrit. We may pr retend to accurac y 1n our
difputes upon thefe heads, but when we be-
gin to diftinguifh and feparate that God hath
'iomed We are 1n danﬂ er of departing from the
truth, and inftead of being 11‘1hgntned thercby,
O 4r foolii hbaris are darkned. But I forget to
what a length this tedious epuitiens drawn out.
I thall only add, that becaufe a letter may
without a.-.lV defirn tall into bad hands, thatl
fhall make ufe of a borrowed name and fub-
{fcribe myfelf, in fincerity, your aflured frlend |
February 23d, 17583, PHILOGRAPHES
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LETTETR I1 .
In Anfiwer to the above.

| DEAR Sigr, B
T 1 15 quite needlefs for me to reply to what
you fay of Palemon’s leverity to his po-
pular men : for till you be perfivaded > as he 1s,
that their doérine is as great a perverficn of
the gofipel, as was that of the Judaifers, you
can never patiently {uffer the Apofiolic refleéii-
ons on thofe to be applied to them. And jn-
-deed I cannot much blame you, who have not
had- the occafions for fo full an experience of
- {uch menand their way (in oprofition to the
truth) as we have had. thoy gh you thould lock
~on them as well meansi ng men, labouring under
lome forbearable miflakes. _ |
The view, wherein you would have the ro-
pular dodtrine taken up and anin adverted on,
would T dare fay be as difagreeable to Palxn:on
as any view he ever had of it. He would {ay,
1t is a {cheme for fetting afide the righteoutnefs
-of God which is by faith of Jefus Chrift unto all,
.and wupoen all that belteve, In order to eflablifh
Juftification on .the fubmiffion and confcnt of
the will to Chrif, fo that we i.ay beceme right-
€ous not by faith in the righteoufneis of our
God and Saviour ; but by our work of faith,
Working in us that confent and that futmiffen
10 nightecufnefs.
What appears new to me in the view you
81ve me of this old iubjedt, is, that you would
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infer it from the nature of 1mputation, and
malke it out from the imputation of Chriii’s
I‘ight‘eou{hefs to us. I always thought of the
imputation of fin and righteouinefs as a thing
proper and peculiar to God, and altogether 1n-
dependent of us. It 1s God that julthies the
ungodly, imputing rightcouinels to him with-
out works. Nor can any thing be imagined
{o fovereign as making us finners by Adam’s
difobedience, and righteous by the cbedience of
Chrift, or as making him, who knew nof{in, te
be {in for finners, and them the righteoufnefs
of Godin him. And thisis wholly preventing
as to any thing lke -confent on thetr part to
whom {in or righteoulnefs 1s imputed. For
when God makes us finners in Adam, giving
us a being in him, this 1s manifeftly without
our confent. And in like manner, when we
are of him in Chrilt made -of him to us right-
eoufnefs, our confent is entirely prevented here-
by, unlefs we would fay, that our conient to
be in Chrift prevents God’s giving us a being
- 1in him ; yea the imputation of fin to Jelus
prevented his confent. Yor 1 have nothing to
think upon but the eternal couniel of the di-
vine Three before that time you mention, when
a Body was prepared the Son of God to be of-
fured a facrifice for in. Before that, he hadnot
any ear to hear a commandment: but when
he was made of a woman, made under the law,
to redeem from it’s curfe by being made acurie,
then it was that he humbled himfelf and be-
came obedient to the death of the crofs, and
then he received that command from his Father
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120 lay down his hife for the theep. 4 body
B j? thoi preparea me ; then Jard 1, Lo I come to do.
thy will—by the which will we gre Janctified
';az‘/ar'az'/g/) the cyfér{f{g of z‘!)e”‘ Dod 'y of j'cfw Chrgft,
- Asto the imputation of his rightcoufnefs to
-us, we {ee, that, to him that worketh ‘not, but

believeth on him that juftifieth the ungodly,
his faith is 1mputed unto rightcoufnefs, that,
the man 1s blefled to whom God 1imputeth’
righteoufnefs without works, and to-whom the
" Lord will not impute fin, and that, as right-

]

¢oulnefs was imputed to Abraham believing,
foit'is alfo imputed to us bilievin g on him
that raifed wup Jefus our lLord from the dead,
. who was delivered for our offences, and was
raifed again for cur juftification. And from
this we lcarn, that (od juitifies the ungodly
by imputing to him a righteoufnefs whick he
did not work, a righteoufnefs that (:od teftifies,
and he believes to have been wrought by Chrift

whom he hath raifed from the dead. Nor is

this righteoufnefs imputed to him working,
who, in place of that, is believin g it wrought
by Chrift to the full fatisfaction of him who is
Of purer eyes than to look on evil. And {o
this kis faith is imputed to him workin o 110-
thing, but thus believing. When we take ¢ e
idea of imputation from the {cripture, we
muit have it in conne®@ion with tarth, even as
the feripture gives it.  The ri ghteoufnefs that
s imputed without works, is revealed and A~
nifefted in the divine teflimony cences ning it,
And as this is the only way 1t comes to s, e
have no other vay of coming at it but know-
B



( 14 ) .
ing this revelation, and beholding thts mani-
feftarion of righteouinefs in crediting the tefti-
mony that God gives of it. Thus the wordis
very nigh thee; in thy heart believing it, and
in thy mouth confefling it. And thus we
come to be in Chrift, and to have Chrift in us,.
only by the word of faith, and in believing
that word. Therefore we fee the righteoui-
nefs of God by faith of Jefus Chrit 1s unto all
and upon all them that believe. It 1s reveal-
ed unto faith, and is upon faith.

God then imputes righteoufnefs to the un-
godly, when he, who calleth the things that.
be not as though they were, gives them a
being in Chrift by his word, or when he gives.-
unto them in the behalf of Chrift to believe
his righteoufnefs {uflicient to juitity them the
ungodly. But here is nothing to be thought
of about . the finner, but allenarly what he be-
lieves; and every thing but that is excluded
by his faith, believing that alone infinitely fuf-
fictent, and having refpet to nothing about
himfelf but his ungodlinefs, and refpeciing
God as juftifying the ungedly by the right-
eoufnefs of Chrift, who died for the ungodly,
and rofe again for their juftification. Yet for
‘this very reafon it is of faith : for fo only could
it be by the grace that gave the {on of God to
die for the ungodly, and to work righteouf:
nefs for them, which is the true grace of God
‘beftowed on men. But, being as little dif-
'pofed to fubmit to this grace of God as to his
richteoufnefs, we have no ear to give to this
1eafon, and areready to fay, this faith is nothing
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at all : for there is nothing in it befide what 1S
believed to contribute to the juftification of
one man rather than another. "And therefore
we mult find faith having fomething in it of
about 1t fitting a finner for the imputation of
righteoufnefs to him, and aftording fome rea-
{fon why it thould be imputed to him now
rather than before. And {o we confider faith,
abitractly from its oDject, as an a&ion of the
foul, and likewife as 2 principle and {pring of
action there, and have recourfe to philofophy,
dittinguifhing the ation of the {ou] 111to under-
-ﬁanding and willing. And berng now philo-

of the will ; we even choofe to fpeak nonfenfe
1n philofophy, and fay, True faithis the fincere
‘confent of the will. But, if neither philofophy,
‘nor the {criprure (conftantly diitinguithing
faith from love) will allow us fo call this faith F
then furely it is the nearefd and firit effe of it,
and according to {cripture, infeparable from

-~ Though this view you give of the popular

doctrine prefents fo flat a contradiction to the

Scripture ; yet it fecks for {ome foundation

in the {cripture’s {peaking of the faith of thofe

that were healed by their faith. TFeor though

¥ cannot be denied, that the Lord afcribed
B 2
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their-healing only to their faith ;. yet, without
any foundation, either in.recorded fact, or in
any probability, one needing healing 1s {uppot-
ed believing . all that they believed who were
inade whole by their faith, and yet not wiliing
to receive this benefit at his hand : and on this
it.is prefumed, that as we have no ground te
think fuch an one would be healed, even o,
it cannot be thought that a finner, however be-
lieving. the record of Chriit’s righteouinels,
could have it imputed to him, if he did net
{fubmit or conient to be faved by it. The con-
clufion is, that healing, and fo the imputation
of righteou{nefs, is not by faith but by this tub-

nitfion and conient, without which, faith could
neither heal ner makenightcous. £ nd this s
fupported by the Lord’s requiring this willing-
nefs of the man atthe pool, in order to his be-
ing healed.. But when that pafiage 1 viewed,

it will be found very.ill choien for this purpofe:
for theman in anfwer to him, profeffed his will-
inenefs indeed, but willingnels, not to be Lieal
c¢d by him, but by the pool, if ke could attain b,
which he lamented he was not able to do. And
the Lord preventedall profefiion{rom him,either
of his faith in him, or of his willingnefs to be
‘healed by.him; even as he prevented the man
‘born .blind, by creating eyes to him before he
knew him to be the fon of God. Among ther
that were made whole by their faith, as a gD
of eternal falvation in the remiffion of iins by
faith in the blood of the fon of Ged, we find
one very willing and molt ear ¢it 1n his apph-

cation to Chriit, to have healing from hum &0

tl
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“lus fon 1f pollible; and yet not receiving that
benent til! he profefled faith in the Son of God
asabile to-do this, as the l.ord faid, All things
are poflible to him that believeth. And even
ol can fuppole one willing to give up his
rnighteoulnels, in every other {thape, and Very
willing to have Chrift’s righteoufnefs imputed
to him,and yet not believing that righteoufnefs
fufiicient to juftify himy without that {ame
~-willingnefs which he has, or would fain have
~true and fincere. Now' I cannot think, ac-
cordinz to the {cripture, that . Chrift’s right-
eouinefs 1simputed to fuch a man thus not be-
heving it fufhicient. It is fa@, that Jefus heal-
~-ed men perceiving their faith, that he required
taith inr order to healing, that he did not thefe
mghty works to men becaufe of their unbelief,
and that he afcribed their being made whole,
as weii as forgiven, only to their faith, even as
hefaid to the woman who Ioved much, and to
wiom much was forgiven, Thy faith hath fay-
ed thee. And thereforeto go about to afcribe
it toany thing elfe about them, is to labour at
contradiction to the plaineit thing the {eripture
fays. | '

- A Brother of yours in this prefbytery wrote
4. paper agamit Palemon’s faith, fhewin o
there was more than that in the faith of thofa
‘whom Chrift healed; even an appiication to
him for it, worihipping him, and defiring and
bezging it earneltly of him. And upoa his
Yeading this to your correfpondent, Thomas
Glas, he received this fhort anfwer, How {hall
they call on him in whom they have not be-

B 3
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Jieved 7 1 fu*:)pbfe this anfwer did nct fatisfy
_'hnn but it ferves-to diftinguith faith to me
Irom every thmg elfe that men would palm u-
ﬁ -p@ﬂ me for it, and to {how me that all my falva-
tion, with all in me that can accompany it, and
cvery evident token. of it about me, mufl only
“be by my faith. .

Thus 1 have taken Jome pains to animadvert
upon-the view you give me of the popular
doctrine, which I-am rrl .d to find, by what fol-
Jows 1 vour letter, 13 not your owii dodirine;
for tqough your fttqut be not {o {ftirred 1n yon
againit 1t as-1s P emon’s, yet-it 1s'good yon
Tave not that damnable dofrine.  And if any
*thmg [ have f{aid can {ferve to confim you un-
to zeal again®t it, even 11 that belt view you
can hc&.Vb of it, I {hall think my pzins well
beltowed. But as you telk me vou have 2
‘multitude of fubjeéts to write upen, 1 fear your
‘.Correfpondunce 15 come too latc now for e,
~who am pafl the age proper fer ftudy and wris
ing, as to which 1 “find mylelf greatly failed,
'md having litue ftrenoth cither of body on
mind for it: fo that T am much plealed wi"th
having Palemon, much fitter for the purpoic,
as a fucceflor in that way. And togive you
all the information and fatisfaction 1 can about
him, I have {ent you herewith, letters he re-
ceived concerning his book, from two }Jo:‘:lhv
cdiflenters in London adve: faries to cnc another
about the faith, t »gether with his aniwers {0
them both, w mch whether they pleale you or
not, will net, 1 fnopc% Ce very ’mreﬂ"b‘c to

cither of them. |
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And now you’ll think I have anfwered your
letter to a lufficient length. S0 Ithink it is
fime for me to have d(,m,, and 1n compliance

W lt'l your humour, to dubfcribe mviciiin {in-

Tonr affared friond 3
Yn_. wiid o i@-—ii f{; : rltlli-i;

({igned) ~+ PuirLorrsTtrs.
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COPY of a Letter from Mr. GLAs, to
 the Elders at Kirbylonfdale, in Anfwer to

one he received from them, with a Pani.
phlet, {uppoled to be done by Mr Ingham,
dated Apnl 12th, 1765,

Cannot underftand what fort of people thele

i are who have beenturn’d away from look-
inz after the Church, by the pamphlet you
fent me, nor how they could be turn’d away
by means of it. 'Yhey fee not the Divine
Three diftinguifhed to us in the {cripture, as
perfons are diftinguih’d : becaufe fo it would
lead to ‘Iritheifin, and it doth not calli them
perfons. 'Thus they find the man Chnit Jetus
cannot be a Divine Perfon ; and the union of
the humanity with the Divinity is not perfonal,
is notin a divine perfon. But they have {fome
way of percciving that the Scriptures thew
them the Effence of God, in diftincétion from
its influence, and this Effence united with the
Effence of man ; {fo that the union of the Derty
with the Humanity is Effential ; and this
compolition of the two Eflences into one,
conftitutes what they would call the Perion of
Jefus Chrift! giving the name perfon (which
they deny to be Scriptural) to what is neither
a Divine Perlon diftinét from the other two,
nor a human perfon, but an union of the

Deity (the famein all the three and abftradted
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from them) with the Humanity, or human-
ellence, abliracted frem. ail aboutit that may

ferve to ditinguiin one individual man from

another. _

- Theie your lookers after the Church, feem

to be a {ort of metaphylical philofophers, lovers

of the wildom of words, by which they would

have the word of faith explained, with {fome

help from Hutchinfon’s philefophy ; f{eeing

‘thewr Divine three only-in fire, light and air;

and their one Divine Effence in the invifible

‘matter of thefe vifible thiree, which (without

feeing 1t) they canimagine to be the very fameé

in each of them. But while other Hutchinfo-

mans {ee three Divine Perfons in thefe wifible

three, and two- perfons in Chriflt (the Divine

and the Human) with INeftorius j they can fee

no fuch thing, no Divine Perfon, and in

Chrift they find the Divine nature and thé
Human nature (without perfonality) compoun-
ded together into one nature {(with the Luti-
cnian Hereticks) which compound one,  they
now affirm. to be the perfon of Jefus Chrift.
This 1s their Son. of God!and this is their
faith of the Son of God!

It this 1s mot fo 5 T cannot guefs, from the
pamphlet, that turned them trom looking
toward the Ghurch, what fort of people they
are ; for according to the author of that pam-
phlet, pretending to avoid Tritheifm, tiiey:
are Sabellians, and fecking to avoid the Divi-
nity of the perfon of that Holy Thing bern of
the Virgin, they are Futychians. Nor can I
lee how otherwile they could be turncd away
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from any of our Churches, by that pamphlet,
which oppofes them in no other point but that
grand one, wherein they ftand united (and may
it ever be without controver{y among them)
viz. their faith of the Son of God ; which has
bee : fet forth as I cculd, in the notes, vol. 2],
particularly on Luke i. 35. and in the notes
on Ceilus, vol 3. page 269, line 16. 17. 18. 19.
and page 270 and 271, beginning with thefe
woras, « It feems Origin,” and ending with
thefe ¢ calling himfelf the Lord.” 1 would
congratuiate you upon your happy deliver-
~ aace from thefe peonle, who have turn’d away
from you upon your faith of the Sen of God ;
but would be very forry if any of you
1hould be ftaggered at that faith by what is fet
forth in the pamphlet. |
. Could any of you bear to fece its Author, in
the explication of the firft text he quotes,
applying the Son given,even as the Child born,
to Chnift’s Human nature, in diftin@ion from
the Divine nature? though that be inconfift-
~.ent with his making the Son to be the eflcn-
tial union of the two natures.




