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PREFACE.

THe design of this history is to exhibit the charac-
ter and constitution of the Presbyterian Church in
the United States. To accomplish this object, it was
necessary to bring to view, not only the declarations,
but the acts of its highest judicatory. The work has
thus become rather a history of the synod, than of
the whole church, and does not pretend to enter into
those details, which would be necessary in a more
COmprehcnsive work. Those controversies, how-
ever, which affected the action of the synod, come
legitimately within the scope of this history. Hence
an account of the great revival which occurred to-
wards the middle of the last century, was necessary,
in order to render intelligible the history of the dis-
sentions which agitated and ultimately divided the
synod. To that revival therefore, the introductory
chapter of the present volume is devoted. The prin-
cipal sources of information on this subject, to which
the writer has had access, are the following: Prince’s
Christian History, in two volumes, a contempora-
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neous work, originally published in numbers, con-
taining accounts of the revival in this country and in
Scotland, written, in general, by the pastors of the
churches in which the revival occurred; Gillies’ Col-
lections, which, as far as it relates to this country, is
principally a reprint of the former work; White-
field’s Life and Journals; Edwards’ Life, Corres-
pondence, and Sermons; Chauncy’s Seasonable
Thoughts, another contemporanequs work, contain-
ing the dark side of the picture; Fisk’s nine ser-
mons, preached in Stonnington after the revival, and
containing many valuable historical details; Trum-
bull’s History of Connecticut; President Dickinson’s
Works; Works of the Rev. Samuel Blair, Besides
these, there are a great many smaller works, princi-
pally pamphlets, for and against the men and mea-
sures of those days, quoted and referred to in the
following pages, which need not be particularly men-
tioned here.

The authorities relied upon for the account given
of the schism, besides the official records of the sy-
nod, which themselves contain much of the history,
are the contemporaneous works of the leading men
of the two parties. As the controversy ostensibly
arose out of the disregard, on the part of the presby-
tery of New Brupswick, of two acts of the synod,




PREFACE. v

the Apology of that presbytery presented in 1739, for
their conduct, stands first in order. The only copy
of that work, of which the writer has any knowledge,
is in the library of the Massachusetts Historical So-
ciety at Worcester; for the use of which he is in-
debted to the kind intervention of the Rev. Dr. An-
derson of Boston. The greater part of the Apology,
however, is reprinted in Mr. Thompson’s Govern-
ment of the Church of Christ, published in 1741,
where, according to the good old method of contro-
versy, it is quoted in order to its being refuted. Mr.
Thompson’s strictures on the Apology were answered
by the Rev. Samuel Blair, in his vindication of the
New Brunswick brethren, contained in the printed
volume of his works. In 1740, Mr. Gilbert Tennent
and Mr. Samuel Blair, presented to the synod two
memorials containing various complaints against their
brethren. These memorials are given at length in
Mr. Thompson’s work above-mentioned. This latter
work, therefore, is itself one of the most important
books relating to this period of our history, embracing
as it does the views of both parties as to most of the
points in controversy. It was before the schism also
that Mr. Tennent preached at Nottingham, his ser-
mon on the Dangers of an Unconverted Ministry,
which is contained in volume 143, of the valuable
1‘



yi PREFACR.

collection of pamphlets extending to near a thonsand
volumes, presented by the Rev. Dr. Sprague of Al-
bany, to the library of the Theological Seminary ia
this place. In 1741, Mr. John Thompson published
his sermon on the Doctrine of Conviction, whiech was
answered by the Rev, Samuel Finley in 1743.

The Protest presented to the synod in 1741, which
wap the immediate cause of the schism, was printed
with a historical preface and appendix, and is pre-
served in the Philadelphia Library. Mr. Tennent
immediately published Remarks upon that Protest,
which are iacluded ia the collection of his works in
the library at Worcester. Those Remarks were an-
swered in a work entitled, Refuatation of Mr. Ten-
nent’s Remarks, &c., by some of the members of the
synod, Philadelphia, 1742. The brethren, who had
been excluded from the synod published a Declaration
of their sentiments on the subjects of doctrine and
church government. This tract the writer has not
been able to find. It is, however, largely quoted in
the Detector Detected, by the Rev. Robert Smith,
contained in vol. 561, of Dr. Sprague’s eollection.

The year after the schism, Mr. G. Tenrent printed
his sermons against the Moravigns. Those sermans
aw anonymous writer in Boston contrasted with Mr.
Tennent’s Nottingham discourse, in 8 book called the
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Exeminer, or Gilbert versus Tennent. 'This was an-
swered by Mr. Tennent, in the Examiner Exarpined,
printed in 1743. Both of these works are generally
secessible. Mr. Tonnent’s Irenicum, or Plea for the
Peace of Jerusalem, published in 1749, with the de-
sign to heal the divisions jn the church, is another
of the most important works relating to these con-
troversies.

The writer has faithfully given the results of a
careful examination of these contemporaneous publi-
cations. The conclusions to which he has arrived,
as to the merits of the controversy, differ in some
measure from his own previous impressions; and may
differ still more from the accounts preserved by tra-
dition in various parts of the church. It is believed,
however, that the reader will find no conclusion in
the following pages materially different from those to
which Mr. Tennent had arrived in 1749.

With regard to the two other chapters contained
in this volume, there is less to be said. They are
little more than a digest of the minutes. In the one
a history is given of the synods of Philadelphia and
New York, during the seventeen years the separation
lasted, by classifying their acts under certain heads.
The same method is pursued in reference to the
united synod, which was formed in 1758, and dis-
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solved in 1788, after having formed itself into four
synods, and prepared the constitution under which
we have acted for fifty years; a period crouded with
manifestations of the mercy and faithfulness of God
to our church.

Princeron, May 6, 1840,
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PRESBYTEREAN. CHURCH.
PART 11 -

CHAPTER 1V.

THE GREAT REVIVAL OF RELIGION, 1740—45.

Introductory Remarks.—State of Religion before the Revival in the Presby.
terian Church; in New-England, in Scotland, in England—History of
Revival in the Presbyterian Church; in New-Jersey, at Freehold, Lawrence-
ville, Pennington, Amwell, Newark, and Elizabethtown ; im Pennsylvania,
at Philadelphia, New Londonderry, Neshaminy, Nottingham, &c.; in Vir-
ginia; in New-England.—Proofs of the genuineness of the Revival; from
the judgment of contemporary witnesses; from the doetrines preached;
from the experience of its subjects; from its effects.—State of Religion af-
ter the Revival.—Evily attending the Revival; spurious religious feelings,
bodily agitations, enthusiasm, censoricusness, disorderly itinerating, and
Jay-preaching.—Conclusion.

THE great revival, which about a hundred years ago,
visited so extensively the American Churches, is so much
implicated with the ecclesiastical history of our own de-
nomination, that the latter cannot be understood without
some knowlgdge of the former. The controversies con-
nected with the revival, are identical with the disputes
which resulted in the schism, which divided the Presby-
terian Church in 1741. Before entering, therefore, upon
the history of that event, it will be necessary to present the
reader with a general survey of that great religious ex-
citement, which arrayed in conflicting parties the friends

of religion in every part of the country. This division of
2
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sentiment cenld hardly have occurred, had the revival been
one of unmingled purity. Such a revival, however, the
. church has never seen. Every luminous body is sure to
cause shadows in every direction and of every form. Where
the Son of man sows wheat, the evil one is sure to sow
tares. It must be so. For it needs be that offences come,
though wo to those by whom they come.

The men, who, either from their character or circum-
siayces, are led to take the most prominent part, during
such seasons of excitement, are themselves often carried to
extremes, or are so connected with the extravagant, that
they are sometimes the last to perceive and the slowest to
oppose the evils which so frequently mar the work of God,
and burn over the fields which he had just watered with
his grace. Opposition to these evils commonly comes from
a different quarter; from wise and good men who have
been kept out of the focus of the excitement. And it is
well that there are such opposers, else the church would
soon be over-run with fanaticism.

The term revival is commonly used in a very compre-
hensive sense. It includes all the phenomena attending a
general religious excitement; as well those which spring
from God, as those which owe their origin to the infirmities
of men. Hence those who favour the work, for what there
is divine in it, are often injuriously regarded as the pa-
trons of its concomitant irregularities; and those who op-
pose what is unreasonable about it, are as improperly
denounced as the enemies of religion. It is therefore only
one expression of that fanaticism which haunts the spirit of
revivals, to make such a work a touchstone of character;
to regard all as good whe favour it, and all as bad who op-
pose it. That this should be done during the continuance
of the excitement is an evil to be expected and pardoned;
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but to commit the same error in the historical review of
such a period, would admit of no excuse. Hard as it was
then either to see or to believe, we can now easily perceive
and readily credit that some of the best and some of the
worst men in the Church, were to be found on either side,
in the controversy respecting the great revival of the last
century. The mere geographical position of a man, in
many cases, detergained the part he took in that controversy.
A sober and sincere Christian, within the sphere of Dayea-
port’s operations, might well be an opposer, who, had he
lived in the neighbourhood of Edwards, might have ap-
proved and promoted the revival. Yet Edwards and Dav-
enport were then regarded as leaders in the same great
work.

That there had been a lamentable declension in religion
both in Great Britain and in this country, is universally ac-
knowledged by the writers of this period. The Rev. Sam-
uel Blair, speaking of the state of religion in Pennsylvania
at that time, says: “I doubt not but there were some sin-
cerely religious persons up and down; and there were, I
believe, a considerable number in several congregations
pretty exact, according to their education, in the observance
of the external forms of religion, not only as to attendance
upon public ordinances on the Sabbath, but also as to the
practice of family worship, and perhaps secret prayer too;
but with those things, the most part seemed, to all appear-
ance, to rest contented, and to satisfy their conscience with
a dead formality in religion. A very lamentable ignorance
of the essentials of true practical religion, and of the doc-
trines relating thereto, very generally prevailed. The na-
ture and necessity of the new-birth were little known or
thought of ; the necessity of a conviction of sin and misery,
by the Holy Spirit opening and applying the law to the
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conscience, in order to a saving closwre with Christ, was
hardly known at all to most. The necessity of being first
fn Christ by a vital union and in a justified state, before
our religious services can be well pleasing or acceptable to
God, was very little understood or thought of; but the
common notion seemed to be that if people were aiming to
be in the way of duty as well as they could, as they im-
agined, there was no reason to be much afraid.”’ In conse-
quence of this ignorance of the nature of practical religion,
there were, he adds, great carelessness and indifference
about the things of eternity; great coldness and unconcern
in public worship; a disregard of the Sabbath, and preva-
lence of worldy amusements and follies.!

In 1734 the Synod of Philadelphia found it necessary to
issue a serious admonition to the presbyteries to examine
candidates for the ministry and for admission to the Lord’s
supper, “as to their experience of a work of sanctifying
grace in their hearts;”” and to inquire regularly into the
life, conversation, and ministerial diligence of their mem-
bers, especially as to whether they preached in an evangeli-
cal and fervent manner.? This admonition shows that there
was a defect as to all these points, on the part of at least
some of the members of the Synod.

In 1740 Messrs. Gilbert Tennent and Samuel Blair pre-
sented two representations, complaining of « many defects
in our ministry,” that are, say the Synod, “ matter of the
greatest lamentation, if chargeable upon our members.
The Synod do therefore solemnly admonish all the min-
isters within our bounds, seriously to consider the weight

! Narrative of the late remarkable revival of religion in the eongregation of
New Londonderry, and in other parts of Pennsylvania. By Rev. Saml. Blair,
printed in his works p. 336 ; and in Gillies’ collections :ol. ii p. 150.

# Bee Part First of this History p.240.
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of their charge, and, as they-will answer it at the great day
of Christ, to take care to approve themselves to God, in
the instances complained of. And the Synod do recom-
mend it to the several presbyteries to take care of their se-
veral members in these particulars.”’?

In these papers, which will be noticed more at length
. in the following chapter, complaint is made of the want of
fidelity and zeal in preaching the Gospel, and in the dis-
charge of other ministerial duties; and the strong conviction
is expressed that many of the members of the Synod were
in an unconverted state. It is true indeed that such general
complaints might be uttered now, or at almost any periéd
of the church, and that of themselves they give us but little
definite information of the character of the clergy. When or
where might it not be said, that many of the preachers of the
Gospel were too worldly in their conversation, too little ur-
gent, discriminating, and faithful in their preaching? That
these faults, however, prevailed at the period under consi-
deration, to a greater extent than usual, there is little reason
to doubt. Mr. Thompson, in his answer to these charges,
says, with respect to the complaint, ¢ concerning the low
state of religion and experimental godliness, and the influ-
ence which the negligence and remissness of ministers in the
duties of their office have upon the same, I acknowledge that
I believe there is too much ground for it, and that it is just
matter of mourning and lamentation to all who have the
welfare of Zion and the prosperity of soulsat heart; yea,Iam
firmly persuaded that our barrenness and fruitlessness under
the means of grace, the decay of vital godliness in both min-
isters and people, our too great contentedness with a life-
less lukewarm orthodoxy of profession, is one principal evil

1 Minutes of 8ynod vol. ii. p. 72.
2“
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whereby our God hath been provoked against us, to suffer
us to fall into such divisions and confusions as we are visi-
bly involved in.”’! He makes the same acknowledgment
‘with regard to some of the more specific charges. In refer-
ence to that respecting their talking to the people more
about segular mafters than about religion, he says: “I may
charge myself in particular with being guilty of misimprov-
ing many a precious opportunity that might have been im-
proved to much better purpose for edification of myself and
others. Yet I hope the generality of us are not degenerate
to that desperate degree in this matter as to prove us alto-
gether graceless; or to give our hearers just ground to be-
lieve that we do not desire them to be deeply and heartily
concerned about their eternal estate.”” As to the more
serious charge of “endeavouring to prejudice people against
the work of God’s power and grace in the conviction and
conversion of sinners,” he pronounces it to be, as far as he
knows, “a downright calumny.”” It is true,” he adds,
“there are some things in our brethren’s conduct which we
cannot but condemn, and have condemned and spoken
against both in public and private; and some things also
which are the frequent effects of their preaching on many
of their hearers which we cannot esteem so highly of, as
both they and their admirers do.”” He then refers to their
censoriousness, to their endeavours to prejudice their peo-
ple against them as unconverted, their intruding into other
men’s congregations against their will, and the extrava-
gances which they allowed and encouraged in public wor-
ship. He also denies the charge, that they insisted on
external duties to the “neglect of vital religion and the
necessity of regeneration;”’ and the assertion that they
“ seldom or never preached on the nature and necessity of

! Church of Christ, p.29.
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conversion,” he declares to be another slander taken up
~ from prejudiced persons.

It is worthy of remark that neither Mr. Tennent nor Mr.
Blair, when professedly bringing forward grounds of com-
plaint against their brethren, mentions either the denial of
any of the leading doctrines of the Bible, or open imymorality.
It is not to be doubted, that had error or immoral conduct
prevailed, or been tolerated among the clergy, it would
‘have been prominently presented.! We know, however,
from other sources, that there was no prevalent defection
from the truth among the ministers of our church. The
complaint against the old side was, that they adhered too
rigidly to the Westminster Confession; and the theology of
every leading man on the new side, is known from his writ-
ings, to have been thoroughly Calvinistic. There is not a
single minister of that age in connexion with our church,
whose name has come down to us under the suspicion of
Arminianism. False doctrine, therefore, was not the evil
under which the church then suffered. It was rather a
coldness, and sluggishness with regard to religion. There
was, undoubtedly, before the revival, a general indifference

! The charge which Mr. Tennent makes against the Synod, of error in doc-
trine, respecting the foundation of moral obligation, is so evidently unjust,
that it may be safely disregarded. It will be remembered that he and Mr.
Cowell had a long dispute upon this subject, which was brought before the
Synod, and that President Dickinson and others, as a committee, brought in
a report condemning the opinions against which Mr. Tennent contended, in
such terms that he himself voted for the adoption of the rcport. He has cer-
tainly, therefore, no right to charge the adoption of that report as a proof of
unsound doctrine. As to the other point, which he specifies, viz: that there
is a certainty of salvation annexed to the efforts of unrenewed men, we know
nothing, except that Mr. Thompson says, “ If there be any of the members
of our 8ynod of this judgment, it is more than I know, and I am persuaded
there are very few ; for my own part, I know not one whom I so much as
suspect, in this particular.” See on this subject ch. iii. p. 236 of this work.
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and lukewarmness among the clergy and people; and there
is too much reason to fear, that in some cases the ministers,
though orthodox, knew nothing of experimental religion.
These cases were indeed not so numerous as the represen-
tations of Tennent would lead us to expect, as he himself
afterwards freely acknowledged.

As far, then, as the Presbyterian church is concerned, the
state of religion was very low, before the commencement
of the great revival. Asthat work extended over the whole
country, and was perhaps more general and powerful in
New England than any where else, in order to have any
just idea of its character, our attention must be directed to
the congregational churches, as well as to those of our own
denomination. After the first generation of- puritans had
passed away, religion seems to have declined very rapidly,
so that the writings of those who had seen what the churches
in New England were at the beginning, are filled with
lamentations over their subsequent condition, and with
gloomy prognostications as to the future. As early as 1678,
Dr. Increase Mather says, “The body of the rising genera-
tion is a poor, perishing, unconverted, and (unless the Lord
pour down his Spirit) an undone generation. Many are
profane, drunkards, swearers, lascivious, scofers at the
power of godliness, despisers of those that are good, dis-
obedient. Others are only civil and outwardly conformed to
good order by reason of their education, but never knew
what the new birth means.”’* In 1721, he writes thus: <[
am now in the eighty-third year of my age; and having
had an opportunity to converse with the first planters of this
country, and having been for sixty-five years a preacher of
the Gospel, I cannot but be in the dispesition of those an-

! Prince’s Christian History, vol. i. p. 98.
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cient men, who had seen the foundation of the first house,
and wept to see the change the work of the temple had upon
it. I wish it were no other than the weakness of Horace’s
old man, the laudator temporis acti, when I complain there
is a grievous decay of piety in the land, and a leaving of
her first Jove; and that the beauties of holiness are not to
be seen as once they were; a fruitful Christian grown too
rare a spectacle; yea, too many are given to change, and
leave that order of the Gospel to set up and uphold which,
was the very design of these colonies; and the very inte-
rest of New England seems to be changed from a religious
to a worldly one.””! We must, however, be on our guard
against drawing false conclusions from such statements.
“We should remember how high was the standard of piety,
which such writers had in view, and how peculiarly flour-
ishing was the original condition of those churches whose
declension is here spoken of. There may have been, and
doubtless was much even in that age, over which we, in
these less religious days, would heartily rejoice. What was
decay to them, would be revival to us. The declension,
however, did not stop at this stage. The generation which
succeeded that over which Increase Mather mourned, de-
parted still further from the doctrines and spirit of their
pious ancestors. “The third and fourth generations,” says
Trumbull, “ became still more generally inattentive to their .
spiritual concerns, and manifested a greater declension from
the purity and zeal of their ancestors. Though the preach-
ing of the Gospel was not altogether without success, and
though there were tolerable peace and order in the churches;
yet there was too generally a great decay as to the life and

! Prince, vol. i. p. 103. This writer, in Nos. 12, 13, and 14, has collected
many other testimonies “to the great and lamentable decay of religion” in .
the generations following the first settlement of New England.
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power of godliness. There was a general ease and secu-
rity in sin. Abundant were the lamentations of pious minis-
ters and good people poured out before God, on this ac-
count.””* As a single example of such lamentations, we
may quote the account of the state of religion in Taunton,
in 1740, as given by the Rev. Mr. Crocker. ¢ The church
was but small considering the number of inhabitants; and
deadness, dulness, formality, and security prevailed among
them. Any who were wise virgins (and I trust there were
a few such) appeared to be slumbering and sleeping with
the foolish; and sinners appeared to be at ease in Zion. In
a word, it is to be feared there was but little of the life or
power of godliness among them, and irreligion and immo-
rality of one kind or another seemed awfully to increase.””*

The defection from-sound doctrine was also very exten-
sive at this period; an evil which the revival but partially
arrested, and that only for a few years. Edwards speaks
of Arminianism as making a great noise in the land in
1734, and his biographer says, there was a prevailing
tendency to that system, at that time, not only in the county
of Hampshire, but throughout the province.* This tenden-
cy was not confined to Massachusetts; it was as great, if
not greater in Connecticut. President Clap, though himself
a Calvinist, was elected to the presidency of Yale College in
. 1789, “by a board of trustees exclusively Arminian, and

* all his associates in office held the same tenets.””* We

know not on what authority this specific statement rests,
but it is rendered credible by other facts. Such for example
as the ordination of Mr. Whittelsey at Milford, notwith-

! History of Connecticut, vol. ii. p. 135.

3 See Prince, No. 93, and also Noe. 30 and 50 for similar accounts.
3 Dwight's Life of Edwards, p. 140.

« Ibid. p. 434, & Ibid. p. 211.
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standing the strenuous opposition of a large minority of
people, founded on the belief “that he was not sound in the
faith, but had imbibed the opinions of Arminius;’’! in which
matter the ordaining council were fully sustained by the
Association of New Haven.

In Scotland there had been a general decay in the power
of religion from the revolution in 1688 to the time of which
we are now speaking. In 1712 Halyburton complained,
upon his death-bed, of the indifference to the peculiarities
of the Gospel, and to the power of godliness which pre-
vailed among a great portion of the clergy. There had in-
deed been no general defection from the truth ; though the
lenity with which the Assembly treated the errors of Pro-
fessor Simson of Glasgow, and Professor Campbell of Aber-
deen, is appealed to by the Seceders, in their Act and
Testimony of 1736, with too much reason, in proof of a
criminal indifference to the doctrines of the church. Though
there had been extensive revivals in the West of Scotland
in 1725, and a most remarkable effusion of the Spirit at the
kirk of Shotts in 1730, as well as in other parts of the king-
dom, the general state of religion was low, and upon the
decline.

In England the case was far worse. From the accession
of Charles II in 1660 and the exclusion of the non-confor-
mists, true religion seems to have declined rapidly in the
established church. Bishop Butler says, in his Introduction
to his Analogy, that in his day Christianity itself seemed to
be regarded as a fable “among all persons of discernment;’’
and in his first charge to the clergy of the diocese of Dur-
ham he laments over ¢ the general decay of religion in the
nation,” the influence of which, he says, seems to be wear-
ing out of the minds of men.* Before the rise of the Me-

! Trumbull, vol. ii. p. 335. * Butler’'s Works, vol. ii. p. 238.
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thodists, says John Newton, “the doctrines of grace were
seldom heard from the pulpit, and the life and power of
religion were little known.”

Such in few words was the state of religion in England,
Scotland and Amesita, when it pleased God, contempora-
neously in these several countries, remarkably to revive
his work. The earliest manifestation of the presence of the
Holy 8pirit, in our portion of the church, during this pe-
riod, was at Freehold N. J., under the ministry of the Rev.
John Tennent, who was called to that congregation in
1730, and died in-1732. « The settiing of that place,” says
his brother the Rev. Wm. Tennent, “ with a gospel ministry,
was owing under God, to the agency of some Scotch peo-
ple, that came to it ; among whom there was none so pains-
taking in this blessed work as one Walton Ker, who, in
1685, for his faithful and conscientious adherence to God
and his truth as professed by the church of Scotland, was
there apprehended and sent to this country, under a sen-
tence of perpetual banishment. By which it appears that
the devil and his instraments lost their aim in sending him
from home, where it is unlikely he could ever have been so
serviceable to Christ’s kingdom as he has been here. He
is yet (1744) alive; and, blessed be God, flourishing in his
old age, being in his 88th year.”

The state of religion for a time in this congregation was
very low. The labours of Mr. J. Tennent however, were
greatly blessed. The place of public worship was generally
crowded with people, who seemed to hear as for their lives.
Religion became the general subject of discourse; though
all did not approve of the power of it. The Holy Scriptures
were searched by people on both sides of the question; and
knowledge surprising increased. The terror of God fell
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generally on the inhabitants of the place, so that wicked-
ness, as ashamed, in a great measure hid its head.

Mr. William Tennent, who succeeded his brother in
1733 as pastor of that church, says'the effects of the labours
of his predecessor were more discernible a few months
after his death, than during his life. The religious excite-
ment thus commenced continued, with various alternations,
until 1744, the date of this account. As to the number of
converts, Mr. T. says, “ I cannot tell; my comfort is, that
the Lord will reckon them, for he knows who are his.”’
Those who were brought to the Saviour, “were all pre-
pared for it by a sharp law-work of conviction, in discav-
ering to them, in a heart-affecting manner, their sinfulness
both by nature and practice, as well as their liableness to
damnation for their original and actual transgressions. Nei-
ther could they see any way in themselves by which they
could escape the divine vengeance. For their whole past
lives were not only a continued act of rebellion against God,
but their present endeavours to better their state, such as
prayers and the like, were so imperfect, that they could not
endure them, and much less, they concluded, would a holy
God. They all confessed the justice of God in their eternal
perdition; and thus were shut up to the blessed necessity of
seeking relief by faith in Christ alone.”

The sorrows of the convinced were not alike in all, either
in degree or continuance. Some did not think it possi-
ble for them to be saved, but these thoughts” did not
continue long. Others thought it possible, but not very
probable on account of their vileness. The greatest degree
of hope, which any had under a conviction which issued
well, was a may-be: Peradventure, said the sinner, God
will have mercy on me.

The conviction of some was instantaneous, by the Holy

3



206 PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH

Spirit applying the law and revealing all the deceit of their
hearts, very speedily. But that of others was more progres-
sive. They had discovered to them one abomination after
another, in their lives, and hence were led to discover the
fountain of all corruption in the heart, and thus were con-
strained to despair of life by the law, and consequently to
flee to Jesus Christ as the only refuge, and to rest entirely
in his merits.

After such sorrowful exercises, such as were reconciled
to God, were blessed with the spirit of adoption, enabling
them to cry, “ Abba, Father.”” Some'had greater degrees
of consolation than others in proportion to the clearness of
the evidences of their sonship. The way in which they
received consolation, was either by the application of some
particular promise of Scripture ; or by a soul-affecting view
of the method of salvation by Christ, as free, without money
and without price. With this way of salvation their souls
were well pleased, and thereupon they ventured their case
into his hands, expecting help from him only.

As fo the effects of this work on the subjects of it, Mr.
Tennent says, they were not only made to know but hearti-
ly to approve of the great doctrines of the Gospel, which
they were before either ignorant of, or averse to (at least
some of them); so that they sweetly agreed in exalting free,
special, sovereign grace, through the Redeemer ; being wil-
ling to glory only in the Lord, who loved them and gave
himself for them. They approved of the law of God after
the inward man, as holy, just, and good, and prized it above
gold. They judged it their duty as well as privilege to
wait on God in all his ordinances. A reverence for his
commanding authority and gratitude for his love conspired
to incite them to a willing, unfeigned, universal, unfainting
obedience to his laws; yet they felt that in every thing,
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they came sadly short, and bitterly bewailed their defects.
They loved all such as they had reason to think, from their
principles, experience and practice, were truly godly, though
they differed from them in sentiment as to smaller matters;
and looked upon them as the excellent of the earth. They
preferred others to themselves, in love ; except when under
temptation; and their failures they were ready to confess
and bewail, generally accounting themselves that they
were the meanest of the family of God.

Through God’s mercy, adds Mr. Tennent, we have been
quite free from enthusiasm. Our people have followed the
Holy law of God, the sure word of prophecy, and not the
impulses of their own minds. There have not been among
us, that I know of, any visions, except such as are by faith;
namely clear and affecting views of the new and living way
to the Father through his dear Son Jesus Christ; nor any
revelations but what have been long since written in the
sacred volume.

The leading characteristics of this work were a deep
conviction of sin, arising from clear apprehensions of the
extent and spirituality of the divine law. This conviction
consisted in an humbling sense both of guilt and corruption.
It led to the acknowledgment of the justice of God, in their
condemnation, and of their entire helplessness in themselves.
Secondly, clear apprehensions of the mercy of God in Christ
Jesus, producing a cordial acquiescence in the plan of salva-

! Letter to Rev. Mr. Prince, of Boston, by WilliamTennent, dated Oct. 9,
I744; published in the Christian History Nos. 90, 91, and reprinted in Gil-
lies® Collections, vol. ii. p. 28. In the preceding account the language of the
original narrator is almoet uniformly retained, though his statements are very
much abridged and condensed. The usual indication of quotation, therefore,
hasnot been given. We shall pursue the same plan in giving an account of the
revival in other places.
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tion presented in the Gospel, and a believing acceptance of
the offers of mercy. The soul thus returned to God through
Jesus Christ, depending on his merits for the divine favour.
Thirdly, this faith produced joy and peace; a sincere ap-
probation of the doctrines of the Gospel ; delight in the law
of God ; a constant endeavour to obey his will ; love to the
brethren, and a habitually low estimate of themselves and
their attainments. This surely is a description of true
religion. Here are faith, hope, charity, obedience and hu-
mility, and where these are, there is the Spirit of God, for
these are his fruits.

The revival in Lawrence, Hopewell, and Amwell, three
contiguous towns in New Jersey, commenced under the
ministry of Rev. John Rowland, of the presbytery of New
Brunswick. As the churches in two of these towns belong-
ed to the presbytery of Philadelphia, and as a large portion
of the people did not unite in the call to Mr. Rowland, he
at first preached in barns. In 1744, however, a new
congregation was formed, under the care of the Presbytery
of New Brunswick.! According to the account of Mr.
Rowland, the revival in these towns was at first slow in its
progress, one or two persons only being seriously affected
under each sermon. In the spring of 1739, the number
increased; and the power of the Spirit evidently attended
the word on several occasions, until May, 1740, when the
work became more extensive. On one occasion the people
cried out so awfully that the preacher was constrained to
conclude.  After the sermon he inquired of those whose

1 In a letter from Mr. William Tennent to Mr. Prince, dated October 11,
1744, he says, “ About four weeks since, at the invitation of the people, and
desire of our presbytery, I gathered a church, and celebrated the Lord’s Sup-
per at a newly erected congregution in the towns of Maidenhoad, (Law-
rence,) and Hopewell."—CAristian History, No. 91.
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feelings had thus overcome them, what was the real cause
of their crying out in such a manner? Some answered,
% They saw hell opening before them; and themselves ready
to fall intoit.”” Others said, « They were struck with such
a sense of their sinfulness that they were afraid the Lord
would never have mercy upon them.” During the summer
of 1740, the people, on several occasions, were deeply affect-
ed, and at times their convictions were attended with great
horror, trembling, and loud weeping. Many continued cry-
ing in the most doleful manner, along the road, on their
way home, and it was not in the power of man to restrain
them, for the word of the Lord remained like fire upon their
hearts. Of those who were thus affected by a sense of their
guilt and danger, many became to all appearance, true
Christians; many went back, and became stiff-necked.
The number in the latter class was small, Mr. Rowland
says, in comparison to what he had seen in most other
places of his acquaintance. Those who were regarded as
real converts gave a very distinct account of sin both origi-
nal and actual. Their views of the corruption of their own
hearts, and of their distance from God, were very clear and
affecting. Their hardness, unbelief, ignorance, and blind-
ness pressed very heavily upon them. Their apprehension
of their need of Christ, and of his Spirit, was such that they
could find rest or contentment in nothing, until they had
obtained an interest in Jesus Christ, and had received his
Spirit to sanctify their hearts. Those under conviction were
very watchful over themselves, lest they should receive
false comfort, and thus rest in unfounded hopes. Their
views of the Lord Jesus, as to his person, nature, and offices,
and of the actings of their own faith and love towards
him, were clear and satisfactory. They continued, until
3.
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the date of this account, careful to maintain a holy commu-
nion with God, in the general course of their lives, were
zealous for his truth, and walked steadily in his ways. !

Here, as in the case of Freehold, are to be recognised the
essential features of a genuine revival, conviction of sin,
faith in Christ, joy and peace in believing, and a holy life.
There was, however, apparently, a greater admixture of
mere animal feeling in this than in the preceding case.

In Newark and Elizabethtown, according to President
Dickinson, religion was in a very low state until 1739. In
August of that year a remarkable revival, especially among
the young, commenced in Newark, which continued and
increased during the months of November, December, and
January following. There was a general reformation
among the young people, who forsook the taverns and
other places of amusement. All occasions for public wor-
ship were embraced with gladness. Great solemnity and
devout attention were manifested in their assemblies. In
March the whole town was brought under an uncommon
concern about eternal things; which, during the summer,
sensibly abated, though it did not entirely die away. No-
thing remarkable occurred until February, 1741, when they
were again visited with the special effusion of the Spirit of
God. A plain, familiar sermon then preached, without any
peculiar terror, fervour, or affectionate manner of address,
was set home with power. Many were brought to see and
feel that till then they had no more than a name to live;
and professors in general were put upon solemn inquiry
into the’foundation of their hope. During the following
summer, this religious concern sensibly decayed; and,

+ Letter of Rev. Mr. Rowland to Mr. Foxcroft, of Boston, printed at Phila-
delphia, in 1745, and reprinted in Gillies’ Collections, vol. ii. p. 132.
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though the sincere converts held fast their profession with-
out wavering, too many of those who had been under con-
viction, grew careless and secure. What seemed greatly to
contribute to this growing security, was the pride, false and
rash zeal, and censoriousness among some who made high
pretences to religion. This opened the mouths of many
against the whole work, and raised that opposition which
was not before heard of. Almost every body seemed to
acknowledge the finger of God in those wonderful appear-
ances, until this handle was given to their opposition.
And the dreadful scandals of the Rev. Mr. C., which came to
light about this time, proved a means to still further harden
many in their declension and apostasy. That unhappy
gentleman having made such high pretensions to extraor-
dinary piety and zeal, his scandals gave the deeper wound
to vital and experimental godliness.

Thus far regarding Newark. In the fall of 1739, the
Rev. Mr. Whitefield preached in Elizabethtown to a nume-
rous and attentive audience, but without any marked result.
There was no apparent success attending the labours of Mr.
Dickinson during that winter; which severely tried his faith
and patience, as the neighbouring town was then so remark-
ably visited: In June, 1740, he invited the young people
to hear a discourse designed particularly for their benefit.
A large congregation assembled, and he preached a plain,
practical sermon, without any special liveliness or vigour,
as he was himself in a remarkably dull frame, until enliven-
ed by a sudden and deep impression which visibly appeared
on the whole congregation. There was no crying out, or
falling down, (as elsewhere happened,) but the distress of
the audience discovered itself by tears and by audible sob-
bing and sighing in almost all parts of the house. From
this time the usual amusements of the young were laid
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aside, and private meetings for religious exercises were
instituted by them in different parts of the town. Public
worship was constantly attended in a very solemn manner
by the people generally. More persons applied, in a single
day, during this period, to their pastor for spiritual direction,
than in balf a year before. In another letter, dated Sep-
tember 4, 1740, Mr. Dickinson says: “I have had more
young people address me for direction in their spiritual con-
cern8 within these three months than within thirty years
before.”” Though there were so many brought under con-
viction at the same time, there was little appearance. of
those irregular heats of which so much complaint was made
in other parts of the land. Only two or three occurrences
of that nature took place, and they were easily and speedily
regulated. This work was substantially the same in all the
subjects of it. Some indeed suffered more than others, yet
all were brought under a deep sense of sin, guilt and dan-
ger, and none obtained satisfactory discoveries of their
safety in Christ, till they were brought to despair of all
help from themselves, and to feel that they lay at the mercy
of God. There were no instances of such sudden conver-
sions, nor of those ecstatic raptures spoken of in other places.
Some who at one time were deeply affected, soon wore off
their impressions, but Mr. Dickinson says, he did not know
of any two persons who gave reasonable evidence of con-
version, who had disappointed his hopes. About sixty
persons in Elizabethtown, and a number in the adjoining
* parish, were regarded as having experienced a change of
heart during this revival.®

In New Brunswick and its neighbourhood, Mr. Gilbert
Tennent informs us, the labours of the Rev. Mr. Freling-

1 President Dickinson's Letter to Rev. Mr. Foxcroft, dated August 23,
1743, in the Christian History, No. 32.
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huysen, of the Dutch Reformed Church, had been much
blessed, especially about the time of his first settlement over
that people in the year 1720. When Mr. Tennent took
charge of the presbyterian church in New Brunswick,
about 1727, he had the pleasure of seeing many proofs of
the usefulness of his worthy fellow labourer in the cause of
Christ. Mr. Tennent was much distressed at his own appa-
rent want of success; for eighteen months after his settle-
ment, he’saw no evidence that any one had been savingly
benefited by his labours. He then commenced a serious
examination of the members of his church, as to the grounds
of their hope, which he found, in many cases, to be but
sand. Such he solemnly warned and urged to seek con-
verting grace. By this method many were awakened, and
not a few, to all appearance, converted. As the effect of
his labours increased, adversaries were multiplied; and his
character was unjustly aspersed, which, however, did not
discourage him. He preached much, at this time, upon
original sin, repentance, the nature and necessity of conver-
sion; and endeavoured to alarm the secure by the terrors
of the Lord, as well as to affect them by other topics of per-
suasion. These efforts were followed by the conviction
and conversion of a considerable number of persons at vari-
ous places, and at different times. During his residence at
New _Brunswick there was no great ingathering of souls,
at any one time, though there were frequent gleanings of
a few here and there. During the revival of 1740, New
Brunswick, he says, felt some drops of the spreading rain,
but no general shower. !

In his Journal, under the date of November 20, 1739,
Whitefield has the following entry, relating to New Bruns-

1 Letter to Rev. Mr. Prince, dated, Philadelphia, August 24, 1744.—Chris.
tien History, Nos. 88, 89, 90.
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wick: ¢ Preached about noon near two hours, in worthy
Mr. Tennent’s meeting-house, to a large assembly gathered
from all parts. About 8 P. M. I preached again, and at 7
I baptised two children and preached a third time with
greater freedom than at either of the former opportunities.
It is impossible to tell with what pleasure the people of
God heard those truths confirmed by a minister of the
Church of England, which, for many years, had been
preached by their own pastor.”

With regard to the revival at Baskinridge, about twenty
miles to the north of New Brunswick, we know little,
beyond what is stated in Mr. Whitefield’s Journal, under the
date just quoted. He there speaks of what he had heard
of the wonderful effusions of the Spirit in that congrega-
tion, of the frequent sudden conversions which had there
occurred, &c. &c. These are all, however, second-hand
reports, on which little reliance can be placed, especially as
the pastor of that church, though making the highest pre-
tensions to zeal and piety, was left to bring a sad disgrace
upon the ministry and upon the revival of which he was
one of the most prominent advocates.

Whitefield visited Philadelphia in November, 1739. He
found the Episcopal churches, for a time, freely opened to
him. On one occasion, he says, « After I had done preach-
ing, a young gentleman, once a minister of the Church of
England, but now secretary to Mr. Penn, stood up, and
with a loud voice warned the people against the doctrine
which I had been delivering; urging that there was no such
term as imputed righteousness in Holy Scripture, and that
such a doctrine put a stop to all goodness. When he had
ended, I denied his first proposition, and brought a text to
prove that imputed righteousness was a scriptural expres-
sion; but thinking the church an improper place for dispu-

v
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tation, I said no more at that time. The portion of Scrip-
ture appointed to be read was Jeremiah xxiii., wherein are
the words, ¢The Lord our righteousness.” Upon them I
discoursed in the afternoon, and showed how the Lord
Jesus was to be our whole righteousness; proved how the
contrary doctrine overthrew divine revelation; answered
the objections that were made against the doctrine of an
imputed righteousness; produced the Articles of our Church
to illustrate it; and concluded with an exhortation to all, to
submit to Jesus Christ, who is the end of the law for right-
eousness to every one that believeth. The word came with
power. The church was thronged within and without; all
wonderfully attentive, and many, as I was informed, con-
vinced that the Lord Jesus Christ was our righteousness.’’
Whitefield’s sentiments, manner of preaching, and clerical
habits, were so little in accordance with those of the majo-
rity of his Episcopal brethren, that this harmonious inter-
course did not long continue. Their pulpits were soon
closed against him, and he commenced preaching in the
open air. One of his favourite stations was the balcony of
the old court-house in Market street. Here he would take
his stand, while his audience arranged themselves on the
declivity of the hill on which the court-house stood.! The
effects produced in Philadelphia by his preaching, “ were
truly astonishing. Numbers of all denominations, and
many who had no connexion with any denomination, were
brought to inquire, with the utmost earnestaess, what they
must do to be saved. Such was the eagerness of the mul-

1 It is said that his voice was so distinct, that every word he uttered,
while preaching from the court-house, could be heard by persons in a vessel
at Market street wharf, a distance of more than four hundred feet. It is
even stated that his voice was heard on the Jersey shore, a distance of at
least & mile.— Gillies® Life of Whitefield, p. 39.
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titude for spiritual instruction, that there was public worship
regularly twice a day for a year; and on the Lord’s day, it
was celebrated thrice, and frequently four times.”” !

During the winter of 1739—40, Whitefield visited the
South, and returned to Philadelphia by sea the following
spring. His friends now erected a stage for him on what
was called Society Hill, where he préached for some time
to large and deeply affected audiences. When he left the
city, he urged his followers to attend the ministry of the
Tennents and their associates. These gentlemen, accord-
ingly, continued to labour among the people, and thus che-
rished and extended the impressions produced by White-
field’s preaching. In the course of this year he collected
funds for the erection of a permanent building for the use
of itinerant ministers. This house afterwards became the
seat of the college, and subsequently, university of Penn-
sylvania. Here Whitefield preached whenever he visited
the city, and here his associates, especially the Tennents,
and Messrs Rowland, Blair, and Finley, ministered during
his absence.

In 1748, the people who had been accustomed to attend
upon the occasional ministrations of the above named gen-
tlemen, determined to form themselves into a church, and
to call a stated pastor. They accordingly presented a call to
the Rev, Gilbert Tennent, who accepted their invitation, and
was installed over them by the presbytery of New Bruns-
wick. In the letter already quoted, Mr. Tennent, after
speaking of the low state of religion in Philadelphia, before
the visits of Mr. Whitefield, and of the immediate effects of
his preaching, says, that though some, who were then awa-
kened had lost their seriousness, and others fallen into erro-
neous doctrines, yet many gave every rational evidence of

1 Memoirs of Mrs. Hannah Hodge, Philadelphia, 1806.
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being true Christians. That some should have been led
astray by the fair speeches and cunning craftiness of those
that lie in wait to deceive, he thought was not to be won-
dered at, considering that the greater portion of them had
not had the benefit of a strict retigious education. He says,
he knew of none, who had been well acquainted with the
doctrines of religion, in their connexion, and established in
them, who had been thus turned aside.

. In May, 1744, he administered the Lord’s Supper to his
people for the first time, as a distinct church. The number
of communicants was above one hundred and forty, almost
all of whom were the fruits of the recent revival. Besides
these, many others connected with other churches, were
regarded as Mr. Whitefield’s converts. Mr. Tennent con-
cludes his account by stating, that though there was a con-
siderable falling off in the liveliness of the religious feeling
of .the people, yet they were growing more humble and
merciful, and that their whole conversation made it evi-
dent that the bent of their hearts was towards God. !

The Rev. Samuel Blair gives substantially the following
account of the revival in New Londonderry, (Fagg’s Ma-
nor,) in Pennsylvania. The congregation was formed in
that place about the year 1725, and consisted, as did all
the presbyterian churches in Pennsylvania, with two or
three exceptions, of emigrants from Ireland. Mr. Blair,
who was the first pastor of the church at Londonderry,
was installed there, November, 1739. During that winter
some four or five persons were brought under deep convic-
tions; and in the following March, during a temporary
absence of the pastor, while a neighbouring minister was -
preaching in his place, such a powerful impression was
made upon the people, that some of them broke out into

1 Letter to Mr. Prince, No. 89,
4
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audible crying; a thing previously unknown in that part
of the country. A similar effect was produced by the first
sermon preached by Mr. Blair, after his return. The num-
ber of the awakened now increased very fast, and the Sab-
bath assemblies were exceedingly large, people coming
from all quarters to a place where there was an appearance
of the divine presence and power. There was scarcely a
sermon preached during that summer without manifest evi-
dence of a deep impression being made upon the hearers.
Often this impression was very great and general; some
would be overcome to fainting; others deeply sobbing;
others crying aloud; while others would be weeping in
silence. In some few cases the exercises were attended by
strange convulsive agitations of the body. It was found
that the greater portion of those thus seriously affected,
were influenced by a fixed and rational conviction of their
dangerous condition.

The general behaviour of the people was soon very
manifestly altered. Those who were concerned, spent
much time in reading the Bible and other good books, and
it was a great satisfaction to the people to find how exactly
the doctrines which they daily heard preached to them,
agreed with those taught by godly men, in other places and
in former times. Mr. Blair insisted much in his preaching
upon the miserable state of man by nature, on the way of
recovery through Jesus Christ, on the nature and necessity
of faith, warning his hearers not to depend upon their
repentance, prayers, or reformation; nor to seek peace in
extraordinary ways, by visions, dreams, or immediate inspi-
rations, but by an understanding view and believing per-
suasion of the way of life, as revealed in the gospel, through
the suretiship—obedience and sufferings of Jesus Christ.
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His righteeusness they were urged to accept as the only
means of justification and life.

Many of those who were convinced, soon gave satisfac-
tory evidence that God had brought them to a saving faith
in Christ. In meost cases, the Holy Spirit seemed to use
for this purpose some particular passage of the Scriptures,
some promise, or some declaration of the way of salvation
through Jesus Christ. In others, there was no such promi-
nence in the mind of the inquirer, given to any one parti-
cular passage. Those who experienced such remarkable
relief, could not only give a rational account of the change
in their feelings, but also exhibited the usual fruits of a
genuine faith; particularly humility, love, and affectionate
regard to the will and honour of God. Much of their
exercises was in self-abasing and self-loathing, and admir-
ing the astonishing condescension and grace of God towards
those who were so unworthy. They freely and sweetly
chose the way of his commands, and were desirous to live
according to his will, and to the glory of his name. There
were others, who had no such lively exercises, and yet
gave evidence of faith in Christ, though it was not attend-
ed with such a degree of liberty and joy. Such persons,
however, generally long continued to be suspicious of their
own case.

As to the permanent results of this work, it is stated, that
those who had merely some slight impressions of a religi-
ous character, soon lost them; and some who were for a
time greatly distressed, seemed to have found peace in
some other way than through faith in Christ. There were,
however, a considerable number who gave scriptural evi-
dence of having been savingly renewed. Their walk was
habitually tender and conscientious; their carriage towards
their neighbours was just and kind, and they had a pecu-
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liar love to all who bore the image of God. They endea-

. voured to live for God, and were much grieved on account
of their imperfections, and the plague of their hearts.
Entire harmony prevailed in the congregation. Indeed
there was scarcely any open opposition to the work from
the beginning, though some few of the people withdrew,
and joined the ministers who unhappily opposed the re-
vival.

During the summer of 1740, the shower of divine influ-
ence spread extensively through Pennsylvania, and beyond
the borders of that province. Certain ministers distinguish-
ed for their zeal, were earnestly sought for in all direc-
tions; vacant congregations solicited their services; and -
even some of the clergy who were not disposed heartily to
co-operate in the work, yielded to the importunity of their
people, and invited those ministers to visit their congrega-
tions. Great assemblies would ordinarily meet to hear
them, upon any day of the week, and frequently a surpris-
ing power attended their preaching. Great numbers were
thus convinced of their perishing condition, and there is
every reason to believe, that many were savingly convert-
edto God.?

Among the places in Pennsylvania particularly favoured
during this season, were New Providence, Nottingham,
White Clay Creek, and Neshaminy. With regard to the
first of these places, Mr. Rowland, who after leaving New
Jersey laboured much among those churches, says, that it
was while he was travelling among them that God chose
as the time of their ingathering to Christ, and that since he
laboured statedly among those people he was as much
engaged in endeavouring to build up those who had been

! Letter of Mr. Blair to Mr. Prince, dated August 6, 1744, Christian His.
tory, No. 83; published also in Mr. Blair’s Works, p. 336.
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called into fellowship with God, as to awaken and con-
vince the careless. ¢ As to their conviction, and conversion
unto God,” he adds, “they are able to give a scriptural
account of them. I forbear to speak of many extraordi-
nary appearances, such as scores crying out at one instant,
falling, and fainting. These people are still increasing,
blessed be the Lord, and are labouring to walk in commu-
nion with God and one another.”’

Whitefield mentions his having preached at Neshaminy
on the 23d of April, 1740, to more than five thousand per-
sons; “upwards of fifty,”” he adds, “I hear, have lately
been brought under conviction of sin in this place.” With
regard to Nottingham he gives the following account.
«There a good work had begun sometime ago, by the
ministry of Mr. Blair, Messrs. Tennent, and Mr. Cross; the
last of whom was denied the use of the pulpit,and was
obliged to preach in the woods, where the Lord manifested
his glory and caused many to cry out, what shall we do to
be saved? It surprised me to see such a multitude gathered
together at so short a notice, in such a desert place. I
believe there were near twelve thousand hesgers. I had
not spoken long, when I perceived numbers melting. And
as I preached, the power increased, till at last, both in the
morning and afternoon, thousands cried out, so that they
almost drowned my voice. Never before did I see a more
glorious sight. O what strong crying and tears were shed
and poured forth after the dear Lord Jesus! Some fainted;
and when they had got a little strength, would hear and
faint again. Others cried out in a manner almost as if they
were in the sharpest agonies of death. I think I was never
myself filled with greater power. After I had finished my
last discourse, I was so pierced, as it were, and overpow-

1 Gillies, vol. ii. p. 324,
4*
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ered with God’s love, that some thought, I believe, that I
was about to give up the ghost.”” The next day he
preached at Fagg’s Manor, where the congregation was
nearly as large as it had been at Nottingha!ﬁ,'and “the
commotion in the hearts of the people” as great, if not
greater. ‘ '

It is evident there must have been an extraordinary
influence on the minds of the people to produce such vast
assemblies, and such striking effects from the preaching of
the gospel. There is no reason to doubt that there was
much that was rational and scriptural in the experience of
the persons thus violently agitated; yet there can be as
little doubt that much of the outward effect above described,
was the result of mere natural excitement, produced by
powerful impressions made upon excited imaginations by
the fervid eloquence of the preacher, and propagated through
the crowd by the mysterious influence of sympathy.

Mr. Whitefield preached in New York repeatedly, during
his second and third visits to this country, and was kindly
received by the Rev. Mr. Pemberton, pastor of the Pres-
byterian Church in that city, but no very remarkable re-
sults seem to have there attended his ministry.

In no part of our country was the revival more inte-
resting, and in very few was it so pure as in Virginia.
The state of religion in that province was deplorable.
There was “a surprising negligence in attending public
worship, and an equally surprising levity and unconcern-
edness in those that did attend. Family religion a rarity,
and a solemn concern about eternal things a greater. Vices
of various kinds triumphant, and even a form of godliness
‘not common.”? ¢ Much the larger portion of the clergy
were, at this time, deficient in the great duty of placing

! Davies' Letter to Mr. Bellamy, Gillies’ Collection, vol. ii. p. 330.
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distinctly before the people, the fundamental truths of the
gospel.”” ! Various circumstances had conspired to supply
the established church of Virginia with ministers unfitted
for their stations; and under the influence of men unquali-
fied to be either the teachers or examples of their flocks,
religion had been reduced to a very low state. There were
indeed some faithful ministers, and some who were sin-
cerely seeking the Lord in'the communion of the Church of
England.? Still all accounts agree as to the general pre-
valence of irreligion among both the clergy and the laity.

It seems that even before the yegr 1740, some persons
had been led, partly by their own reflections, and partly by
the perusal of some of the writings of Flavel and others, to
feel a deep interest in the concerns of religion. This was
the case particularly with Mr. Samuel Morris, who baving
obtained relief to his own mind, became anxious for the
salvation of his neighbours. He accordingly began to read
to them the works which he had found so useful to himself,
especially Luther on the Galatians. In the year 1740, Mr.
Whitefield preached at Williamsburg. Though the little
company, of which Mr. Morris was the centre,djd not enjoy
the advantage of hearing Mr. Whitefield preach, his visit
awakened interest in the man, and prepared them to regeive
his writings with favour. Accordingly, when in 1743, a
volume of his sermons was brought into the neighbourhood,
Mr. Morris invited his friends to meet and hear them read.
A considerable number of persons attended for this purpose
every Sabbath, and frequently on other days. Mr. Morris’
dwelling being too small to accommodate his audience, a
meeting-house was soon erected, merely for the purpose of
reading; not being accustomed to extempore prayer, no one

! Hawks' Contributions to the Ecclesiastical History of the United States,
vol i. p. 115, % Davies’ Narrative.
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of the company had courage to attempt to lead in that exer-
cise. The attention thus excited gradually diffused itsell
so that Mr. Morris was frequently invited to distant places
to read his sermons to the people. These meetings soon
attracted the attention of the magistrates, and those who
frequented them were called upon to account for their non-
"attendance on the services of the established church, and to
state to what denomination of Christians they belonged.
This latter demand puzzled them not a little. The only
dissenters of whom they knew any thing were Quakers,
and asthey were not Quakers, they could not tell what they
were. At length recollecting that Luther was a great .
reformer, and that his writings had been particularly ser-
viceable to them, they determined to call themselves Luthe-
rans. About this time, the Rev. William Robinson, on a
mission from the presbytery of New Brunswick, visited
that part of Virginia. He founded a church in Lunenburg,
and preached with much success. Also in Amelia Mr.
Morris and his friends begged him to preach in their read-
ing house, an invitation which he gladly accepted. « The
congregation,”’ says Mr. Morris, ¢ was large the first day,
and vastly increased the three ensuing ones. It is hard for
the liveliest imagination to form an image of the condition
of the assembly on those glorious days of the Son of man.
Such of us as had been hungering for the word before,
were lost in agreeable astonishment, and could not refrain
from publicly declaring our transport. We were over-
whelmed with the thoughts of the unexpected goodness of
God, in allowing us to hear the gospel preached in a
manner which surpassed our hopes. Many that came from
curiosity were pricked in the heart, and but few in the
numerous assemblies appeared unaffected.”” Soon after
Mr. Robinson’s departure, the Rev. John Blair visited
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them, when former impressions were revived and new ones
made in many hearts. He was succeeded by the Rev. Mr.
Roan, who was sent by the presbytery of New Castle, and
continued with them longer than either of the others. The
good effects of this gentleman’s labours were very appa-
rent. He was instrumental in beginning and promoting a
religious concern, in many places where there was little
appearance of it before. * This, together with his speaking
pretty freely of the degeneracy of the clergy in this colony,”
. says Mr. Morris, “gave a general algrm, and some mea-
sures were concerted to suppress us. To increase the
indignation of the government the more, a perfidious wretch
deposed, that he heard Mr. Roan utter blasphemous expres-
sions in his sermon. An indictment was accdrdingly drawn
up against Mr. R., though he had by that time departed
the colony, and some who had invited him to preash at
their houses, were cited to appear before the general court,
and two of them were fined.”” The indictment, however,
against Mr. Roan was dropped, the witnesses cited against
him testifying in his favour, and his accuser fled the pro-
vince. Still as the opposition of those in authority con-
tinued, and “all circumstances seeming to threaten the
extirpation of religion among the dissenters,” they deter-
mined to apply to the synod of New York for advice and
assistance. This application was made in 1745, when that
body drew up an address to the Governor, Sir William
Gooch, and sent it by Méssrs. William Tennent and Samuel
Finley. These gentlemen having been kindly received by
the governor, were allowed to preach, and remained about
a week. After their departure, the meetings for reading
and prayer were continued, though Mr. Morris was repeat-
edly fined for absenting himself from church, and keeping
up unlawful assemblies. In 1747, the opposijtion of the
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government became more serious, and a proclamation was
affixed to the door of the meeting-house calling on the
magistrates to prevent all itinerant preaching. This pre-
vented the usual services for one Sabbath, but before the
succeeding Lord’s day the Rev. Mr. Davies arrived in the
neighbourhood, having been sent by the presbytery of New
Castle, and legally qualified to preach according to the act
of toleration. He petitioned the general court for permis-
sion to officiate in four meeting houses in and about Hano-
ver, and his request, after some delay, was granted. Ill
health prevented Mr. Davies from commencing his labours
among this people as their pastor, until the spring of 1748.
In October, 1748, three additional places of worship were
licensed. The people under his charge were sufficiently
numerous, if compactly situated, to form three distinct con-
gregations. In 1751, the date of Mr. Davies’ narrative,
there were three hundred communicants in these infant
churches. There were at this period two other presbyte-
rian congregations, one in Albemarle and the other in
Augusta, which were supplied with ministers in connexion
with the Synod of Philadelphia. The presbyterians in Vir-
ginia, in connexioh with the Synod of New York, though
much more numerous than those belonging to the other
Synod, were, except the churches in Hanover, destitute
of pastors. President Davies says, they were numerous
enough to form at least five congregations; three in Augus-
ta, one in Frederick, and one in Amelia and Lunenburg.
“ Were you a bigot,”” says Mr. Davies to Dr. Bellamy,
“you would no doubt rejoice to hear that there are hun-
dreds of dissenters in a place, where a few years ago there
were not ten;! but I assure myself of your congratulations

t This remark of course relates to Hanover, where President Davies was
settled. The presbyterians in the other counties were principally Scotch and
Irish emigrants from Pennsylvania.
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on, a nobler account, because a considerable number of
perishing sinners are gained to the blessed Redeemer, with
whom, though you never see them here, you may spend a
blissful eternity. After all, poor Virginia demands your

compassion; religion at present is but like the cloud which
Elijah’s servant saw.”’ !

! Letter of Mr. Davies to Mr. Bellamy dated June 28, 1751.—Gillies’ Col-
lections, vol. ii. p. 330.

My venerated father in Christ, Dr. Alcxander, remarked on part of the
above narrative in relation to the establishment of gpesbyterian congregations
in Virginia, that it would not be very intelligible to Virginians. “The coun-
ties of Amelia and Lunenburg are mentioned as the seat of floutrishing con-
gregations; now those counties as at prescnt bounded, have scarcely ever
had more than a sprinkling of presbyterian families. When Mr. Morris'
letter was written, Cumberland and Prince Edward counties formed part of
Amelia, and Charlotte of Lunenburg, and these were the counties in which
presbyterian congregations were planted, and where they flourish to this day.
8o also, Augusta at that time comprehended all the great valley from Frede-
rick south-westward; since then, Rockbridge on the south-west, and Buck-
ingham on the north-east, have been taken off and formed into new counties.
The presbyterians of what is now Augusta, were mostly of the old-side, but
those of Rockbridge were of the new-side.”

Dr. Alexander further remarked, “ That very little is said in the above
narrative, concerning the labours of Mr. Davies. He, in his modesty, speaks
as if Mr. Robinson had converted more souls in a few days, than he in eight
years. But I can bear witness, that half a century after Mr. Davies’ depar-
tare, I met with numerous Christians of eminent piety, who acknowledged
him as the instrument of their awakening. Every spring and fall he was
accustomed to take an extensive tour for preaching. He generally preached
in the woods to numcrous congregations, and multitudes were benefitted
savingly by him, of whom he never knew any thing. He was also very
attentive to the blacks, and had many of them taught to read; and by the
assistance of the society in London for propagating Christianity, he supplied
them with Bibles and Watts’ Hymns. Iknew three old men, born in Africa,
brought over when boys, who were members of his church, and could all
read and were eminent for piety. There is no where in print any just
account of Mr. Davies' evangelical labours in Virginia. While he preached
faithfolly, he conducted himself with so much dignity, affability, and pru-
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While the revival was thus extending itself through
almost all parts of the Presbyterian Church, it was perhaps
still more general and remarkable throughout New Eng-
land. In Northampton, where President Edwards had
been settled since 1726, there had been a revival in 1734—
35, which extended more or less through Hampshire coun-
.ty, and to many adjoining places in Connecticut.? In the
spring of 1740, before the visit of Mr. Whitefield, there was
a growing seriousness through the town, especially among
the young people. When that gentleman came to the place
in October, he preached four or five sermons with his usual
force and influence. In about a month there was a great
alteration in the town, both in the increased fervour and
activity of professors of religion, and in the awakened
attention of sinners. In May, 1741, a sermon was preach-
ed at a private house, when one or two persons were so
affected by the greatness and glory of divine things, that
they were not able to conceal it, the affection of their minds
overcoming their strength, and h'aving an effect on their
bodies. After the exercises, the young people removed to
another room to inquire of those thus exercised, what
impressions they had experienced. The affection was
quickly propagated round the room; many of the young
people and children appeared to be ow
sense of divine things, and others with di
sinfulness and danger, so that “ the room was 1un vt nounog
but outcries faintings, and such like.”” Others soon came

dence, that he gained the high respect of all the distinguished laymen in that
part of the state. “The melancholy decline of the Hanover congregation
after his removal, was owing to a varicty of causes, chiefly to the emigration
of the members. Many of the congregations in the newer parts of the state
werc commenced by members of his congregation.”

! Edwards’ Narrative, &c., works, vol. iv. p. 25.
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to look on; many of whom were overpowered in like man-
ner. The months of August and September of this year
were most remarkable for the number of convictions and
conversions, for the revival of professors, and for the exter-
nal effects of this state of excitement. It was no uncom-
mon thing to see a house, as Edwards expresses it, full of
outcries, faintings, convulsions, and the like, both from dis-*
tress, and also from admiration and joy. The work con-
tinued much in the same state until February, 1742, when
Mr. Buel came and laboured among the people during a
temporary absence of the pastor. The effect of his preach-
ing was very extraordinary. The people were greatly
moved, great numbers crying out during public worship,
and many remaining in tie house for hours after the ser-
vices were concluded. The whole town was in a great and
continual commotion night and day. Mr. Buel remained
a fortnight after Mr. Edwards’ return, and the same effects
continued to attend his preaching. There were instances
of persons lying twenty-four hours in a trance, apparently
senseless, though under strong imaginations, as though
they went to heaven and had there visions of glorious
objects. When the people were raised to this height, Satan
took the advantage, and his interpositions, in many in-
stances, soon became apparent, and a great deal of pains
was necessary to keep the people from running wild.
President Edwards states, that he considered this revival
much more pure than that of 1734-5, at least during the
years 1740, 1741, and the early part of 1742. Towards the
close of the last mentioned year, an unfavourable influence
was exerted upon the congregation from abroad. This
remark shows that he did not consider the scenes which he
describes as attending Mr. Buel’s preaching, as affording
any reason to doubt the purity of the revival. What he
5
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disapproved of occurred at a later period, and had a differ-
ent origin. When his people saw that there were greater
commotions in other places, and when they heard of greater
professions of zeal and rapture than were common among
themselves, they thought others had made higher attain-
ments in religion, and were thus led away by them. These
‘things plainly show, says Mr. Edwards, that the degree
of grace is not to be judged by the degree of zeal or joy;
that it is not the strength, but the nature of religious affec-
tions which is to be regarded. Some, who had the highest
raptures, and the greﬁtest bodily exercises, showed the
least of a Christian temper. Though there were few cases
of scandalous sin among professors, the temper and beha-
viour of some, he adds, led him & fear that a considerable
number were awfully deceived. On the other hand, there
were many -whose temper was truly Christian; and the
work, notwithstanding its corrupt admixtures, produced
blessed fruit in particular persons, and some good effects in
the town in general.?

If such scenes as those just referred to occurred in North-
ampton, under the eye of President Edwards, we may
readily imagine what was likely to occur in other places
under men far his inferiors in judgment, knowledge, and
piety. Though Edwards never regarded these outcries,
and bodily affections, as any evidence of true religious
affections, he was at this time much less sensible of the
danger of encouraging such manifestations of excitement,
than he afterwards became. Nor does he seem to have
been sufficiently aware of the natare and effects of nervous
disorders, which in times of excitement are as infectious as
any form of disease to which the human system is liable.

1 Letter of Mr. Edwards to Mr, Prince, dated December 12, 1743. Chris-
tian History, No. 46, and Dwight’s Life of Edwards, p. 160.
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When he speaks of certain persons being seized with a
strange bodily affection, which quickly propagated itself
round the room, especially among the young; and of spec-
tators, after a while, being similarly affected, he gives as
plain an example of the sympathetic propagation of a nerv-
ous disorder, as is to be found in the medical records of
disease. There may have been, and no doubt there was,
much genuine religious feeling in that meeting, but these
bodily affections were neither the evndence, nor, properly
speaking, the result of it.

In September 1740, Mr. Whitefield fipst visited Boston,
when multitudes were greatly affected by his ministry.
Though he preached every day, the houses continued to be
crowded until his depamure. The December following,
Mr. G. Tennent arrived, whose preaching was followed by
still greater effects. Many hundreds, says Mr. Prince, were
brought by his searching ministry to be deeply convinced
of sin; to have clear views of the divine sovereignty, holi-
ness, justice, and power; of the spirituality and strictness of
the divine law, and of the dreadful corruption of their own
hearts, and «its utter impotence either rightly to repent or
believe in Christ, or change itself;” of their utter unwor-
thiness in the sight of a righteous God, of their being
% without the least degree of strength to help themselves
out of this condition.”” On Monday March 2, 1741, Mr.
Tennent preached his farewell sermon, to an extremely
crowded and deeply affected audience. “ And now wasa
time such as we never knew. Mr. Cooper was wont to
say, that more came to him in one week, in deep concern
about their souls, than in the whole twenty-four years of
his previous ministry.”” In three months he had six hundred
such calls, and Mr. Webb above a thousand. The very
face of the town was strangely altered. There were some
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thousands under such religious impressions as they never
knew before; and the fruits of the work, says Mr. Cooper,
in 1741, as far as time had been allowed to test them, pro-
mised to be abiding. The revival in Boston seems to have
been much more pure than in most other places,and it thus
continued until the arrival of Mr. Davenport in June, 1742.
Mr. Prince says he met with only one or two persons who
talked of their impulses, that he knew of no minister who
encouraged reliance on such enthusiastic impressions. ¢The
doctrinal principles,” he adds, “of those who continue in
our congregations, and have been the subjects of the late
revival,are the same as they all along have been instructed
in, from the Westminster Shorter Catechism, which has
generally been received and taught in the Churches of New
England, from its first publication, for one hundred years
to the present day; and which is therefore the system of
doctrine most generally and clearly declarative of the faith
of the New England Churches.” There seems also to
have been far less extravagance in Boston than attended
the excitement in most other places. “We have neither
had,”” says Dr. Colman, “those outcrys and faintings in
our assemblies, which have disturbed the worship in many
places, nor yet those manifestations of joy inexpressible
- which now fill some of our eastern parts.”” !

When Mr. Whitefield left Boston in October, 1740, he
went to Northampton, preaching at most of the intervening
towns. After spending a few days with President Edwards,
as already mentioned, he proceeded to New Haven, and
thence to New York. Everywhere, during this journey,
the churches and houses were freely opened to him, and
everywhere, to a greater or less degree, his discourses

1 See for an account of the revival in Boston, Prinee s Christian History,
No. 100, &o.; or Gillies, vol, ii. p. 162,

~
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were attended by the same remarkable effects as elsewhere
followed his preaching. Mr. Tennent also after leaving
Boston made an extended tour through New England, and
was very instrumental in awakening the attention of the
people. His stature was large, and his whole appearance
commanding. He wore his hair undressed, and his usual
costume in the pulpit, at least during this journey, was a
loose great coat with a leathern girdle about his loins.! As
a preacher he had few equals. His reasoning powers were
strong; his expressions nerfous and often sublime; his style
diffusive; his manner warm and pathetic, such as must
convince his audience that he was in earnest; and his voice
clear and commanding.* ¢ When I heard Mr. Tennent,”
says the celebrated Dr. Hopkins, then a student in Yale
College, « I thought he was the greatest and best man, and
the best preacher that I had ever seen or heard.”’* Mr.
Prince of Boston, says, “he did not at first come up to
my expectations, but afterwards far exceeded them. He
seemed to have as deep an acquaintance with experimental
religion as any I have ever conversed with; and his preach-
ing was as searching and rousing as any I ever heard.’’+
Such appears to have been the general style of his preaching
during this tour; for the Rev. W. Fish, in giving an
account of the origin of the revival, says, “ whea the ears
of the people were thus opened to hear, and their hearts
awake to receive instruction, there came a son of thun-
der, Rev. Gilbert Tennent, through these parts, by whose
enlightening and alarming discourses, people were more
effectually roused up, and put upon a more earnest enquiry
after the great salvation,””* Mr. Tennent, in a letter to

1 Assembly's Magazine. % Funeral discourse by Prosident Finley.

3 Life of Edwards by Dwight, p. 156.

4 Christian History, No. 100. § Fish’s nine sermons, p. 114,
5*
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Mr. Whitefield, dated April, 1741, says, that on his return
homeward from Boston, he preached daily, ordinarily three
times a day, and sometimes oftener, (a few days only
excepted;) and that his success had far exceeded his
expectations. He enumerates at least twenty-three towns
in which he had thus laboured, and adds, that on a mode-
rate calculation, “divers thousands had been awakened.””?

The transient impressions, however, made by a passing
preacher would, in all probability, have been of little avail,
had they not been followed by the laborious and continued
efforts of the settled pastors. Such efforts were in most
cases made, and the revival soon became general through
almost the whole of Massachusetts and Connecticut, and a
considerable part of Rhode Island. In Connecticut the
work was probably more extensive than in any other of
the colonies, and was greatly promoted by the labours of
Messrs. Pomeroy, Mills, Wheelock, and Bellamy. ¢ Dr.
Pomeroy was a man of real genius; grave, solemn, and
weighty in his discourses, which were generally well com-
posed, and delivered with a great degree of animation and
affection. His language was good, and he might be reck-
oned among the best preachers of his day.””? Dr. Whee-
lock, says the same authority, “was a gentleman of a
comely figure, of a mild and winning aspect. His voice
smooth and harmonious, the best by far that I ever heard.
His preaching and addresses were close and pungent, and
yet winning almost beyond all comparison, so that his
audience would be melted even to tears before they were
aware of it.”” Dr. Bellamy ¢ was a large man and well
> built, of a commanding appearance. He had a smoeth
strong voice, and could fill the largest house without any
unnatural effort. He possessed a truly great mind; gene-

1 Gillies, vol. ii. p. 132. 8 Trumbull's Connecticut, vol. ii, p. 157.
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rally preached without notes; had some great point of doc-
trine commonly to establish, and would keep close to his
subject until he had sufficiently illustrated it, and then in
an ingenious, close, and pungent manner, would make the
application.”? Such were the more prominent promoters
of this great revival. As this work was more extensive in
‘Connecticut than elsewhere, so it was there attended with
greater disorders, and was more violently opposed, and in
many cases led to disastrous separations and lasting con-
flicts. Severe penal laws were enacted against itinerant
preaching; several ministers were transported out of the
colony; others were deprived of their salaries or fined.
The act for the indulgence of sober consciences was repealed
in 1743, so that there “was no relief for any persons dis-
senting from the established mode of worship in Connec-
ticut, but upon application to the assembly, who were
growing more rigid in enforcing the constitution.””* The
General Association on the occasion of Whitefield’s second
visit in 1745, declared him to be the promoter, or at least
the faulty occasion of the errors and disorders which there
prevailed; and voted that it was not advisable for the
ministers to admit him into their pulpits, or for the people
to attend his ministrations. 3

Notwithstanding all the disorders and other evils attendant
on this revival, there can be no doubt that it was a wonderful
display, both of the power and grace of God. This might
be confidently inferred from the judgment of those, who,
as eye-witnesses of its progress, were the best qualified to
form an opinion of its character. The deliberate judgment
of such men as Edwards, Cooper, Colman, and Bellamy, in
New England; and of the Tennents, Blair, Dickinson, and

! Trumbull’s Connecticut, vol. ii. p. 159.
2 Ibid. vol. ii. p. 173, 3 Ibid. vol. ii. p. 190.
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Davies, in the Presbyterian Church, must be received as of
authority on such a subject. These men were not errorists
or enthusiasts. They were devout and sober-minded men,
well versed in the Scriptures and in the history of religion.
They had their faults, and fell into mistakes ; some of them
very grievous; but if they are not to be regarded as com-
petent witnesses as to the nature of any religious excite-
ment, it will be hard to know where such witnesses are to
be found. Besides the testimony of these distinguished
individuals, we have that of a convention of about ninety
ministers met at Boston, July 7, 1743. Similar attestations
were published by several associations in Connecticut and
elsewhere.? The presbyteries of New Brunswick and New-
castle, and the whole synod of New York, repeatedly and
earnestly bore their testimony to the genuineness and value
of this revival. *

We have, however, ourselves sufficient ground on which
to form a judgment on this subject. We can compare the
doctrines then taught, the exercises experienced, and the
effects produced, with the word of God, and thus learn
how far the work was in accordance with that infallible
standard. The first of these points is a matter of primary
importance. It would be in vain for any set of men to
expect the confidence of the Christian public in the genuine-
ness of any religious excitement, unless it could be shown
that the truth of God was instrumental in its production.
There have been great excitements where Pagan, Moham-
medan, and Popish doctrines were preached, but no one
regards such excitements with approbation, who does not re-
gard those doctrines as true. Any revival, therefore, which
claims the confidence of the people of God, must show that
it is the child of the truth of God. If it cannot do this, it

1 Prince's History, No. 20, 21. 2 Gillies, vol. ii. p. 318, 319.



IN THE UNITED STATES. 57

may safely be pronounced spurious. How will the revival

- under consideration abide this test? . Is there any doubt as
to the doctrines taught by Whitefield, the Tennents, Blair,
Dickinson, and the other prominent preachers of that day?

They were the doctrines of the reformation, and of the

standards of the Presbyterian Church. Indeed, these men

often went to a length in their statements of the peculiarities -
of those doctrines, that would shock the delicacy of modern

ears.! These great truths were not kept under a bushel

during this period. They were prominently presented, and

gave to the work, as far as it was genuine, its distinctive

character. « The doctrines preached,”” says Trumbull, « by

those famous men, who were owned as the principal instru-

ments of this remarkable revival of God’s work, were the

doctrines of the reformers; the doctrine of original sin, of
regeneration by the supernatural influences of the divine

Spirit, and of the absolute necessity of it, that any man

might bear good fruit, or ever be admitted into the king-

dom of God; effectual calling; justification by faith, wholly

on account of the imputed righteousness of Christ; repen-

tance towards God and faith towards our Lord Jesus Christ;

the perseverance of saints; the indwelling of the Holy Spi-

rit in them, and its divine consolations and joys.” *

The contemporary accounts of the doctrines inculcased
by the zealous preachers of that day, fully sustain the state-
ment just quoted. Edwards mentions that his sermon on
justification by faith, though it gave offence to many, was
greatly blessed, and that it was on the doctrine therein

I See Tennent’s Sermons, especially those on original sin, regeneration,
and the nature and necessity of conversion: Blair’s Works, his Dissertation
on Predestination and Reprobation: President Dickinson's Familar Letters;
his Dialogues, his Five Points, &c. &c. Whitefield's Theology at last was

such as to satisfy even Toplady, who pronounced him a sound divine.
* History, vol. ii. p. 158.
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taught, the revival was founded in its beginning and dur-
ing its whole progress.! In the account of the revival at
Plymouth, we are told that the doctrines principally insisted
upon, were “the sin and apostasy of mankind in Adam;
the blindness of the natural man in things of God; the
enmity of the carnal mind; the evil of sin, and the ill desert
of it; the utter inability of fallen man to relieve himself;
the sovereignty of God, his righteousness, holiness, truth,
power, eternity, and also his grace and mercy in Christ
Jesus; the way of redemption by Christ; justification
through his imputed righteousness received by faith, this
faith being a gift of God, and a living principle that worketh

! In that sermon he teaches that a person is said “to be justified when he
is approved of God as free from the guilt of sin, and its deserved punishment,
and as having that righteousness belonging to him that entitles him to the
reward of life.” Works, vol. v. p. 354. He argues at length against the
opinion that justification is nothing more than pardon. He shows that the
righteousness by which we are justified is not faith, nor any thing in us, but
the righteousness of Christ ; that in order to our receiving that righteousness
we must be united to him, and that this uniun is at once legal and vital.
Without union, he says, “ our sins could not be imputed to him,” nor his
righteousness to us: p. 366. This imputation he extends to the obedience of
Christ, as well as the merit of his sufferings. *The opposers of this doc-
trine,” he says, “ suppose there is an absurdity in supposing that God imputes
Christ’s obedience to us; it is to suppose that God is mistaken, and thinks
that we performed that obedience which Chriet performed. But why cannot
that righteousness be reckoned to our account, and accepted for us, without
any such absurdity? Why is there any more absurdity in it than in a mer.
chant’s transferring a debt or credit from one man’s account to another, so
that it shall be accepted as if that other had paid it? Why is there any more
abeurdity in supposing that Christ’s obedience is imputed to us, than that his
satisfaction is imputed? If Christ has suffered the penalty of the law in our
stead, then it will follow that his suffering that penalty is imputed to us, that
is, accepted for us, and in our stead, and is reckoned to our account, as though
we had suffered it. But why may not his obeying the law be as rationally
reckoned to our account as his suffering the penalty of the law 7" p. 395.
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by love; legal and evangelical repentance; the nature and
necessity of regeneration, &c.”’?

The Rev. Mr. Crocker in his history of the revival at
Taunton, enumerates the doctrines which had been chiefly
“blessed by God to the awakening, convincing, and con-
verting of sinners,” or to the edification of believers. His
list contains %Il the distinguishing doctrines of the gospel;
as original sin, that all men by nature are dead in trespasses
and sins, legally and spiritually dead; the natural impotence
and enmity of men; their natural blindness in spiritaal
things; the covenant of works and of grace; God’s sove-
reignty in dispensing grace to whomsoever he will; justi-
fication by the imputed righteousness of Christ; the neces-
sity of regeneration; the necessity of the special and super-
natural influences of the Holy Spirit; the necessity of a holy
life, &ec. &c.* :

The Rev. Mr. M¢‘Gregore, pastor of the Presbyterian
church at Londonderry, New Hampshire, preached a ser-
mon on the trial of the spirits, which was subsequently
published, with a preface by certain of the ministers of
Boston. In that preface it is said: « As the Assembly’s
Shorter Catechism has been all along agreeable to the
known principles of the New England churches, and has
been generally received and taught in them as a system of
Christian doctrine agreeable to the Holy Scriptures, where-
in they happily unite; it is a great pleasure to us that our
presbyterian brethren who came from Ireland, are general-
ly with us in these important points, as also in the particu-
lar doctrines of experimental piety arising from them, and
the wondrous work of God agreeable to them, at this day
making its triumphant progress through the land.”” The

1 Prince's Christian History, No. 92.
Christian History, vol. ii. p. 351.



60 PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH

writers say, that they rejoice to add their testimony to that
of the author of the sermon, to the same doctrines of grace,
and to the wondrous works of God.! ¢ The doctrines
which the promoters of this work teach,”” says the author,
and by which he insists they ought to be tried, to know
whether they are of God, ¢are the doctrines of the gospel,
of the Apostles’ Creed, of the Thirty-nine Amicles of the
Church of England, and of the Westminster Confession of
Faith. More particularly these men are careful to teach
and inculcate the great doctrine of original sin, in opposi-
tion to Pelagius, Arminius, and their respective followers:
that this sin has actually descended from Adam, the natu-
ral and federal head, to all his posterity proceeding from
him by ordinary generation; that hereby the understanding
is darkened, the will depraved, and the affections under the
influence of a wrong bias, to that degree that they are
utterly indisposed to any thing that is spiritually good;
that man, as a sad consequence of the fall, has lost all
power in things spiritual. They teach likewise, with due
care, the doctrine of the imputation of the righteousness of
the second Adam, Jesus Christ; that this righteousness is
apprehended and applied by faith alone, without the deeds
of the law; that the faith which justifies the soul is living
‘and operative. They teach that this faith is the gift of
God; that a man cannot believe by any inherent power of
his own. As to regeneration they hold it to be absolutely
necessary ; that the tree must be made good before the fruit
be so; that unless a man undergo a supernatural change by
the operation of the Holy Ghost upon his soul, or be born
of water and of spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of

1 Sermon on 1 John iv. 1, preached in Boston, Nov. 3, 1741, by Rev. David
McGregore. The preface above quoted is signed by Mesars. Prince, Webb,
and Cooper.
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God.’ ! Such were the doctrines of the promoters of this
revival, by which they wished to be tried themselves, and
to have their work tested. Those who believe these doc-
trines will of course be disposed to have confidence in these
men, and in the revival which attended their preaching.
Whereas those who reject these doctrines, may be expected
to pronounce the men nothing-doers, passivity-preachers,
destroyers of souls, and the like, and their work a mere
delusion; unless, indeed, an exaggerated deference for pub-
lic opinion, or the amiable prejudice of education should
lead them still to laud the men and the revival, while they
condemn the sentiments which gave both it and them their
" distinctive character.

The second criterion of the genuineness of any revival is
the nature of the experience professed by its subjects.
However varied as to degree or circumstances, the experi-
ence of all true Christians is substantially the same. There
is and must be a conviction of sin, a sense of ill-desert and
unholiness in the sight of God; a desire of deliverance from
the dominion as well as penalty of sin; an apprehension of
the mercy of God in Jesus Christ; a cordial acquiescence
in the plan of redemption; a sincere return of the soul to
God through Christ, depending on his merits for accept-
ance. These acts of faith will ever be attended with more
or less of joy and peace, and with a fixed desire and pur-
pose to live in obedience to the will of God. The distinct-
ness and strength of these exercises, the rapidity of their
succession, their modifications and combinations admit of
endless diversity, yet they are all to be found in every case
of genuine conversion. It is here as in the human face;
all men have the same features, yet no two men are

! See pp. 13, 14, of the sermon for a full statcment of these doctrines,
which we have weakened by abridging them.
6
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exactly alike. This uniformity of religious experience, as
to all essential points, is one of the strongest collateral
proofs of the truth of experimental religion. That which
men of every grade of cultivation, of every period, and in
every portion of the world, testify they have known and
felt, cannot be a delusion. When we come to ask what
was the experience of the subjects of this revival, we find,
amidst much that is doubtful or objectionable, the essential
characteristics of genuine conversion. This is plain from
the accounts already given, which need not be here re-
peated. Ina great multitude of cases, the same feelings
were professed which we find the saints, whose spiritual
life is recorded in the Bible, experienced, and which the
children of God in all ages have avowed; the same sense
of sin, the same apprehension of the mercy of God, the
same faith in Christ, the same joy and peace in believing,
the same desire for communion with God, and the same
endeavour after new obedience.

Such however is the ambiguity of human language, such
the deceitfulness of the human heart, and such the devices
of Satan, that no mere detail of feeling, and especially no
description which one man may give of the feelings of
others, can afford conclusive evidence of the nature of those
feelings in the sight of God. Two persons may, with
equal sincerity, profess sorrow for sin, and yet their emo-
tions be essentially different. Both may with truth declare
that they believe in Christ, and yet the states of mind
thereby expressed, be very dissimilar. Both may have
peace, joy, and love, yet the one be a self-deceiver, and the
other a true Christian. We must, therefore, look further
than mere professions or detail of experiences, for evidence
of the real character of this work We must look to its
effects. The only satisfactory proof of the nature of any
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religious excitement, in an individual or a community, is
its permanent results. What then were the fruits of this
revival? Mr. William Tennent says, that the subjects of
this work, who had come under his observation, were
brought to approve of the doctrines of the gospel, to delight
in the law of God, to endeavour to do his will, to love those
who bore the divine image; that the formal had become
spiritual; the proud, humble; the wanton and vile, sober and
temperate; the worldly, heavenly-minded; the extortioner,
just; and the self-seeker, desirous to promote the glory of
God. ! This account was written in 1744.

The convention of ministers that met in Boston in 1743,
state, that those who were regarded as converts, confirmed
the genuineness of the change which they professed to have
experienced, “by the external fruits of holiness in their lives,
so that they appeared to those who had the nearest access
to them, as so many epistles of Jesus Christ, written not
with ink, but by the Spirit of the living God.””* President
Edwards, in his Thoughts on the Revival, written in 1743,
says, there is a strange alteration almost all over New
England among the young. Many both old and young
have become serious, mortified and humble in their con-
versation; their thoughts and affections are now about the
favour of God, an interest in Christ, and spiritual blessed-
ness. The Bible is in much greater esteem and use than
formerly. The Lord’s day is more religiously observed.
There has been more acknowledgment of faults and resti-
tution within two years, than in thirty years before. The
leading truths of the gospel are more generally and firmly
held; and many have exhibited calmness, resignation, and

! Gillies, vol. ii. p. 34.

2 Gillies, vol. ii. p. 252. See similar testimonies in the Christian History, -
p- 252. 286, et passim.
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joy, in the midst of the severest trials.? It is true his esti-
mate of this work a few years later, was far less favourable,
but he never ceased to regard it as a great revival of genu-
ine religion.

Trumbull, a later witness, says, “ the eflects on great
numbers were abiding and most happy. They were the
most uniform exemplary Christians with whom I was ever
acquainted. Iwas born and had my education in that part
of the town of Hebron in which the work was most pre-
valent and powerful. Many, who at that time imagined
that they were born of God, made a profession of their
faith in Christ, and were admitted to full communion, and
appeared to walk with God.”” They were, he adds, con-
stant and serious in their attendance on public worship,
prayerful, righteous, and charitable, strict in the government
of their families, and not one of them, as far as he knew,
was ever guilty of scandal. Eight or ten years after the
religious excitement, there was not a drunkard in the whole
parish. «It was the most glorious and extensive revival
of religion and reformation of manners which this country
has ever known. It is estimated that in the term of two
or three years, thirty or forty thousand souls were born into
the family of heaven in' New England, besides great num-
bers in New York, New Jersey, and the more southern
provinces.””* It is to be feared, indeed, that Trumbull was
led from the favourable specimens which fell under his
own observation, and from his friendship for some of the
leading promoters of the revival, to form a more favourable

+ Edwards’ Works, vol. iv. p. 105.

¢ History of Connecticut, vol. ii. p. 263. The same cstimate, as to the
number of converts, is given in a Historical Narrative and Declaration of the
rise and progress of the strict Congregational Churches, (i. e. of the sepa-
rated,) in Connecticut. Providence, 1781.
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opinion of its general results than the facts in the case
would warrant. His testimony, however, is important,
belonging as he did to the next generation of ministers,
and familiarly acquainted as he was with some of the most
zealous preachers of the preceding period.

The rise of the Methodists in England, the extensive
revival of religion in Scotland, were contemporaneous with
the progress of the revival in this country. This simulta-
neous excitement in the different parts of the British empire,
was marked every where, in a great measure, with the
same peculiar features. It would be interesting to trace its
history abroad in connexion with what occurred on our
side of the Atlantic. This, however, the nature of the pre-
sent work forbids. It is enough for our purpose to know
that the revival was not confined to this country. It was
essentially the same work here, in Scotland, and in Eng-
land, modified by the peculiar circumstances of those seve-
ral countries.

If the evidence was not perfectly satisfactory, that this
remarkable and extended revival was indeed the work of
the Spirit of God, it would lose almost all its interest for
the Christian church. It is precisely bedause it was in the
main a work of God, that it is of so much importance to
ascertain what were the human or evil elements mixed
with it, which so greatly marred its beauty and curtailed
its usefulness. That there were such evils cannot be a
matter of doubt. The single consideration, that imme-
diately after this excitement the state of religion rapidly
declined, that errors of all kinds became more prevalent
than ever, and that a lethargy gradually settled on the
churches which was not broken for near half a century, is
proof enough that there was a dreadful amount of evil

6‘
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connected with the revival. Was such, however, actually
the case? Did religion thus rapidly decline? If this ques-
tion must be answered in the affirmative, what were the
causes of this decline, or what were the errors which ren-
dered this revival, considered as a whole, productive of
such evils? These are questions of the greatest interest to
the American churches, and ought to be very seriously
considered and answered.

That the state of religion did rapidly decline after the re-
vival, we have abundant and melancholy evidence. Even
as early as 1744, President Edwards says, “the present
state of things in New England, is, on many accounts,
very melancholy. There is a vast alteration within two
years.”” God, he adds, was provoked at the spiritual pride
and self-confidence of the people, and withdrew from them,
and “the enemy has come in like a flood in various
respects, until the deluge has overwhelmed the whole
land. There had been from the beginning a great mixture,
especially in some places, of false experiences and false reli-
gion with true; but from this time the mixture became
much greater, and many were led away into sad delu-
sions.”’ ! In andther letter dated, May 23, 1749, he says,
“as to the state of religion in these parts of the world, it is,
in general, very dark and melancholy.””? In the preceding
October, when writing to Mr. Erskine of Edinburgh, he com-
municates to him an extract from a letter to himself from °
Gov. Belcher of New Jersey, who says, “The accounts
which I receive from time to time give me too much reason
to fear that Arminianism, Arianism, and even Socinianism,
in destruction to the doctrines of grace are daily propagated

! Letter to Mr. McCulloch, of Scotland, dated March 5, 1744. Life of

Edwards, p. 212.
¢ Letter to Mr. Robe, of Kilsyth. Life, p. 279.
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in the New England colleges.””! In 1750, he writes to
Mr. McCulloch in the following melancholy strain. It is
indeed now a sorrowful time on this side of the ocean.
Iniquity abounds, and the love of many waxes cold. Mul-
titudes of fair and high professors, in one place or another,
have sadly backslidden, sinners are desperately hardened;
experimental religion is more than ever out of credit with
far the greater part; and the doctrines of grace and those
principles in religion which do chiefly concern the power
of godliness, are far more than ever discarded. Armini-
anism and Pelagianism have made a strange progress
within a few years. The Church of England in New
England, is, I suppose, treble what it was seven years ago.
Many professors are gone off to great lengths in enthusiasm
and extravagance in their notions and practices. Great
contentions, separations, and confusions in our religious
state prevail in many parts of the land.””* In 1752,ina
letter to Mr. Gillespie relating to his difficulties with his
congregation, he says, «It is to be considered that these
things have happened when God is greatly withdrawn,
and religion was very low, not only in Northampton, but
all over New England.”” * The church in Stonington, Con-
necticut, was torn to pieces by fanaticism, and a separate
congregation erected. The excellent pastor of that place,
the Rev. Mr. Fish, a warm friend of the revival, exerted
himself in vain to stem the torrent ; ¢ and other ministers,”
he says, < that came to our help carried on the same design
of correcting the false notions which new converts had
embraced, about religion; particularly the late judicious
and excellent Mr. David Brainerd, who, in this desk, ex-
posed and remonstrated against the same errors, and told

! Life of Edwards, p. 268. $ Ibid. p. 413.
s Ibid. p. 467.
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me, that such false religion as prevailed among my people,
had spread almost all the land over.””!

t Fish's Nine Sermons, p. 137. In order to show “ what food the sepa-
ratists turned their backs upon, and what doctrines they could not bear.”
Mr. Fish gives in a note an outline of a sermon which he preached during
the revival, and which wus the immediate cause of many of his people leaving
him. The text of the sermon was, Eph. v. 1. Be ye followers of God as
dear children. The design of the discourse was to show, 1. What it is to
follow God. 2. That the distinguishing character of God's children lies in
their being followers of him. To follow God implies, 1. Our yielding up
ourselves wholly to be governed by his laws and commands. 2. Imitating
his moral perfections, that is, being conformed to them in heart and life;
particularly in purity of heart, truth, faithfulness, justice, uprightness, &.e.
The second head he passes over, and gives the application of the serman, viz:

1. Hence, see the only rule by which we may try and know God’s chil-
dren. So far as heart and life appear to be conformed to God, they show
themselves to be his children.

2. Hence, see a safe rule of conduct.. Set the Lord always before your
eyes, as he is revealed in his word.

3. Learn wherein true religion consists, viz: in following God, imitating
his moral perfections; resembling him in spirit, temper, and carriage, habi-
tually, in a steady course of life. It is therefore a mistake to place religion
in extacies and raptures of joy, loud expressions of distress for souls in public
meetings; in powerful impressions to do things of a religious nature; in
visions or lively imaginations of a bleeding Saviour, an outward Christ
with open and inviting arms, a local hell or heaven and such like. (Which
things, adds the author, at that day, were in.high repute, treated with the
greatest reverence, called the power, &c.) God’s children indeed, may have
these things, but these are no evidences that they are his children, as they
are no parts of true religion, nor do they belong to the character of the fol-
lowers of God.

This sermon, says Mr. Fish, gave an amazing shock to the assembly, and
proved extremely offensive. The house was filled with outcries against the
preacher, or loud expressions of concern for kim. He was upon this de-
clared an opposer of the work of God, making the hearts of his children sad
and strengthening the hands of the wicked. And now matters ripened fast
for a separation. The kind of religion of which this extract gives us a
glimpee, had, at that early period, according to David Brainerd, spread almost
all the land over.
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That false doctrines increasingly prevailed after the revi-
val, is strongly asserted in the letter of Edwards already
quoted. Other proofs of the fact might easily be adduced.
The Rev. John Graham, in a sermon preached in 1745,
complains that many had gone forth who preached not the
gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ, who denied the doctrines
of personal election, of original sin, of justification by the
perfect righteousness of Christ, imputed by an act of sove-
reign grace; instantaneous regeneration by the divine en-
ergy of special irresistible grace; and of the final perseve-
rance of the saints, ¢ The Pelagian and Arminian errors,”
he adds, “ cannot but be exceedingly pleasing to the devil;
and such as preach them most successfully, are the greatest
instruments of supporting his kingdom in the world, and
his dominion in the hearts of men. What necessity is then
laid upon ministers of the gospel, who see what danger
precious souls are in by the spread and prevalence of such
pernicious errors, which are like a fog or smoke, sent from
the bottomless pit on purpose to prevent the shining of the
gospel sun into the hearts of men, to be very close and
strict in searching into the principles of such as are candi-
dates for the sacred ministry.”?

Somewhat later, President Clap found it necessary, on
account of the increasing prevalence of error, to write
a formal defence of the doctrines of the New England
Churches. The leading features of the new divinity, of
which he complained, were, 1. That the happiness of the
creature is the great end of creation. 2. That self-love is
the ultimate foundation of all moral obligation. 3. That
God cannot control the acts of free agents. 4. That he
cannot certainly foreknow, much less decree such acts.

! Sermon preached at the ordinution of Nathan Strong, Oct. 9, 1745, by
John Graham, of Southbury.
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5. That all sin consists in the voluntary transgression of
known law; that Adam was not created in a state of holi-
ness, but only had a power to act virtuously; and every man
is now born into the world in as perfect a state of rectitude
as that in which Adam was created. 6. The actions of
moral agents are not free, and consequently have no moral
character, unless such agents have plenary ability and full
power to the contrary. Hence it is absurd to suppose that
God should implant grace or holiness in any man, or keep
him from sin. 7. Christ did not die to make satisfaction
for sin, and hence there is no need to suppose him to be
essentially God, but only a perfect and glorious creature.
No great weight ought to be laid upon men’s believing
Christ’s divinity, or any of those speculative points which
have been generally received as the peculiar and funda-
mental doctrines of the gospel; but we ought to have cha-
rity for all men, let their speculative principles be what
they may, provided they lead moral lives.? These doc-
trines were a great advance on the Arminian or even
Pelagian errors over which President Edwards lamented,
and show what might indeed be expected, that the churches
had gone from bad to worse.

This is certainly a gloomy picture of the state of religion
so0 soon after a revival, regarded as the most extensive the
country had ever known. It is drawn not by the enemies,
but in a great measure by the best and wisest friends of
religion. The preceding account, it is true, relates princi-
pally to New England. In the Presbyterian Church the
same rapid decline of religion does not appear to have
taken place. In 1752, President Edwards, in a letter to

1 Brief History and vindication of the Doctrines of the Churches of New
England, with a specimen of the new scheme of religion beginning to pre-
vail. By Thomas Clap, President of Yale College. Ncw Iaven, 1755.



IN THE UNITED STATES. 71

Mr. McCulloch, says, « As to the state of religion in Ame-
rica, I have little to write that is comfortable, but there
seem to be better appearances in some of the other colonies
than in New England.””* He specifies particularly New
Jersey and Virginia. And we know from other sources,
that while the cause of truth and piety was declining in
the eastern states, the Presbyterian Church, especially that
portion of it in connexion with the synod of New York,
was increasing and flourishing. With regard to orthodoxy,
at least, there was little cause of complaint. The only
instance on record, during this whole period, of the avowal
of Arminian sentiments, by a presbyterian minister, was
that of the Rev. Mr. Harker, of the presbytery of New

Brunswick; and he was suspended from the ministry as
soon as convicted. ?

1 Life of Edwards, p. 518.

2 That there has ncver been any open and avowed departure from Calvinis-
tic doctrines in the Presbytcrian Church, while repeated and extended defec-
tions have occurred in New England, is a fact worthy of special considera-
tion. The causes of this remarkable difference in the history of these two
portions of the church, may be sought by different persons in different cir-
cumstances. Presbyterians may be excused if they regard their form of
government as one of the most important of those causes. New England has
enjoyed greater religious advantages than any other portion of our country.
It was settled by educated and devoted men. Its population was homogene-
ous and compact. The people were almost all of the same religious persua-
sion. The Presbyterian Church, on the contrary, has laboured under great
disadvantages. Its members were scattered here and there, in the midst of
other denominations. Its congregations were widely separated, and, owing
to the scattered residences of the people, often very feeble ; and, moreover, not
unfrequently composed of discordant materials, Irish, Scotch, German, French,
and English. Yet doctrinal purity has been preserved to a far greater extent
in the latter denomination than in the former. What is the reason? Is it
not to be sought in the conservative influence of presbyterianism? The dis.
tinguished advantages possesscd by New England, have produced their legi-
timate eflccts. It would be not less strange than lamentable, had the insti-
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This low state of religion, and extensive departure from
the truth, in that part of the country where the revival had
been most extensive, is certainly prima facie proof that there
must have been something very wrong in the revival itself.
It may, however, be said, that the decay of religion through
the land generally, is perfectly consistent with the purity
of the revival, and the flourishing state of those particular
churches which had experienced its influence. The facts
of the case, unfortunately, do not allow us the benefit of
this assumption. It is no doubt true, that in some congre-
gations, as in that of Hebron, mentioned by Trumbull, reli-
gion was in a very desirable state, in the midst of the gene-
ral decline; but it is no less certain, that in many instances,

tutions, instructions, and example of the pious founders of New England been
of no benefit to their descendants. It is to these sources that portion of our
country is indebted for its general superiority. The obvious decline in the
religious character of the people, and the cxtensive prevalence, at different
periods, of fanaticism and Antinomianism, Arminianism, and Pelagianism,
is, as we believe, to be mainly attributed to an unhappy, and unscriptural
ecclesiastical organization. Had New England, with her compaet and
homogeneous population, and all her other advantages, cnjoyed the benefit of
a regular presbyterian government in the church, it would, in all human pro-
bability, have been the noblest ecclesiastical community in the world.

It is well known that a great majority of all the distinguished ministers
whom New England has produced, have entertained the opinioh here express-
ed, on the subject. President Edwards, for example, in a letter to Mr,
Erskine, said, “ I have long been out of conceit of our unsettled, independent,
confused way of church government; and the presbyterian way has ever
appeared to me most agreeable to the word of God, and the reason and nature
of things.” Life, p. 412. Where the preservation of the purity of the church
is committed to the mass of the people, who, as a general rule, are incompe-
tent to judge in doctrinal matters, and who, in many cases, are little under
the influence of true religion, we need not wonder that corruption should from
time to time prevail. As Christ has appointed presbyters to rule in the
church according to his word, on them devolve the duty and responsibility
of maintaining the truth. This charge is safest in the bands of those to whom
Christ has assigned it.
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in the very places where the revival was the most remark-
able, the declension was the most serious. Northampton
itself may be taken as an illustration. ¢ That church was
pre-eminently a city set upon an hill. Mr. Stoddard, dur-
ing a remarKably successful ministry, had drawn the atten-
tion of American Christians for fifty-seven years. He had
also been advantageously known in the mother country.
Mr. Edwards had been their minister for twenty-three
years. In the respect paid to him as a profound theolo-
gical writer, he had no competitor from the first establish-
ment of the colonies, and even then, could scarcely find one
in England or Scotland. He had also as high a reputation
for elevated and fervent piety as for superiority of talents.
During the preceding eighty years, that church had been
favoured with more numerous and powerful revivals, than
any church in Christendom.””* This account, though given
in the characteristically large style of Edwards’ biographer,
is no doubt in the main correct. Here then, if any where,
we might look for the most favourable results of the revi-
val. During the religious excitement in the years 1734
and 1735, within six months, more than three hundred
persons, whom Edwards regarded as true converts, were
received into the church.? - In 1736, the whole number of
communicants was six hundred and twenty, including
almost the whole adult population of the town.® The
revival of 1740-2, was considered still more pure and won-
derful. What was the state of religion in this highly
favoured place, soon after all these revivals? In the judg-
ment of Edwards himself it was deplorably low, both as to
Christian temper and adherence to sound doctrine. In
1744, when an attempt was made to administer discipline

1 Dwight's Life of Edwards, p. 446. 3 Edwards’ Works, vol. iv. p. 28
3 Ibid. p. 27,
7 -
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somewhat injudiciously, it is true, as to the manner of
doing it, it was strenuously resisted. The whole town was
thrown into a blaze. Some of the accused « refused to
appear; others, who did appear, behaved with a great
degree of insolence, and contempt for the authority of the
church, and little or nothing could be done further in the
affair.’! From 1744 to 1748, not a single application was
made for admission to the church.* In 1749, when it be-
came known that Edwards had adopted the opinion that
none ought to be admitted to the Lord’s Supper but such
as gave satisfactory evidence of conversion, “ the town was
put into a great ferment; and before he was heard in his
own defence, or it was known by many what his principles
were, the general cry was to have him dismissed.” > That
diversity of opinion between a pastor and his people on
such a practical point, should lead to a desire for a separa-
tion, might not be very discreditable to either party. But
when it is known, that on this occasion the church treated
such a man as Edwards, who not only was an object of
veneration to the Christian public, but who behaved in the
most Christian manner through the whole controversy, with
the greatest injustice and malignity, it must be regarded as
proof positive of the low state of religion among them.
They refused to allow him to preach on the subject in dis-
pute; they pertinaciously resisted the calling of a fair coun-
cil to decide the matter; they insisted on his dismission
without making any provision for his expensive family;
and when his dismission had taken place, they shut their
pulpit against him, even when they had no one else to
occupy it; on the unfounded suspicion that he intended to
form a new church in the town, they presented a remon-
strance containing direct, grievous, and criminal charges

3 Life of Edwards, p. 300. 2 Ibid. p. 438. 3 Ibid. p. 308,
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against him, which were really gross slanders.! This was
not the offence of a few individuals. Almost the whole
church took part against Edwards.? Such treatment of
such a man certainly proves a lamentable state of religion,
as far as Christian temper is concerned. With regard to
orthodoxy the case was not much better. Edwards in a
letter to Erskine, in 1750, says, there seemed to be the
utmost danger that the younger generation in Northamp-
ton, would be carried away with Arminianism as with a
flood; that it was not likely that the church would choose
a Calvinist as his saccessor, and that the older people were
never so indifferent to things of this nature. *

The explanation which has been proposed of these extra-
ordinary facts, is altogether unsatisfactory. It is said, that
the custom which had long prevailed in Northampton, of
admitting those to the Lord’s Supper who gave no suffi-
cient evidence of conversion,. sufficiently accounts for all
this ill conduct on the part of the church. But where were
the three hundred members whom Edwards regarded as
« savingly brought home to Christ,’”” ¢ within six months,
daring the revival of 1734-5? Where were all the fruits
of the still more powerful revival of 1740-42? The vast
majority of the members of the church had been brought in
by Edwards himself, and of their conversion he considered
himself as having sufficient evidence. The habit of free
admission to the Lord’s table, therefore, by no means
accounts for the painful facts above referred to. After all

! Life of Edwarde, p. 421. See the whole details of this extraordinary
history, pp. 288—404.

* In one place it is said, about twenty heads adhered to their pastor, p. 464;
in another, that only twenty-three, out of two hundred and thirty male mém-
bers of the church, voted sgainst his dismission. p. 410.

3 Ibid. p. 411. Compare his Farewell Sermon.

4 Works, vol. iv. px 28,
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that had been published to the world of the power of reli-
gion in Northampton, the Christian public were entitled to
expect to see the people established in the truth, and an
example in holiness to other churches. Instead of this, we
find them resisting the administration of discipline in less
than eighteen months after the revival; alienated from their
pastor; indifferent to the truth, and soon driving from among
them the first minister of his age, with every aggravating
circumstance of ingratitude and injustice. It is all in vain
to talk of the religion of such a people. This fact demon-
strates that there must have been something wrong in these
revivals, even under the eye and guidance of Edwards,
from the beginning. There must have been many spurious
conversions, and much false religion which at the time were
regarded as genuine. This assumption is nothing more
than the facts demand, nor more than Edwards himself fre-
quently acknowledged. There is the most marked differ-
ence between those of his writings which were published
during the revival, and those which appeared after the
excitement had subsided. In the account which he wrote
in 1736, of the revival of the two preceding years, there is
scarcely an intimation of any dissatisfaction with its cha-
racter. Yet, in 1743, he speaks of it as having been very
far from pure;' and in 1751, he lamented his not having
had boldness to testify against some glaring false appear-
ances, and counterfeits of religion, which became a dread-
ful source of spiritual pride, and of other things exceeding-
ly contrary to true Christianity.? In like manner, in the
contemporaneous account of the revival of 1740-42, he
complains of nothing but of some disorders introduced
towards the close of the year 1742, from other congrega-
tions; whereas, in his letters written a few years later, he

! Life, p. 168. * Ibid. p. 465.



IN THE UNTTED STATES. 77

acknowledges that many things were wrong from the first.
This is, indeed, very natural. While in the midst of the
excitement, seeing and feeling much that he could not but
regard as the result of divine influence, he was led to
encourage many things which soon brought forth the bitter
fruits of disorder and corruption. His correspondence
affords abundant evidence how fully sensible he became of
the extent to which this revival was corrupted with false
religion. When his Scottish friends had informed him of the
religious excitement then prevailing in some parts of Hol-
land, he wrote to'Mr. Erskine, June 28, 1751, expressing
his anxiety that the people might be led to ¢ distinguish
betwreen true and false religion; between these experiences
which are from the saving influence of the Spirit of God,
and those which are from Satan, transformed into an angel
of light.”” He wished that they had the experience of the
church of God in: America, on this subjeet, as they would
need all the warning that could be given them. ¢ The
temptation,” he-adds, “to religious people in such a state
to countenarce the glaring, shining counterparts of religion;
without distinguishing them from the reality,”’ i3 so strong
that they can hardly be restrained from committirig the
mistake. In reference to the wish of the Dutch ministers
to have attestations of the permanently good effects of the
revivals in Scotland and America, he says, «I think it fit
they should knew the very truth in the case, and that things
should be represented neither' better nor worse than they
are. If they should be represented worse, it would give
encouragement to unreasonable opposers; if better, it mighs
prevent a most necessary cattion among the true filends of
the awakening. There are, undoubtedly, very many in-
stances'in New England, in the whole, of the perseverance
of such as were thought to have received the saving bene-
7‘
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fit of the late revivals of religion, and of their continuing to
walk in newness of life as becometh saints; instances which
are incontestable. But I believe the proportion here is not
so great as in Scotland. I cannot say that the greater por-
tion of the supposed converts give reason to suppose, by
their conversation, that they are true converts. The pro-
portion may, perhaps, be more truly represented by the
proportion of the blossoms on a tree which abide and come
to mature fruit, to the whole number of blossoms in the
spring.”’! In another letter, dated Nov. 23, 1752, he ex-
presses his conviction that there was a greater mixture of
evil with good in the revival in Holland, than the ministers
there supposed; that the consequences of not distinguish-
ing between true and false religion would prove worse than
they had any conception of. He then refers to the history
of the revival here, and adds that it is not to be expected
that ¢ the divines of Europe would lay very much weight
on the admonitions which they received from such an
obscure part of the werld.  Other parts of the church of
God must be taught as we have been, and when they see
and feel, then they will believe. Not that I apprehend
there is in any measure so much enthusiasm and disorder
mixed with the work in Holland, as was in many parts of
America, in the time of the last revival of religion here.”’ 3

These passages give a melancholy account of the results
of the great religious excitement now under consideration.
In the preceding estimate Edwards does not speak of
those who were merely awakened, or who were for a time
the subjects of serious impressions, but of those who were
regarded as converts. It is of these, he says, that only a
small portion proved to be genuine. If this be so, it cer-
tainly proves that, apart from the errors and disorders

1 Life, p. 459. s Ibid. p. 508.
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universally reprobated by the judicious friends of the revi-
val, there were serious mistakes committed by those friends
themselves. If it was difficult then, it must be much more
so now, to detect the causes of the spurious excitement
which then so extensively prevailed. Two of these causes,
however, are so obvious that they can hardly fail to attract
attention. These were laying too much stress on feelings
excited through the imagination, and allowing, and indeed
encouraging the free and loud manifestation of feeling
during public or social worship,

1t is one office of the imagination to recall and reconstruct
conceptions of any object which affects the senses. Itisby
this faculty that we form mental images, or lively concep-
tions of the objects of sense. It is to this power that
graphic descriptions of absent or imaginary scenes are
addressed; and it is by the agency of this faculty that
oratory, for the most part, exerts its power over the feelings.
That a very large portion of the emotions so strongly felt,
and so openly expressed during this revival, arose not from
spiritual apprehensions of divine truth, but from mere ima-
ginations or mental images, is evident from two sources;
first, from the descriptions given of the exercises themselves,
and secondly from the avowal of the propriety of this method
of exciting feeling in connexion with religious subjects.
Had we no definite information as to this point, the general
account of the effects of the preaching of Whitefield and
others, would satisfy us that, to a very great extent, the
results were to be attributed to no supernatural influence,
but to the natural power of oratory. There is no subject
so universally interesting as religion, and therefore there is
none which can be made the cause of such general and
powerful excitement; yet it cannot be doubted that had
Whitefield selected any worthy object of benevolence or
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patriotism, he would have produced a great commotion in

the public mind. When therefore he came to address men
“ana subject of infinite importance, of the deepest personal
concern, we need not be surprised at the effects which he
produced. The man who could thaw the icy propriety of
Bolingbroke; who could extort gold from Franklin, though
ammed with a determination to give only copper; or set
Hopkinson, for the time being, beside himself; might be
expected to control at will the passions of the young, the
ignorant, and the excitable. It is far from being denied
or questioned that his preaching was, to an extraordinary
degree, attended by a divine influence. That influence is
needed to. account for the repemtancs, faith, and holiness,
which were in:a. multitude of cases, the result of his minis-
trations. It is:not needed, however, to account for the loud
outcries, faintings, and bodily agitations, which attended
his course. These are sufficiently explained by his vivid
deseriptions of hell, of heaven, of Christ, and a future judg-
ment, addressed to congregated thousands of excited and
sympathizing hearers, accompanied by the most stirring
appeals to. the passions, and all delivered with consummate
skill of voice: and manmer. It was under such preaching;
the peéple, as he tells us, soon began to melt, to weep, to
cry out, and to faint. That a large part of these results
were to be attributed to natural causes, can hardly be
doubted; yet who could discriminate between what was
the work: of the-orator, and what was the work of the- Spirit
of God? Who could tell whether' the sorrow, the joy, and
the:love expressed and felt, were the' result'of lively ima-
ginations, or-of spiritual apprehensions of the truth? The
two classes of exercises: were' confounded; both passed for
genuine, until' bitter’ experience disclosed the mistake. It
is'evident that: Whitefield bad no opportunity of making
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any such discrimination; and that for the time at least, he
regarded all meltings, all sorrowing, and all joy, following
his fervid preaching as evidence of the divine presence. It
is not however these general accounts so much as the more
particular detail of the exercises of the subjects of this revi-
val, which shows how much of the feeling then prevalent,
was due to the imagination. Thus Edwards speaks of
those who had a lively picture in their minds of hell asa
dreadful furnace, of Christ as one of glorious majesty, and
of a sweet and gracious aspect, or as of one hanging on the
cross, and blood running from his wounds.! Great stress
was often laid upon these views of “an outward Christ,”
and upon the feelings resulting from such conceptions.
Though Edwards was from the beginning fully aware that
there was no true religion in such exercises;* and though
in his work on the Affections, written in 1746, he enters
largely on the danger of delusion from this source, it is
very evident that at this period he was not properly im-
pressed with a sense of guarding against this evil. Just
after stating how commonly such mental pictures were
cherished by the people, he adds, ¢surely such things will
not be wondered at by those who have observed, how any
strong affections about temporal matters, will excite lively
ideas and pictures of different things in the mind.”* In
his sermon on the distinguishing marks of a work of the
Spirit of God, he goes much further. He there says, ¢ Such
is our nature that we cannot think of things invisible with-
out some degree of imagination. I dare appeal to any
man of the greatest powers of mind, whether he is able to
fix his thoughts on God, or Christ, or the things of another

! Works, vol. 4. p. 55.
* See his account of the revival in 1734-5, written in 1736.
3 Works, vol. iv. p. 55.
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world without imaginary ideas attending his meditations.”?
By imaginary ideas, he means mental images, or pictures.
In the same connexion, he adds, the more engaged the
mind is, and the more intense the contemplation and affec-
tion, still the more lively and strong will the imaginary
idea ordinarily be.” Hence, he insists, «that it is no argu-
ment that a work is not a work of the Spirit of God, that
some who are the subjects of it, have been in a kind of
ecstacy, wherein they have been carried beyond them-
selves, and have had their minds transported in a train of
strong and pleasing imaginations, and a kind of visions, as
though they were rapt up even to heaven, and there saw
glorious sights.”$

It is not to be denied that there is a legitimate use of the
imagination in religion. The Bible often addresses itself
to this faculty. The descriptions which it gives of the
fature glory of the church, and of heaven itself, are little
else than a series of images; not that we should conceive
of the millennium as of a time when the lion and lamb shalt
feed together, or of heaven as a golden city, but that we
may have a more lively impression of the absence of all
destructive passions, when Christ shall reign on earth, and
that we may learn to think of heaven as a state of sur-
passing glory. In all such cases it is the thought which
the figure is meant to convey, and not the figure itself, that

+ Works, vol. iii. p. 567.

$ This is plain from his own account of them. In his work on the Affec-
tions, he says, “ All such things as we perceive by our five senses, seeing,
hearing, smelling, tasting, and feeling, are external things; and where a per-
son has an idea or image of any of these sorts of things, when they are not
there, and when he really does not see, hear, smell, taste, or feel them, that
is to have an imagination of them, and these ideas are imaginary ideas.”
P 236 of the Elizabethtown edition.

3 Works, vol. iii. p. 568.
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the mind rests upon in all truly religious exercises. When,
on the other hand, the mind fixes on the image, and not
upon the thought, and inflames itself with these imagina-
tions, the result is mere spurious excitement. So far then
as the imagination is used to render the thoughts which
the understanding forms of spiritual things, distinct and
vivid, so far may it minister to our religious improvement,
But whep it is made a mere chamber of imagery, in which
the soul alarms or delights itself with spectres, it becomes
the source of all manner of delusions.

It may still further be admitted, that images borrowed
from sensible objects, often mix with and disturb the truly
spiritual contemplations of the Christian, but this is very
different from teaching that we cannot think of God, or
Christ, or spiritual subjects, without some pictorial repre-
sentations of them. If such is the constitution of our nature
that we must have such imaginary ideas of God himself,
then we ought to have and to cherish them. But by the
definition, these ideas are-nothing but the reproduction and
varied combinations of past impressions on the senses. To
say, therefore, that we must have such ideas of God, is to
say that we must conceive of him and worship him under
some corporeal form, which is nothing but refined idolatry,
and is as much forbidden as the worship of stocks or stones.
It certainly needs no argument to show that we cannot
form any pictorial representation of a spirit, and least of all,
of God; or that such representations of Christ or heaven,
cannot be the source of any truly religious affections. What
have such mental images to do with the apprehension of the
evil of sin, of the beauty of holiness, of the mercy of God, of
the merits of Christ, or with any of these truths on which
the mind acts when under the influence of the Spirit of
God?
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From the accounts of this revival already quoted, from
the detail given of the experience of many of its subjects,
and especially from the arguments and apologies just
referred to, it is evident that one great source of the false
religion, which, it is admitted, then prevailed, was the
countenance given to these impressions on the imagination
and to the feelings thus excited. It was in vain to tell the
people they must distinguish between what was imaginary
and what was spiritual; that there was no religion in these
lively mental images, when they were at the same time
told that it was necessary they should have them, and that
the more intense the religious affection, the more vivid
would these pictures be. Under such instruction they
would strive to form such imaginations; they would doat
on them, inflame themselves with them, and consider the
vividness of the image, and the violence of the consequent
emotion, as the measure of their religious attainment,
How deeply sensible Edwards became of the evil which
actually arose from this source, may be learned from his
work on the Affections. When an “affection arises from
the imagination, and is built upon it, as its foundation,
instead of a spiritual illumination or discovery, then is the
affection, however elevated, worthless and vain.”’* And
in another place, he says, “ When the Spirit of God is pour-
ed out, to begin a glorious work, then the Old Serpent, as
fast as possible, and by all means, introduces this bastard
religion, and mingles it with the true; which has, from
time to time, brought all things into confusion. The per-
nicious consequence of it is not easily imagined or con-
ceived of, until we see and are amazed with the awful
effects of it, and the dismal desolation it has made, If the

revival of true religion be very great in its beginning, yet
! Religious Affections, p. 320,
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'if this bastard comes in, there is danger of its doing as
Gideon’s bastard, Abimelech, did, who never left until he
had slain all his threescore and ten true born sons, except-
ing one, that was forced to flee. The imagination or phan-
tasy, seems to be that wherein are formed all those delu-
sions of Satan, which those are carried away with, who
are under the influence of false religion, and counterfeit
graces and affections. Here is the devil’s grand lurking"
place, the very nest of foul and delusive spirits.”’ !

If Edwards, who was facile princeps among the friends
of this revival, could, during its early stages, fall into the
error of countenancing the delusions which he afterwards
so severely condemned, what could be expected of White-
field and others, who at this time, (dates must not be
neglected, a few years made a great difference both in per-
sons and things,) passed rapidly from place to place, neither
making nor being able to make, the least distinction be-
tween the effects of an excited imagination, and the exer-
cises of genuine religion. That they would test the expe-
rience of their converts by its fruits, is not denied, but that
they considered all the commotions which attended their
ministrations, as proofs of the Spirit’s presence, is evident
from their indiscriminate rejoicing over all such manifesta-
tions of feeling. These violent agitations produced through
the medium of the imagination, though sufficiently preva-
lent during the revival in this country, were perhaps still
more frequent in England, under the ministrations of Wes-
ley, and, combined with certain peculiarities of his system,
have given to the religion of the Methodists its peculiar,
and, so far as it is peculiar, its undesirable characteristic.

Another serious evil was the encouragement given to
loud outcries, fainting, and bodily agitations during the

! Religious Affections, p. 316.
8
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time of public worship. It is remarkable that these effects
of the excitement prevailed generally, not only in this coun- .
try, but also in Scotland and England. The fanatical por-
tion of the friends of the revival not only encouraged these
exhibitions, but regarded them as proofs of the presence
and power of the Spirit of God.? The more judicious
never went to this extreme, though most of them regarded
them with favour. This was the case with Whitefield,
Edwards, and Blair.

The manner in which Whitefield describes the scenes at
Nottingham and Fagg’s Manor, and others of a similar
character, shows that he did not disapprove of these agita-
tions. He says, he never saw a more glorious sight, than
when the people were fainting all round him, and crying
.out in such a manner as to drown his own voice. Edwards
took them decidedly under his protection. He not only
mentions, without the slightest indication of disapproba-
tion, that his church was often filled with outcries, faint-
ings, and convulsions, but takes great pains to vindicate the
revival from all objection on that account. Though such
effects were not, in his view, any decisive evidence of the
kind of influence by which they were produced, he con-
tended that it was easy to account for their being produced
by a “right influence and a proper sense of things.””® He
says, ministers are not to be blamed for speaking of these
things “as probable tokens of God’s presence, and argu-
ments of the success of preaching, because I think they are
so indeed. I confess that when I see a great outcry in a
congregation, I rejoice in it much more than merely in an
appearance of solemn attention, and a show of affection by
"weeping. To rejoice that the work: of God is carried on

! Fish's Sermons. Trumbull's History, vol. ii. p. 161. Chauncey's Sea-
sonable Thoughts, p. 78, 93. 2 Works, vol. iii. p. 563.
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calmly and without much ado, is in effect to rejoice that it
is carried on with less power, or that there is not so much
of the influence of God’s Spirit.’’! In the same connexion
he says, that when these outcries, faintings, and other
bodily effects attend the preaching of the truth, he did not
«scruple to speak of them, to rejoice in them, and bless
God for them,”” as probable tokens of his presence.

The Boston ministers, on the other hand, appear to have
disapproved of these things entirely, as they mention their
satisfaction that there had been little or nothing of such
“ blemishes of the work’> among their churches.? The
same view was taken of them by President Dickinson,
William Tennent, of Freehold, and many others.

That the fanatics, who regarded these bodily agitations
and outcries as evidences of conversion, committed a great
and dangerous mistake, need not be argued; and that
Edwards and others, who rejoiced over and encouraged
them, as probable tokens of the favour of God, fell into
an error scarcely less injurious to religion, will, at the
present day, bardly be questioned. That such effects fre-
quently attend religious excitements is no proof that they
proceed from a good source. They may owe their origin
to the corrupt, or at least merely natural feelings, which
always mingle, to a greater or less degree, with strong reli-
gious exercises. It is a matter of great practical impor-
tance to learn what is the true cause of these effects; to
ascertain whether they proceed from those feelings which
are produced by the Spirit of God, or from those which
arise from other sources. If the former, we ought to rejoice
over them; if the latter, they ought to be repressed and dis-
countenanced.

That such bodily agitations owe their origin not to any

1 Works, vol. iv. 169. 2 Christian History, vol. ii. p. 386.
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divine influence, but to natural causes, may be inferred
from the fact that these latter are adequate to their produc-
tion. They are not confined to those persons whose sub-
sequent conduct proves them to be the subjects of the grace
of God; but, to say the least, are quite as frequently expe-
rienced by those who know nothing of true religion. In-
stead, therefore, of being referred to those feelings which
are peculiar to the people of God, they may safely be refer-
red to those which are common to them and to unrenewed
men. Besides, such effects are not peculiar to what we
call revivals of religion; they have prevailed, in seasons of
general excitement, in all ages and in all parts of the world,
among pagans, papists, and every sect of fanatics which
has ever disgraced the Christian church. We are, there-
fore, not called upon to regard such things with much
favour, or to look upon them as probable tokens of the
presence of God. That the bodily agitations attendant on
revivals of religion are of the same nature, and attributable
to the same cause, as the convulsions of enthusiasts, is in
the highest degree probable, because they arise under the
same circumstances, are propagated by the same means,
and cured by the same treatment. They arise in seasons
of great, and especially of general excitement; they, in a
great majority of cases, affect the ignorant rather than the
enlightened, those in whom the imagination predominates
over the reason, and especially those who are of a nervous
temperament, rather than those of an opposite character.
These affections all propagate themselves by a kind of infec-
tion. This circumstance is characteristic of this whole class
of nervous diseases. Physicians enumerate among the
causes of epilepsy ¢ seeing a person in convulsions.”” This
fact was so well known, that the Romans made a law, that
if any one should be seized with epilepsy during the meet-
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ing of the comitia, the assembly should be immediately dis-
solved. This disease occurred so frequently in those excit-
ing meetings, and was propagated so rapidly, that it was
called the morbus comitialis. Among the enthusiasts who
frequented the tomb of the Abbe Paris, in the early part
of the last century, convulsions were of frequent occur-
rence, and never failed to prove infectious. During a reli-
gious celebration in the church of Saint Roch, at Paris, a
young lady was seized with convulsions, and within half
an hour between fifty and sixty were similarly affected.?
A multitude of facts of the same kind might be adduced.
Sometimes such affections became epidemic, spreading over
whole provinces. In the fifteenth century, a violent nerv-
ous disease, attended with convulsions, and other analo-
gous symptoms, extended over a great part of Germany,
especially affecting the inmates of the convents. In the
next century something of the same kind prevailed exten-
sively in the south of France. These affections were then
regarded as the result of demonaical possessions, and in
some instances, multitudes of poor creatures were put to
death as demoniacs, 2

The bodily agitations attending the revival, were in like
manner propagated by infection. On their first appearance
in Northampton, a few persons were seized at an evening
meeting, and while others looked on they soon became

! Dictionare des Sciences Médicales, Article Convulsionnaire. In this
same article it 1s stated, that a young woman affected with a spamnodic and
continwed hiccup, producing a noise very similar to the barking of a dog,
was placed in & hospital in the same room with four other fomale patients,
and in a few days they were all seized with the same nervous disease.

2 Marshal Villars says in his Memoires, “ Qu'il 2 va dans les Cevennes
une ville entiere dont toutes les femmes et les filles, sans exception, parals.
suient possédées du diable; elles trombisient et prophétisaiont publiquement
dans les rues,” &c. :

8‘
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similarly effected; even those who appear to have come
merely out of curiosity did not escape. The same thing
was observable at Nottingham, Fagg’s Manor, and other
places under the preaching of Whitefield. It was no less
obvious in Scotland. It was exceedingly rare for any one
to be thus affected in private; but in the public meetings
when one person was seized, others soon caught the infec-
tion. In England, where these affections were regarded at
least at first, by Wesley, as coming from God, and proofs
of his favour, they were very violent and spread with great
rapidity, seizing, at times, upon opposers as well as friends.
Thus on one occasion, it is stated, that a Quaker who was
present at one meeting, and inveighed against what he
called the dissimulation of these creatures, caught the con-
tagious emotion himself, and even while he was biting his
lips and knitting his brows, dropt down as if he had been
struck by lightning. ¢ The agony he was in,” says Wes-
ley, “was even terrible to behold; we besought God not
to lay folly to his charge, and he soon lifted up his head
and cried aloud, ‘now I know thou art a prophet of the
Lord’””! On another occasion, under the preaching of the
Rev. Mr. Berridge, a man who had been mocking and
mimicking others in their convulsions, was himself seized.
‘“He was,’’ says the narrator, *the most horrible human
figure I ever saw. His large wig and hair were coal-black,
his face distorted beyond all description. He roared inces-
santly, throwing and clapping his hands together with his
whole force. Some of his brother scoffers were calling for
horsewhips, till they saw him extended on his back at full
length; they then said he was dead; and indeed the only
sign of life was the working of his breast, and the distor-
tions of his facé, while the veins of his neck were swelled

! Southey's Life of Wealey, vol. i. p. 321.
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as if ready to burst. His agonies lasted some hours; then
his body and soul were eased.”! ¢« At another meeting,”
he says, «“a stranger who stood facing me, fell backward to
the wall, then forward on his knees, wringing his hands
and roaring like a bull. His face at first turned quite red,
then almost black. He rose and ran against the wall, till
Mr. Keeling and another held him. He screamed out,
¢Oh! what shall I do! what shall I do! oh, for one drop
of the blood of Christ!” As he spoke, God set his soul at
liberty; he knew his sins were blotted out; and the rap-
ture he was in, seemed too great for human nature to
bear.” «One woman tore up the ground with her hands,
filling them with dust and with the hard trodden grass, on .
which I saw her lie as one dead. Some continued long, as
if they were dead, but with a calm sweetness in their looks.
I saw one who lay two or three hours in the open air, and
being then carried into the house, continued insensible
another hour, as if actually dead. The first sign of life she
showed, was a rapture of praise intermixed with a small
joyous laughter.”* These accounts, however, must be
read in detail, in order to have any adequate conception of
the nature and extent of these dreadful nervous affections.
Wesley at one time regarded them as direct intimations of
approbation of God. Preaching at Newgate, he says, he
was led insensibly, and without any previous design, to
declare strongly and explicitly, that God willed all men to
be saved, and to pray that, if this was not the truth of God,
he would not suffer the blind to go out of the way; but if
it was, he would bear witness to his word. “Immediately
one and other sunk to the earth; they dropt on every side
as thunderstruck..”” «Inthe evening I was again pressed in
spirit to declare, that Christ gave himself a ransom for all.

" 1 Southey’s Life of Wesley, vol. ii. p. 238. 2 Ibid. vol. ii. p. 337.
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And almost before we called upon him to set to his seal, he
answered. One was so wounded by the sword of the
Spirit, that you would have imagined she could not live a
moment. But immediately his abundant kindness was
shown, and she loudly sang of his righteousness.’’ !

1 Southey’s Life of Wesley, vol. i. p. 219.—How Wesley viewed this sub-
ject at a somewhat later period, may be learned from the following extract.
“The danger was,™ says he, “to regard extraordinary circumstances too
much; such as outcries, convulsions, visions, trances, as if they were essen.
tial to the inward work, so that it could not go on without them. Perhaps
the danger is, to regard them too little; to condemn them altogether; to
imagine they had nothing of God in them, and were a hinderance to his
work; whereas the truth is, 1. God suddenly and strongly convinced many
that they were lost sinners; the natural consequences whereof were sadden
outcries, and strong bodily convulsions. 2. To strengthen and encourage
them that believed, and to make his work more apparent, he favoured
several of them with divine dreams; others with trances and visions. 3. In
some of these instances, after a time, nature mixed with grace. 4. Satan
likewise mimicked this work of God, in order to discredit the whole work;
and yet it is not wise to give up this part, any more than to give up the
whole. At first it was, doubtless, wholly from God; it is partly so at this
day; and He will enable us to discern how far in every case, the work is
pure, and when it mixes and degenerates. Let us even suppose, that in some
few cases, there was a mixture of dissimulation; that persons pretended to
see and feel what they did not, and imitated the cries and convulsive motions
of those who were really overpowered by the Spirit of God; yet even this
should not make us either undervalue or deny the real work of the Spirit.
The shadow is no disparagement of the substance, nor the counterfeit of the
real diamond.” Quoted by Southey, vol. ii. p. 242. Wesley seems to have
felt himself obliged to regard these agitations as springing from dissimula.
tion, from Satan’s influence, or from the 8pirit of God. The far more nataral
solution, that they were a nervous disease, common in all ages, during soa-
sons of excitement, he overlooks.

The Rev. Richard Watson, in his Life of Wesley, says very little on this
subject. He evidently took much the same view of the matter as that pre-
sented in the above extract. * Of the extraordinary circumstandes,” says he,
“which have usually accompanied such visitations, it may be said, that if
some should be resalved into purely natural causes, some into real enthu-
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The various bodily exercises which attended the Western
revivals in our own country, in the early part of the pre-
sent century, were of the same nature, and obeyed pre-
cisely the same laws. They began with what was called
the falling exercise; that is, the person affected would fall
on the ground helpless as an infant. This was soon suc-
ceeded, in many places, by a species of convulsions called
the jerks. Sometimes it would affect the whole body,
jerking it violently from place to place, regardless of all
obstacles; at others, a single limb would be thus agitated.
When the neck was attacked, the head would be thrown
backward and forwards with the most fearful rapidity.
There were various other forms in which this disease mani.
fested itself, such as whirling, rolling, running, and jumping.
These exercises were evidently involuntary. They were
highly infectious and spread rapidly from place to place;
often seizing on mere spectators, and even upon those who
abhorred and dreaded them. !

siasm, and (under favour of our philosophers,) others in satanic imitation, a
sufficient number will remain, which can only be explained by considering
them as results of a strong impression made upon the consciences and affec-
tions of men, by an influence ascertained to be divine by its unquestionable
effects upon the heart and life. Nor is it either irrational or unscriptural to
suppose, that times of great national darkness and depravity, the case cer.
tainly of this country at the outset of Wesley and his colleagues in their
glorious career, should require a strong remedy; and that the attention of
a sleeping people should be roused by circumstances, which could not fail to
be noticed by the most unthinking.”—Life of Wesley by Richard Watson,
p-28. :

1 Biblical Repertory, 1834, p. 351.—An intelligent physician, who had
many opportunities of personal observation, gives the following account of
these singular exercises. * Different persons are variously affected. Some
rise to their feet and spin round like a top; while others dance till they fall
down exhausted. Some throw back thoir heads with convalsive laughter,
while others, drowned in tears, break forth in sighs and lamentations. Some
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Another characteristic of these affections, whether occur-
ring among pagans, papists, or protestants, and which goes
to prove their identity, is, that they all yield to the same
treatment. As they arise from impressions on the nervous
system through the imagination, the remedy is addressed
to the imagination. It consists in removing the exciting
causes, that is, withdrawing the patient from the scenes
and contemplations which produced the disease; or in ma-
king a strong counter impression, either through fear, shame,
or sense of duty. The possessions, as they were called,
in the south of France, were put a stop to by the wisdom
and firmness of certain bishops, who insisted on the sepa-
ration and seclusion of all the affected. On another occa-
sion, a strange nervous agitation, which had for some time,
to the great scandal of religion, seized periodically on all
the members of a convent, was arested by the magistrates
bringing up a company of soldiers, and threatening with
severe punishment, the first who should manifest the least
symptom of the affection.! The same method has often
been successfully resorted to.? In like manner the convul-

fall from their seats in a state of insensibility, and lie for hours without con-
sciousness; while others are affected with violent convulsions resembling
epilepsy. During the convulsive paroxysm, recollection and sensation are
but little impaired; a slight stapor generally supervenes. The animal fane-
tions are not much interrupted ; the pulse is natural; the temperature is that
of health throughout the paroxysm. After it has subsided there is a soreness
of the muscles, and a slight pain in the head, which soon pass away.”

1 Dictionaire des Sciences Médicales. Article Convulsionnaire.

2 Jt was by an appeal to the principle of shame that the frequent suicides
among the young women of Miletus were prevented. Under the influence
of an epidemic alienation, according to Plutarch, the young females hung
themselves in great numbers; but when the magistrates threatcned the dis-
graceful exposure of the body of the next felo de se, the epidemic was
arrested. A similar alienation, which had seized the women in a portion of
the department of Simplon, was cured by a strong appeal to their moral sense

and religious feelings.
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sions attending revivals have been prevented or arrested,
by producing the conviction that they were wrong or dis-
graceful. They hardly ever appeared, or at least continued
where they were not approved and encouraged. In North-
ampton, where Edwards rejoiced over them, they were
abundant; in Boston, where they were regarded as ¢ blem-
ishes,’”” they had nothing of them. In Sutton, Massachu-
setts, they were “cautiously guarded against,’”” and copse-
quently never appeared, except among strangers from other
congregations.’ Only two or three cases occurred in Eliza-
bethtown, under President Dickinson, who considered them
as “irregular heats,”’ and those few were speedily regulated.
There was nothing of the kind at Freehold, where William
Tennent set his face against all such manifestations of
enthusiasm. On the other hand, they followed Davenport
and other fanatical preachers, almost wherever they went.
In Scotland they were less encouraged than they were here,
and consequently prevailed less. In England, where Wes-
ley regarded them as certainly from God, they were fearful
both as to frequency and violence. The same thing was
observed with regard to the agitations attending the Wes-
tern revivals. The physician already quoted, says: «Re-
straint often prevents a paroxysm. For example, persons
always attacked by this affection in churches where it is
encouraged, will be perfectly calm in churches were it is
discouraged, however affecting may be the service, and
however great the mental excitement.””* It is also worthy

1 Christian History, vol. ii. p. 168.

2 The characteristic now under consideration did not escape the accurate
obscrvation of Edwards, though it failed to disclose to him the true nature of
these nervous agitations. “It is evident,” be says, “from experience, that
custom has a strange influence in these things. If some person conducts
them, that much countenances and encourages such manifestations of great
affections, they naturally and insensibly prevail, and grow by degrees una-
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of consideration that these bodily affections are of frequent
occurrence at the present day, among those who continue
to desire and encourage them.

It appears then, that these nervous agitations are of fre-
quent occurrence in all times of strong excitement. It
matters little whether the excitement arise from superstition,
fanaticism, or from the preaching of the truth. If the ima-
gination be strongly affected, the nervous system is very
apt to be deranged, and outcries, faintings, convulsions,
and other hysterical symptoms are the consequence. That
these effects are of the same nature, whatever may be the
remote cause, is plain, because the phenomena are the
same; the apparent circumstances of their origin the same;
they all have the same infectious nature, and are all cured
by the same means. They are, therefore, but different
forms of the same disease; and, whether they occur in a
convent or a camp-meeting, they are no more a token of
the divine favour than hysteria or epilepsy.

It may still be said, that although they do sometimes
arise from other causes, they may be produced by genuine
religious feeling. This, however, never can be proved.
The fact that undoubted Christians experience these effects,
is no proof that they flow from a good source; because
there is always a corrupt mixture in the exercises of the
most spiritual men. These affections may, therefore, flow
from the concomitants of genuine religious feelings, and
not from those feelings themselves. And that they do in
fact flow from that source, may be assumed, because in

voidable; but aflerwards when they come under another kind of conduct,
the manner of external appearances will strongly alter. It is manifest that
example and custom have some way or other a secret and unsearchable influ-
ence upon those actions which are involuntary, in different places, and in the
same place at different times.”—Thoughts on the Revival. Works, vol. iv.
p- 233,
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other cases, they certainly have that origin; and because all
the known effects of true religious feelings are of a different
character. Those apprehensions of truth which arise from
divine illumination, do not affect the imagination, but the
moral emotions, which are very different in their nature
and effects from the feelings produced by a heated fancy.
This view of the subject is greatly confirmed by the consi-
deration, that there is nothing in the Bible to lead us to
regard these bodily affections as the legitimate effects of
religious feeling. No such results followed the preaching
of Christ, or his apostles. We hear of no general outcries,
faintings, convulsions, or ravings in the assemblies which
they addressed. The scriptural examples cited by the apo-
logists of these exhibitions are so entirely inapplicable, as
to be of themselves sufficient to show how little countenance
is to be derived from the Bible for such irregularities.
Reference is made, for example, to the case of the jailer at
Philippi, who fell down at the apostles’ feet; to Acts ii.
37, (“Now when they heard this, they were pricked in
their heart, and said, Men and brethren, what shall we
do?*’) and to the conversion of Paul. It is, however, too
obvious to need remark, that in no one of these cases was
either the effect produced, or the circumstances attending
its production, analogous to the hysterical convulsions and
outcries now under consideration.

The testimony of the Scriptures is not merely negative
on this subject. Their authority is directly opposed to all
such disorders. They direct that all things should be done
decently and in order. They teach us that God is not the
God of confusion, but of peace, in all the churches of the
saints. These passages have particular reference to the
‘manner of conducting public worship. They forbid every
thing which is inconsistent with order, solemnity, and de-

' 9



o8 PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH

vout attention. It is evident that loud outcries and convul-
sions are inconsistent with these things, and therefore ought
to be discouraged. They cannot come from God, for he
is not the author of confusion. The apology made in
Corinth for the disorders which Paul condemned, was pre-
cisely the same as that urged in defence of these bodily
agitations. We ought not to resist the Spirit of God, said
the Corinthians; and so said all those who encouraged
these convulsions. Paul’s answer was, that no influence
which comes from God destroys our self-control. ¢ The
spirits of the prophets are subject to the prophets.” Even
in the case of direct inspiration and revelation, the mode of
communication was in harmony with our rational nature,
and left our powers under the control of reason and the
will. The man, therefore, who felt the divine afflatus had
no right to give way to it, under circumstances which
would produce noise and confusion. The prophets of God
were not like the raving Pythoness of the heathen temples;
nor are the saints of God converted into whirling dervishes
by any influence of which he is the author. There can be
little doubt that Paul would have severely reprobated such
scenes as frequently oocurred during the revival of which’
we are speaking. He would have said to the people sub-
stantially, what he said to the Corinthians. If any unbe-
liever or ignorant man come to your assemblies, and hears
one shouting in ecstacy, another howling in anguish; if he
see some falling, some jumping, some lying in convulsions,
others in trances, will he not say, ye are mad? But if your
exercises are free from confusion, and your discourses ad-
dressed to the reason, so as to convince and reprove, he
will confess that God is among you of a truth.

Experience, no less than Scripture, has set the seal of
reprobation upon these bodily agitations. If they are of
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the nature of an infectious nervous disease, it is as mueh
an act of infatuation to encourage them, as to endeavour
to spread epilepsy over the land. It is easy to excite such
things, but when excited, it is very difficult to suppress
them, or to arrest their progress; and they have never pre-
vailed without the most serious mischief. They bring dis-
credit upon religion, they give great advantage to infidels
and gainsayers, and they facilitate the progress of fanati-
cism. When sanctioned, the people delight in them, as
they do in all strong excitement. The multitude of spuri-
ous conversions, the prevalence of false religion, the rapid
progress of fanaticism, and the consequent permanent de-
clension of religion, immediately after the great revival,
are probably to be attributed to the favour shown to these
bodily agitations, as much as to any one cause.

Besides the errors above specified, which were sanction-
ed by many of the best friends of the revival, there were
others, which, though reprobated by the more judicious,
became, through the patronage of the more ardent, prolific
sources of evil. There was from the first a strong leaven
of enthusiasm, manifesting itself in the regard paid to im-
pulses, inspirations, visions, and the pretended power of dis-
cerning spirits. This was decidedly opposed by Edwards, !
by the Boston clergy, by Tennent,and many others. White- .
field, on the contrary, was, especially in the early part of
his career, deeply infected with thisleaven. When he visit-
ed Northampton, in 1740, Edwards endeavoured to con-
vinece him of the dangerous tendency of this enthusiastic
spirit, but without much success.* He had such an idea of
what the Scriptures mean by the guidance of the Spirit, as
to suppose that by suggestions, impressions, or sudden recol-

! Thoughts on the Revival, Works, vel. iv. p. 180.
t Life of Edwards, p. 147.
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lection of texts of the Bible, the Christian’s duty was divine-
ly revealed, even as to the minutest circumstance, and that
at times even future events were thus made known. On
the strength of such an impression he did not hesitate pub-
licly to declare that his unborn child would prove to be a
son.! “An unaccountable but very strong impression,”
that he should preach the gospel, was regarded as a reve-
lation of the purpose of God respecting him.? The ques-
tion whether he should return to England was settled to
his satisfaction, by the occurrence to his mind of the pas-
sage, When Jesus was returned, the people gladly received
him.® These few examples are enough to illustrate the
point in hand.

In Whitefield there was much to counteract the operation
of this spirit, which in others produced its legitimate effects.
When Davenport was asked by the Boston ministers the
reason of any of his acts, his common reply was, God com-
manded me. When asked whether he was inspired, he
answered, they might call it inspiration, or what they
pleased. Theman who attended him he called his armour-
bearer, because he was led to take him as a follower, by
opening on the story of Jonathan and his armour-bearer.
He considered it also as revealed, that he should convert
as many persons at a certain place, as Jonathan and his
armour-bearer slew of the Philistines. 4

This was only one of the forms in which this spirit mani-
fested itself. Those under its influence pretended to a
power of discerning spirits, of deciding at once who was
and who was not converted; they professed a perfect assu-

1 Gillies’ Life of Whitefield, p. 63.

2 Whitefield’s account of his own Life, p. 11.
3 Journal from Savannah to England, p. 28.
4 Chauncy's Seasonable Thoughts, p. 196—8.
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rance of the favour of God, founded not upon scriptural
evidence, but inward suggestion. It is plain, that when
men thus give themselves up to the guidance of secret
impressions, and attribute divine authority to suggestions,
impuises, and casual occurrences, there is no extreme of
error or folly to which they may not be led. They are
beyond the control of reason or the word of God. They
have a more direct and authoritative communication of the
divine will than can be made by any external and general
revelation. They of course act as if inspired and infallible.
They are eommonly filled with spiritual pride, and with a
bitter denunciatory spirit. All these results were soon
manifested to a lamentable extent during this revival. If
an honest man doubted his conversion, he was declared
unconverted. If any one was filled with great joy, he was
pronounced a child of God. These enthusiasts paid great
regard to visions and trances, and would pretend in them
to have seen heaven or hell, and particular persons in the
one or the other. They paid more attention to inward
impressions than to the word of God. They laid great
stress on views of an outward Christ, as on a throne, or
upon the cross. If they did not feel a minister’s preaching
they maintained he was unconverted, or legal. They
made light of all meetings in which there was no external
commotion. They had a remarkable haughtiness and self-
sufficiency, and a fierce and bitter spirit of zeal and cen-
soriousness. !

The origin and progress of this fanatical spirit is one of
the most instructive portions of the history of this period.
In 1726, a religious excitement commenced in New Mil-
ford, Connecticut, which was at first. of a prowmising cha-
racter, but was soon perverted. Its subjects opened a

! Trumbull’s History, vol. ii. p. 169; whose account is here abridged.
o*
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communication with the enthusiasts of Rhodé Island, and
began to speak slightly of the Bible, especially of the Psalms
of David, and to condemn the ministers of the gospel and
civil magistrates. They organized themselves into a sepa-
rate society, and appointed officers not only to conduct
their meetings, but to regulate their dress. They made assu-
rance essential to faith; they undervalued human learning,
and despised the ordinances of baptism and the Lord’s
supper. They laid claim to sinless perfection, and pro-
claimed that the standing ministers were unfit to preach,
and that the people ought to leave them.! One of the
leaders of this company was a man named Ferris, who
entered Yale College in 1729. A contemporary writer says
of this gentleman, He told me he was certain not one in
ten of the communicants in the church in New Haven
could be saved; that he should have a higher seat in
heaven than Moses; that he knew the will of God in all
things, and had not committed any sin for six years. He
had a proud and haughty spirit, and appeared greatly
desirous of applause. He obtained a great ascendency
over certain of the students, especially Davenport, Whee-
lock, and Pomeroy, who lived with him most familiarly.
He remained in college until 1732, and then returned to
New Milford. He ultimately became a Quaker preacher.?

Such was the origin of that enthusiastical and fanatical
spirit, which swept over the New England churches.
Messrs. Wheelock and Pomeroy seem soon to have escaped
from its influence; but Davenport remained long under its
power, and was the cause of incalculable mischief. He
was settled as pastor of the church in SButhhold, Long

1 Letter of the Rev. D. Boardman, pastor of the church at New Milford,
dated, 1742, and printed in Chancy’s Seasonable Thoughts, p. 202.
2 Chauncy, p. 2129—15.
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Island. In March, 1740, he became satisfied that God had
revealed to him that his kingdom was coming with great
power, and that he had an extraordinary call to labour for
its advancement. He assembled his people on one occa-
sion, and addressed them, continuously, for nearly twenty-
four hours; until he became quite wild.? After continuing
for some time his exciting labours in his own neighbour-
hood, he passed over into Connecticut. The best and most
favourable account of his erratic course, is given by the
Rev. Mr. Fish,* who knew him intimately. The substance
of this account, given nearly in the language of its author,
is as follows. The good things about him, says this writer,
were, that he was a fast friend of the doctrines of grace;
fully declaring the total depravity, the deplorable wretch-
edness and danger, and utter inability of men by the fall.
He preached with great earnestness the doctrines of man’s
dependance on the sovereign mercy of God; of regenera-
tion; of justification by faith, &c. The things that were
evidently and dreadfully wrong about him were, that he
not only gave full liberty to noise and outcries, but pro-
moted them with all his power. When these things pre-
vailed among the people, accompanied with bodily agita-
tions, the good man pronounced them tokens of the presence
of God. Those who passed immediately from great dis-
tress to great joy, he declared, after asking them a few
questions, to be converts; though numbers of such converts,
in a short time, returned to their old way of living, and
were as carnal, wicked, and void of experience, as ever
they were. He was a great favourer of visions, trances,
imaginations, and powerful impressions in others, and
made such inward feelings the rule of his own conduct in
many respects. He greatly encouraged lay exhorters, who

1 , P 189, 3 Sermons, p. 116. -
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were soon, in many cases, preferred by the people to the
letter-learned rabbies, scribes, pharisees, and unconverted
ministers, phrases which the good man would frequently
use with such peculiar marks not only of odium, but of
indication as served to destroy the confidence of the people
in their ministers. The worst thing, however, was his bold
and daring enterprise of going through the country to exa-
mine all the ministers in private, and then publicly declare
his judgment of their spiritual state. This he did wherever
he could be admitted to examine them. Some that he
examined, (though for aught that appeared as godly as
himself,) were pronounced in his public prayer, immedi-
ately after the examination, to be unconverted. Those
who refused to be examined, were sure to suffer the same
fate. By this tremendous step many people, relying on
his judgment, were assured they had unconverted minis-
ters; others became jealous of their pastors; and all were
told by this wild man, that they had as good eat ratsbane
as hear an unconverted minister. In his zeal to destroy
idolatry, that is, pride in dress, he prevailed upon a number
of his followers in New London, to cast into a fire, pre-
pared for the purpose, each his idol. Whereupon some
article of dress, or some ornament was by each stripped off
and committed to the flames. In like zeal to root out
heresy, a number of religious books, some of them of real
excellence, were cast into the fire.?! :

1 Among the books thus consumed were Beveridge's Thoughts on Reli-
gion; part of Flavel’s works; one piece of Dr. Increase Mather’s, one of Dr.
Colman’s, &c. &c. Another contemporary gives us an illustration of his
manner in the following accpunt. On one oocasion having made a fervent
addrees, “ he called all the distressed into the foremost seats. He then.came
out of the pulpit and stripped off his upper garments, got up an the seats, and
leapt up and down for some time, and clapt his hands, and cried out in these
words: The war-goes on; tho fight goes on; the devil goes down, the devil
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When he visited Saybrook in August, 1741, he requested
Mr. Hart to grant him the use of his pulpit. Mr. Hart
replied, that he wished to know before he could decide on
his application, whether he had denounced many of his
fathers and brethren in the ministry as unconverted. He
said he had, and that his object was the purification of the
church, and that he freely urged the people not to attend
the ministry of those whom he had thus judged. The
pulpit was of course refused him. He then rose and calling
to his adherents, said, Come let us go forth without the
camp, after the Lord Jesus, bearing his reproach. Oh this
is pleasant to suffer reproach for the blessed Jesus, sweet
Jesus!* How true to nature this is! The man who was
going about the country denouncing ministers, and over-
turning congregations, complains of persecution, because a
pastor shats his pulpit against him.

Mr. Davenport went to Boston in June, 1742. He
attended the morning service upon the Sabbath, but in the
afternoon absented himself «from an apprehension of the
minister’s being unconverted, which,”” says Mr. Prince,
¢ greatly alarmed us.’”> The following day the ministers
had a friendly conference with him, which led to their pub-
lishing a declaration testifying against his depending on
impulses, his condemning ministers, his going through the
streets singing, and his encouraging lay exhorters. This
declaration was signed by fourteen ministers of Boston and
Charlestown. Mr. Davenport then denounced the pastors,
naming some as unconverted, and representing the rest as
Jehoshaphat in Ahab’s army, and exhorting the people to

goes down. And he took himself to stamping and screaming moet dread-
fally.” Chauncy, p. 99.

8 Chauncy, p. 154, where the sccount of this interview signed by Mr.
Hart and four other persons, is given at length.
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separate from them, This, adds Mr. Prince, put an effec-
tual stap to the revival.?

The same year he was arrested and taken before the
legislature of Connecticut, on the charge of disorderly con-
duct. The assembly judged that although his conduct had
a tendenoy to disturb the peace, yet as « the said Daven-
port was under the influence of enthusiastical impressions
and impulses, and thereby disordered in the rational facul-
ties of his mind, he is rather to be pitied and compassion-
ated, than to be treated as otherwise he might be.”” They
therefore ordered that he should be transported out of the
colony, and handed over to his friends. The solution here
given of Davenport’s conduet is certainly the most charita-
ble. That any young man should go about the country to
examine grey-headed ministers on their experience, de-
nouncing such as would not submit to his inquisition;
declaring some of the best men in the church to be uncon-
verted; exhorting the people to desert their ministry; mak-
ing religion to consist in noisy excitement, and trampling
on order and decency in the house of God, can only be
accounted for on the assumption of insanity or wickedness.
Davenport’s subsequent retractions, his altered conduct,
and the judgment of his contemporaries, are all in favour of
the former solution.

After having pursued his disorderly and destructive
course for a number of years, he was convinced of his
errors, and published a confession, in which he acknow-
ledged that he had been influenced by a false spirit in judg-
ing ministers; in exhorting their people to forsake their
ministry; in making impulses a rule of conduct; in encou-
raging lay exhorters; and in disorderly singing in the
streets. He speaks of the burning the books and clothes at

! Christian History, vol. ii. p. 407—S.
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New London, as matter for deep and lasting humiliation,
and prays that God would guard him from such errors in
future, and stop the progress of those who had been cor-
rupted by his word and example.! This latter petition
was not granted. He found it easy to kindle the flame of
fanaticism, but impossible to quench it. * When he came,”
says Mr. Fish, «to Stonington, after his recantation, it was
with such a mild, pleasant, meek, and humble spirit, broken
and contrite, as I scarce ever saw exceeded or equalled.
He not only owned his fault in private, and in a most
Christian manner asked forgiveness of some ministers whom
he had before treated amiss, but in a large assembly made
a public recantation of his errors and mistakes.”* This
same writer informs us, however, that those who were
ready to adore him in the time of his false zeal, now
denounced him as dead, as having joined with the world
and camal ministers. The work of disorder and division,
therefore, went on, little hindered by Mr. Davenport’s
repentance; and the evils continue to this day. Davenport
afterwards removed to New Jersey, and settled at Penning-
ton, within the bounds of the presbytery of New Bruns-
wick. His remains lie in a grave-yard attached to a small
church, long since in ruins.

The censorious spirit, which so extensively prevailed at
this period, was another of those fountains of bitter waters,
which destroyed the health and vigour of the church.
That it should characterise such acknowledged fanatics as
Davenport and his associates, is what might be expected.
It was, however, the reproach and sin of far better men.
Edwards stigmatises it, as the worst disease which attend~
ed the revival, “ the most contrary to the spirit and rules of

1 Christian History, No. 82, 83, Gillies, vol. ii. p. 180.
8 Sermons quoted &bove.
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Christianity, and of the worst consequences.””! The evil
in question consists in regarding and treating, on insuffi-
cient grounds, those who profess to be Christians, as though
they were hypocrites. The only adequate ground for pub-
licly discrediting such profession, is the denial of those doc-
trines which the Bible teaches us are essential to true reli-
gion, or a course of conduct incompatible with the Chris-
tian character. There are, indeed, cases where there is no
want of orthodoxy, and no irregularity of conduct, in which
we cannot avoid painful misgivings. But such misgivings
are no sufficient ground on which to found either public
declarations, or public treatment of those who may be the
object of them. Does any one dare, on any such ground,
to declare a man of reputable character a thief, or a drunk-
ard, or-to surmise away the honour of a virtuous woman?
Such conduct is not only a sin against God, but a penal
offence against society. Yet in no such case is the pain
inflicted, or the mischief occasioned, comparable to what
arises from taking from a minister his character for piety,
and teaching the people to regard him as a hypocrite.
This is often done, however, with heartless unconcern. It
was by the dreadful prevalence of this habit of censorious
judging during the revival, that the confidence of the peo-
ple in their pastors was destroyed, their usefulness arrested,
their congregations divided, and the fire-brands of jealousy
and malice cast into every society, and almost into every
household. It was this, more than any thing else, that pro-
duced that conflagration in which the graces, the peace,
and union of the church were consumed. Though this
censorious spirit prevailed most among those who had the
least reason to think themselves better than others, it was
to a lamentable degree the failing of really good men.

1 Works, vol. iv. p. 238.
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It is impossible to open the journals of Whitefield with-
out being painfully struck, on the one hand with the fami-
liar confidence with which he speaks of his own religious
experience, and on the other with the carelessness with
which he pronounces others to be godly or graceless, on
the slightest acquaintance or report. Had these journals
been the private record of his feelings and opinions, this
conduct would be hard to excuse; but as they were intended
for the public, and actually given to the world almost as
soon as written, it constitutes a far more serious offence.
Thus he tells us, he called on a clergyman, (giving the initials
of his name, which, under the circumstances completely
identified him,) and was kindly received, but found ¢ he
had no experimental knowledge of the new birth.”” Such
intimations are slipped off, as though they were matters of
indifference. On equally slight grounds he passed judg-
ment on whole classes of men. After his rapid journey
through New England, he published to the world his appre-
hension “lest many, nay most that preach do not experi-
mentally know Christ.”’* After being six days in Boston,
he recorded his opinion, derived from what he heard, that
the state of Cambridge college for piety and true godliness,
was not better than that of the English universities, * which
he elsewhere says, “ were sunk into mere seminaries of
paganism, Christ or Christianity being scarce so much as
named among them.” Of Yale he pronounces the same
judgment, saying of it and Harvard, “ their light is now
become darkness, darkness that may be felt.” A vindica-
tion of Harvard was written by the Rev. Edward Wiggles-
worth, a man “ so conspicuous for his talents, and so exem-
plary for every Christian virtue,”” that he was unanimously
appointed the first Hollis professor of divinity in the college.

! New England Journal, p. 95. $ Ibid. p. 12
10
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The president of Yale, at that time, was the Rev. Dr. Clap,
an orthodox and learned man, «exemplary for piety,”” and
zealous for the truth.! Whitefield was much in the habit
of speaking of ministers as being unconverted, so that the
consequence was, that in a country where «the preaching
and conversation of far the bigger part of the ministers were
undeniably as became the gospel, such a spirit of jealousy
and evil surmising was raised by the influence and exam
ple of a young foreigner, that perhaps there was not a sin-
gle town,” either in Massachusetts or Connecticut, in which
many of the people were not so prejudiced against their
pastors, as to be rendered very unlikely to be benefitted by
them.* Thisis the testimony of men who had received
Mr. Whitefield, on his first visit, with open arms. They
add, that the effect of his preaching, and of that of Mr.
Tennent, was, that before he left New England, ministers
were commonly spoken of as pharisees and unconverted. 3
The fact is, Whitefield had, in England, got into the habit
of taking it for granted, that every minister was unconvert-
ed, unless he had special evidence to the contrary. This
is not to be wondered at, since, according to all contempo-
raneous accounts, the great majority of the episcopal clergy
of that day, did not profess to hold the doctrines of grace,
nor to believe in what Whitefield considered experimental
religion. There was, therefore, no great harm in taking
for granted that men had not, what they did not profess to
have. When, however, he came to New England, where
the great majority of the ministers still continued to profess
the faith of their fathers, and laid claim to the character of
experimental Christians in Whitefield’s own sense of the

1 Allen’s American Biographical Dictionary.

2 Letter to the Rev. George Whitefield by Edward Wigglesworth, in the
name of the faculty of Harvard College, 1745. 3 Ibid. p. 60.
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term, it was a great injustice to proceed on the assumption
that these claims were false, and take it for granted that all
were graceless who had not to him exhibited evidence to
the contrary.

The same excuse cannot be made for Mr. Tennent; and
as his character was more impetuous, so his censures were
more sweeping and his denunciations more terrible than
those of Whitefield. It has been already mentioned, that
in 1740, he read a paper before the synod of Philadelphia,
to prove that many of his brethren were ¢rotten-hearted
hypocrites;’’ assigning reasons for that belief, which would
not have justified the exclusion of any private member
from the communion of the church. About the same time
he published his famous sermon on an unconverted minis-
try, which is one of the most terrible pieces of denunciation
in the English language. The picture there drawn, he
afterwards very clearly intimated, (what was indeed never
doubted,) was intended for a large portion of his own minis-
terial brethren. As, however, this conduct was one of the
main causes of the schism in the Presbyterian Church,
which occurred in 1741, it will more properly come under
consideration in the following chapter.

The great sinfulness of this censorious spirit, and his
own offences in this respect, Mr. Tennent afterwards very
penitently acknowledged. In a letter to President Dick-
inson, dated February 12, 1742, he says, “I have had
many afflicting thoughts about the debates which have
subsisted for some time in our synod. I would to God the
breach were healed, were it the will of the Almighty. As
for my own part, wherein I have mismanaged in doing
what 1 did, I do look upon it to be my duty, and should
be willing to acknowledge it in the openest manner. I
cannot justify the excessive heat of temper which has
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sometime appeared in my conduct. I have been of late,
(since I returned from New England,) visited with much
spiritual desertion and distresses of various kinds, coming
in a thick and almost continual succession, which have
given me a greater discovery of myself, than I think I ever
had before. These things, with the trial of the Moravians,
have given me a clear view of the danger of every thing
which tends to enthusiasm and division in the wisible
church. I think that while the enthusiastical Moravians,
and Long-Beards, or Pietists, are uniting their bodies, (no
doubt to increase their strength and render themselves more
considerable,) it is a shame that the ministers, who are in
the main of sound principles of religion, should be divided
and quarrelling. Alas, for it, my soul is sick for these
things. I wish that some scriptural healing methods could
be fallen upon to put an end to these confusions. Some
time since I felt a disposition to fall upon my knees, if I
had opportunity, to entreat them to be at peace. I add no
more at present, but humble and hearty salutations; and
remain with all due honor and respect, your poor worthless
brother in the gospel ministry.

“«P. S. I break open the letter myself, to add my
thoughts about some extraordinary things in Mr. Daven-
port’s conduct. As to his making his judgment about the
internal state of persons, or their experience, a term of
church fellowship, I believe it is unscriptural, and of
awful tendency to rend and tear the church. It is bot-
tomed upon a false base, viz: That a certain and infallible
knowledge of the good estate of men is attainable in this
life, from their experience. The practice is schismatical,
inasmuch as it sets up a new term of communion which
Christ has not fixed.

«The late method of setting up separate meetings upon
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the supposed unregeneracy of pastors of places, is enthusi-
astical, proud, and schismatical. All that fear God ought
to oppose it, as a most dangerous engine to bring the
churches into the most damnable errors and confusions.
The practice is built upon a two-fold false hypothesis, viz:
Infallibility of knowledge, and that unconverted ministers
will be used as instruments of no good to the church.

“The practice of openly exposing ministers who are
supposed to be unconverted, in public discourse, by parti-
cular application of such times and places, serves only to
provoke them, instead of doing them any good, and to
declare our own arrogance. It is an unprecedented, divi-
sial, and pernicious practice. It is lording it over our
brethren to a degree superior to what any prelate has pre-
tended since the coming of Christ, so far as I know, the
pope only excepted; though I really do not remember to
have read that the pope went on at this rate.

“ The sending out of unlearned men to teach others, upon
the supposition of their piety, in ordinary cases, seems to
bring the ministry into contempt; to cherish enthusiasm,
and bring all into confusion. Whatever fair face it may
have, it is a most perverse practice. The practice of singing
in the streets is a piece of weakness and enthusiastical
ostentation.

“I wish you success, dear Sir, in your journey; my soul
is grieved for such enthusiastical fooleries. They portend
much mischief to the poor church of God, if they be not
seasonably checked. May your labours be blessed for that
end. I must also express my abhorrence of all pretence to
immediate inspiration, or following immediate impulses, as
an enthusiastical perilous ignis fatuus.”’ !

1 The above letter was printed in the Pennsylvania Gazette, August 13,

1742; and transcribed into Mr. Hazard's MSS.
10*
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A few years later, when the evils arising from the rash
denunciation of professing Christians and ministers had
become more apparent, Mr. Tennent protested against it in
the strongest terms. It is cruel and censorious judging,”
he says, “to condemn the state of those we know not, and
to condemn positively and openly the spiritual state of such
as are sound in fundamental doctrines, and regular in life.
The way to obtain quickening grace is the path of duty,
and not the scandalous practice of that God-provoking,
church-rending iniquity, rash judging. This may quicken
indeed, but not to any thing good, but to backbiting, slan-
dering, wrath, and malignity, and all manner of mischief.
Oh that a gracious God would open the eyes of the chil-
dren of men, to see the inexpressible baseness and horrors
of this detestable impiety, which is pregnant with innume-
rable evils.”! He even denies the right of any man to
judge of the spiritual state of others on the ground of their
inward experience, or to make such judgment the ground
of his public conduct towards them. ¢ The terms of Chris-
tian fellowship,” he says, «“ which God has fixed, are sound-
ness in the main doctrines of religion, and a regular life. I
know of no passage of the Bible that proves converting
grace, or the church’s judgment of it, to be a term of Chris-
tian communion, of divine appointment.””* And in another
place, he says, «I desire to know where Almighty God has
given any of the children of men the right to inspect into
the spiritual experiences of others, so as to make our judg-
ment of them, abstract from their dectrine and life, the
ground of our opinion concerning the state of their souls,
and of our public conduct towards them. For my part I
know of no place in Scripture which gives such a power to

! Irenicum, or Plea for the peace of Jerusalem, by Gilbert Tennent.
Philadelphia, 1749, p. 90. 2 Ibid. p. 79.
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any of the sons of men, and much less to every man.”’!
Yet this good man allowed himself publicly to denounce as
graceless, multitudes of his brethren, whom he admitted to
be sound in the faith and orderly in their lives, and thus
greatly aided in producing that state of confusion and
strife, which he afterwards so strenuously laboured to
-correct.

The extent to which the sin of censoriousness prevailed
during this revival, may be inferred, not only from the
complaints of those who were unrighteously condemned,
but from the frequency with which it was testified against
by the best friends of religion, and the confessions of some
of those who had most grievously offended in this respect.
One great evil of this spirit is, that it is contagious, and in
a sense, hereditary. That is, there always will be men
disposed to rake up the sins and errors of these pious
denouncers; and on the score of these deformities, to pro-
claim themselves the Tennents and Whitefields of their own
generation. If the fruit of the Spirit of God is love, joy,
peace, long-suffering, gentleness, goodness, faith, meekness,
then may we be sure that a proud, arrogant, denunciatory,
self-confident, and self-righteous spirit is not of God; and
that any work which claims to be a revival of religion, and
is characterized by such a spirit, is so far spurious and

! Irenicum, or Plea for the peace of Jerusalem. By Gilbert Tenncnt
Philadelphia, 1749, p. 55.—On page 79, he has the following note. “I cannot
-find that the Christians of the first three centaries after Christ, made gracious
experiences, or the church’s judgment about them, terms of communion.
They made no inquiries about them as to baptism, and all that were bap-
tised, and of adult age and free from church censure, were admitted to the
sacrament.” A few years before he charged some of his brethren with
acting on this principle, (though they denied it,) and made it one of his most
praminent reasons for believing them to be unconverted. BSee the paper
which was read before the synod in 1740.
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fanatical. All attempts to account for, or excuse such a
temper on the ground of uncommon manifestations, or
uncommon hatred of sin, or extraordinary zeal for holiness
and the salvation of souls, are but apologies for sin. The
clearer our apprehensions of God, the greater will be our
reverence and humility; the more distinct our views of
eternal things, the greater will be our solemnity and care-
fulness; the more we know of sin, of our own hearts, and
of Jesus Christ, the more shall we be forbearing, forgiving,
and lamb-like, in our disposition and conduct. ¢ Gracious
affections do not tend to make men bold, noisy, and boiste-
rous; but rather to speak trembling. When Ephraim spake
trembling, he exalted himself in Israel.””! The evidence
from Scripture is full and abundant, “that those who are
truly gracious are under the government of the lamb-like,
dove-like Spirit of Jesus Christ, and this is essentially and
eminently the nature of the saving grace of the gospel, and
the proper spirit of true Christianity. We may therefore
undoubtedly determine that all truly Christian affections
are attended with this spirit, that this is the natural ten-
dency of the fear and hope, the sorrow and joy, the confi-
dence and zeal of true Christians.” *

Another of the evils of this period of excitement, was the
disregard shown to the common rules of ecclesiastical order,
especially in the course pursued by itinerant preachers and
lay exhorters. With respect to the former, no one com-
plained of regularly ordained ministers acting the part of
evangelists; that is, of their going to destitute places, and
preaching the gospel to those, who would not otherwise
have an opportunity of hearing it. The thing complained
of was, that these itinerants came into the parishes of
settled ministers, and without their knowledge, or against

! Edwards on the Affections, p. 393, 2 Ibid. p. 387.
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their wishes, insisted on preaching to the people. This
‘was a thing of very frequent, almost daily occurrence, and
‘was a fruitful source of heart-burnings and divisions.

It is the plain doctrine of the Scriptures and the common
understanding of the Christian church, that the pastoral
relation is of divine appointment. Ministers are com-
manded to take heed to the flocks over which the Holy
Ghost has made them overseers. If the Holy Ghost has
made one man an overseer of a flock, what right has ano-
ther man to interfere with his charge? This relation not
only imposes duties, but it also confers rights. It imposes
the duties of teaching and governing; of watching for souls
as those who must give an account. It confers the right
to claim obedience as spiritual instructors and governors.
Hence the people are commanded to obey them that have
the rule over them, and to submit themselves. They have
indeed the right to select their pastor, but having selected
him, they are bound by the authority of God, to submit to
him as such. They have moreover, in extreme cases, the
right to desert or discard him; as a wife has in extreme
cases, the right to leave her husband, or a child to renounce
the authority of a parent. But this cannot be done for
slight reasons, without offending God. In like manner, as
a stranger has a right, in extreme cases, to take a child
from the control and instruction of a father, or withdraw a
wife from the authority and custody of her husband, so
also there are cases, in which he may interfere between a
pastor and his people. Interference in any one of these
cases, is a violation of divinely recognized rights; and to
be innocent, must, in every instance, have an adequate
justification.

Mr. Tennent admitted these principles to their fullest
extent; he justified his conduct and that of his associates
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on the ground, that the ordinary rules of ecclesiastical order
cease to be obligatory in times of general declension.!
When the majority of ministers are unconverted men, and
contentedly unsuccessful in their work, it was, he main-
tained, the right of any one who could, to preach the gos-
pel to their people, and the duty of the people to forsake
the ministrations of their pastors. Admitting the correct-
ness of this principle, when can it properly be applied?
When may it be lawfully taken for granted, that a minister
is unconverted and unfit for his office? According to Ten-
nent’s own sober and deliberate judgment, this could be
rightfully done only when he either rejected some funda-
mental doctrine, or was immoral in his conduct. And even
when this was the case, the obviously correct course would
be, to endeavour to have him removed from office by a
competent authority. Not until this had been proved to be
impossible, would any man be justified in trampling upon
the rights of a brother minister. The conduct of Mr. Ten-
nent and that of his associates, cannot stand the test of his
own principles. They not only made no effort to have
those ministers removed from office, whom they regarded
as unregenerate or unfaithful, but they chose to assume
them to be unconverted, and on the ground of that assump-
tion to enter their congregations, and to exhort the people
to forsake their ministry, though they admitted them to
be sound in all the main articles of religion, and regular in
their lives. This disorderly course was, in many cases,

! Speaking of such rules, which he had enforced with great earnestness
in his discourse against the Moravians, he says, in vindication of his con-
sistency, “ On the supposition that a number of ministers are either unsound
in doctrine, or unfaithful and contentedly unsuccessful in their work, then is
it not lawful to suspend the aforesaid rules for a season 7""—Remarks on the
Protest, by which the members of the New Brunswick presbytery were
excluded from synod.
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productive of shameful conflicts, and was in general one of
the most crying evils of the times.

Whitefield far out-did Mr. Tennent, as to this point. He
admitted none of the principles which Mr. Tennent believ-
ed, in ordinary times, ought to be held sacred. He assum-
ed the right, in virtue of his ordination, to preach the gos-
pel wherever he had an opportunity, “even though it
should be in a place where officers were already settled,
and the gospel was fully and faitbfully preached. This, I
humbly apprehend,” he adds, ¢is every gospel minister’s
indisputable privilege.”’* It mattered not whether the pas-
tors who thus fully and faithfully preached the gospel,
were willing to consent to the intrusion of the itinerant
evangelist or not. “If pulpits should be shut,”” he says,
¢ blessed be God, the fields are open, and I can go without
the camp, bearing the Redeemer’s reproach. This I glory
in; believing if Isuffer it, I suffer for righteousness’ sake.”” 3
If Whitefield had the right here claimed, then of course
Davenport had it, and so every fanatic and erronst has it.
This doctrine is entirely inconsistent with what the Bible
teaches of the nature of the pastoral relation, and with
every form of ecclesiastical government, episcopal, presby-
terian, or congregational. Whatever plausible pretences
may be urged in its favour, it has never been acted upon
without producing the greatest practical evils.

As soon as this habit of itinerant preaching within the
bounds of settled congregations, began to prevail, it excited
a lively opposition. The synod of Philadelphia twice una-
nimously resolved that no minister should preach in any
congregation without the consent of the presbytery to
which the congregation belonged.® As soon, however, as

' Whitefield’s letter to the president, professors, &c. of Harvard College.
Boston, 1745: p. 17. s Ibid. p. 22.
! Boe Part First of this History, p. 247.
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the revival fairly commenced, Mr. Tennent and his asso-
ciates refused to be bound by the rule; and, for the sake of
peace, it was given up. The legislature of Connecticut
made it penal for any minister to preach within the bounds
of the parish of another minister, unless duly invited by the
pastor and people.! The General Association of Connec-
ticut, in 1748, after giving thanks for the revival, bear their
testimony against ¢ ministers disorderly intruding into other
ministers’ parishes.” 2 The convention of ministers of
Massachusetts, in 1743, declared this kind of itinerant
preaching, « without the knowledge, or against the leave of
settled pastors,’” to be “a breach of order, and contrary to
the Scriptures, and the sentiments of our fathers, expressed
in their Platform of Church Discipline.””* And the assem-
bly of pastors held at Boston, July, 1743, in their testimony
in behalf of the revival, express it as their judgment ¢ that
ministers do not invade the province of others, and, in ordi-
nary cases, preach in another’s parish, without his know-
ledge and consent.”” ¢ Notwithstanding this general con-
currence among the friends of religion, in condemning this
disorderly practice, it prevailed to a great extent, and
resulted in dividing congregations, unsettling ministers, and
introducing endless contentions and confusion.

As to lay preaching, though of frequent occurrence, it
found little favour with any but the openly fanatical

! Trumbull's Connecticut, vol. ii. p. 162. ? Tbid. vol. ii. p. 173.

8 Testimony of the pastors of churches in the province of Massachusetts
Bay, at their annual convention in Boston, May 25, 1743, pages 6, 7.

4 Some of the ministers present on that occasion signed this testimony
and advice as to the substance merely, which Mr. Prince informs us, was
owing principally to the clause above cited. Some of the pastors thought
that it was not explicit enough against the practice which it condemned,
while others thought it might “be perverted to the great infringement of
Christian and human liberty.”"—Christian History, vol. i. p. 198.
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Tennent in a letter to Edwards, written probably in the
autumn of 1741, says, % As to the subject you mentioned,
of laymen being sent out to exhort and teach, supposing
them to be real converts, I cannot but think, if it be encou-
raged and continued, it will be of dreadful consequence to
the church’s peace and soundness in the faith. It is base
presumption, whatever zeal be preten

ing, for any persons to take this hc

unless they be called of God, as was A..... 2 mav e smvor
young zealots are apt, through ignorance, inconsideration,
and pride of heart, to undertake what they have no proper
qualifications for; and through their imprudence and enthu-
siasm the church of God suffers. 1 think all that fear God
should rise and crush the enthusiastic creature in the egg.
Dear brother, the times are dangerous. The churches in
America and elsewhere are in great danger of enthusiasm;
we need to think of the maxim principiis obsta.’’* This
irregularity was freely condemned also by the association
of Connecticut, the convention of Massachusetts, and the
assembly of pastors in Boston, in the documents already
referred to. Yet it was through the influence of these lay
exhorters, encouraged by a few such ministers as Daven-
port, and Mr. Park, of Westerly, Rhode Island,* that fana-
ticism and false religion were most effectually promoted
among the churches. - '

This is a formidable array of evils. Yet as the friends of
the revival testify to their existence, no conscientious histo-
rian dare either conceal or extenuate them. There was
too little discrimination between true and false religious
feeling. There was too much encouragement given to out-
cries, faintings, and bodily agitations, as probable evidence
of the presence and power of God. There was, in many,

1 Life of Edwards, p. 153. ? See Gillies, vol. ii. p. 292.
11
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too much reliance on impulses, visions, and the pretended
power of discerning spirits. There was a great deal of
censoriousness, and of a sinful disregard of ecclesiastical
order. The disastrous effects of these evils, the rapid
spread of false religion, the dishonour and decline of true
piety, the prevalence of erroneous doctrines, the division of
congregations, the alienation of Christians, and the long

period n the church, stand up asa
solemr and especially to Christian
minist It was thus in the strong
langua prevailed against the revi-
val, « he daughter of Zion in this

land, now ues 1n sucn piteous circumstances, with her gar-
ments rent, her face disfigured, her nakedness exposed, her
limbs broken, and weltering in the blood of her own
wounds, and in nowise able to rise, and this so soon after
her late great joys and hopes.”?

Though this, being true, should be known and well con-
.sidered, that the guilt and danger of propagating false reli-
gion and spurious excitement, may be understood, yet we
are not to forget or undervalue the great good which was
then accomplished. In many places there was little of
these evils, especially in New Jersey and Virginia. Dick-
inson and Davies successfully resisted their inroads within
the sphere of their influence. And in many other places
the soundness of the doctrines taught, the experience de-
tailed, and the permanent effects produced, abundantly
attest the genuineness of the revival. To the Presbyterian
Church particularly, it was the commencement of a new
life, the vigour of which is still felt in all her veins.

1 Preface to his Treatise on the Affections, written in 1746.




CHAPTER V.

THE scHIsM, 1741.

The act of synod relating to itinerant presching, passed in 1737—~The act
relating to the examination of candidates, passed in 1738.—These acts

" disobeyed by the presbytery of New Brunswick.—That presbytery cen-
sured by the synod.—They present their apology in 1739.—Analysis of
that apology.—The presbytery continue to disobey the synod—The pro-
priety of their conduct considered.—The effects of this controversy upon
the congregations and other presbyteries.—The efforts made in 1740 to
compromise the difficulty.—Failure of these efforts—Mr. G. Tennent and
Mr. Blair read before the synod two papers containing complaints against
their brethren.—Mr. Tennent preaches his sermon on the dangers of an
unconverted ministry —Analysis of that sermon.—The complaints against
Mr. Tennent and his friends for rash-judging, and for intruding into settled
eongregmmn, and promoting divisions.—These complaints brought before
the presbpteries.—The cases of Mr. Alexander Creaghsad, and of Mr.
David Alexander before the presbytery of Donegal.—The synod meets in
1741 in the midst of these controversies.—The case of Mr. Creaghead
taken up, and leads to a serious contention—Mr. Robert
protest against the New Brunswick brethren being allowed
bers of synod, which is signed by twelve ministers and eig}
protest throws the synod into confusion, and leads to the i
sion of nine ministers.—The proceedings of the presbytery
wick and their correspondents immediately after the schism.—The efforts
made by the members of the presbytery of New York in 1742 to heal the
schism ; similar efforts made in 1743 and in 1745.—These efforts having
failed, the synod of New York formed in September 1745.—The points of
difference between the two parties considered.—The nature and extent of
the opposition to the revival examined—How far the parties diffcréd as to
the importance of learning, as to points of doctrine, and principles of
church government considered.—The true cause of the schism stated.

I order properly to understand the origin and causes of
the schism, which in 1741 divided the Presbyterian Church,



124 PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH

it will be necessary briefly to recapitulate some of the facts
recorded in the third chapter of this history. It may be
remembered, that in 1737, an act was passed by the synod
which prohibited the members of one presbytery preaching
to the congregations under the care of another presbytery,
without a regular invitation. In the following year this rule
was somewhat modified, and unanimously re-enacted.? It
was not the design of this rule to prohibit itinerant preach-
ing; a service which its advocates every year commissioned
men to perform. It was intended to prevent the irregular
intrusion of one minister or presbytery upon the acknow-
ledged bounds of another. Under ordinary circumstances
such a rule would have excited no opposition. It is not
surprising, therefore, that it was twice unanimously adopted.
When, however, the revival had fairly begun, and a num-
ber of ministers had devoted themselves to preaching from
place to place, they were unwilling to be trammelled by
such rules, or to abstain from preaching in a particular
congregation because “a graceless minister,”” or lukewarm
presbytery might take offence. They urged, that under
extraordinary circumstances, such rules should be laid
aside.

A more serious difficulty arose from the passage of ano-
ther act. In 1738, the synod resolved that, in order to
prevent the admission of uneducated men into the ministry,
every candidate for the sacred office, before he was taken
on trial, should be furnished with a diploma of graduation
from some European or New England college, or with a
certificate of competent scholarship from a committee of
the synod. The same year the presbytery of New Bruns-
wick was formed. It met for the first time August 8,
1738, and on the same day application was made by Mr.

! Part First of this History, Chapter III p. 247.
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John Rowland to be taken “on trial in order to his being
licensed to preach the gospel.” ¢ The presbytery thereon
entered on a serious consideration of the act of last synod,
appointing that young men should be first examined by a
commission of synod, and obtain a testimony of their
approbation, before they are to be taken on trials by any
presbytery belonging to the same; and, after much rea-
saning on the case, the presbytery came to this unanimous
eonclusion, viz: That they were not in point of conscience,
restrained by said act from using the liberty and power
which presbyteries have all along hitherto enjoyed; but
that it was their duty to take the said Mr. Rowland upon
trial, for which conclusion they conceive they have several
weighty and sufficient reasons.””? The presbytery, accord-
ingly entered upon his examination, and assigned him the
usual exercises to present at their next meeting. On the
7th of the following September, the presbytery having sus-
tained his examination, and heard him profess ¢ the West-
minster Confession of. Faith, to be the confession of his
faith,” granted him «free license and liberty to preach the
gospel of Christ.” 2

The following year, 1739, when the records of the Ppres-
bytery of New Brunswick came to be reviewed by the
synod, that body declared the licensing of Mr. Rowland
“to be very disorderly, and admonished the said presby-
tery to avoid such divisive courses for the future; and
determined not to admit the said Mr. Rowland to be a
preacher of the gospel within our bounds, nor to encourage
any of our people to accept him, until he submit to such
examinations as were appointed by this synod for those
that have had a private education. This overture,” it is

1 Minutes of the presbytery of New Brunswick, pp. 1 and 2.
* Ibid. p. 3.
11*
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added, “was carried in the affirmative by a great ma-
jority.”?? ,

The presbytery seem to have anticipated this result, as
they came prepared with their « Apology for dissenting
from two acts or ncw religious laws passed at the last
session of the synod.”’* This was a long argumentative
paper, containing not merely the specific objections of its
authors against the two acts in question, but a formal state-
ment of their principles as to church government. They
premise, therefore, 1. That there is a parity or equality of
power among gospel ministers. 2. That a presbytery, or
the smallest association of ministers, has power from Christ
to ordain. 8. That consequently they have authority to
judge of the qualifications of candidates for ordination.
In the further exposition of their sentiments, they state,
1. That presbyteries are bound to inquire into the fitness
of candidates for the sacred office, and admit or refuse them
according to their best judgment. 2. That they have
power to deny church communion to such, as by plain
scriptural directions are unqualified for it. 8. In cases of
conscience, or in cases regularly brought before them from
particular congregations, they ought to give their deliberate
judgment, with their best counsel and advice. 4. They
have liberty to agree among themselves upon such things
as appear to have a good tendency to advance religion, and
to engage themselves voluntarily to the observance of these
things, provided they do not encroach upon the liberties of
the people, nor pretend to bind their dissenting members to
observe their agreements, who may have a different view
and apprehension of them. 5. That it is reasonable and

t Minutes of synod, vol. ii. p. 68.
% This apology was presented to the synod, May 23, 1739, signed by Gil-
bert Tennent, Eleazer Wales, William Tennent, Jun'r., and Samuel Blair.
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useful that synods consisting of several presbyteries meet
together, when matters may be brought by appeal or refe-
rence from particular presbyteries, in order to obtain the
judgment and sentiments of a greater number upon them.
And accordingly, it is no doubt their duty to take such
cases under their consideration, and to give their best advice
on them; but we think that they should not proceed with
any further authority, except-in such cases wherein God
has given particular obvious directions in his word, which
are to be exactly followed; and even then they do no more
than show from Scripture, what are the mind and direc-
tion of God in such cases, and declare their own resolution
to act according thereto, as far as they are concerned.?
The rule relating to itinerants as it then stood, forbade
any minister belonging to one presbytery to preach to a
congregation belonging to another, if warned by a member
of the latter presbytery that his preaching would be likely
to cause division. This prohibition was to operate only
until the presbytery to which the congregation belonged,
could consider the case and give the itinerant liberty to
preach or not, as they saw fit. To this rule the authors of
this apology objected, that it had no foundation in Scrip-
ture; that it was at variance with the command which
required ministers to be instant in season and out of season;
that it deprived ministers and people of privileges which
Christ had given them; that the exercise of the ministerial
office might be suspended for a time by one man, and that
not for any fault; that any minister by the aforesaid act is
invested with a power to lord it over his brethren, and to
inflict upon him the most grievous church censures, and
that upon mere conjecture; and finally that it was incon-
sistent with the right which belonged to ruling elders to

! Apology, pp. 26, 29.
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invite a regular member of another presbytery to preach
among them one Sabbath on his travels. This remon-
strance led to a modification of the rule, which was so
altered as to direct that complaint should be made to the
presbytery, in case any one thought the preaching of the
stranger productive of evil, and that it should be left to the
presbytery to decide whether he should continue to preach.
In this form it passed unanimously. These brethren, how-
ever, were no better satisfied than before, and the next
year the rule was repealed. !

To the rule relating to the examination of candidates,
they objected, 1. That it was unscriptural; there being no
direction in the Scriptures, that a candidate should be exa-
mined by a committee of synod, before being examined by
a presbytery. 2. That it was uncharitable, inasmuch as it
supposed insufficiency or unfaithfulness in the presbyteries.
3. That it was anti-scriptural, as it hindered or impaired the
exercise of the power of presbyteries in the examination of
students, a duty enjoined upon them in the Scriptures.
4. That it was unjust, as it impaired a power given by
Christ, against the will and conscience of its possessors.
5. That it was unnecessary; presbyteries having tried
young men ever since the synod was formed. 6. That it
was anti-presbyterial, and by taking from presbyteries their
proper business, tended to make them useless.

Not satisfied with these specific objections, they attacked
the general principle on which, as they supposed, these
rules were founded. They say, “We humbly conceive
that the aforesaid acts, in their present form, are founded
upon a false hypothesis, namely, that a majority of synods
or other church judicatories, have a power committed to
them from Christ to make new rules, acts, or canons about

! Chapter III p. 247.
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religious matters, on this ground, viz: Thas they judge

them to be either not against or agreeable to the general

directions of the word, and serviceable to religion, which

shall be binding on those who conscientiously dissent there-

from; on certain penalties, which are to be inflicted upon

those who judge the acts they enforce, to be contrary to the

mingd of Christ, and prejudicial to the interest of his king- -
dom. This is, ir brief, a legislative, or law-making power

in religious matters, and this we do utterly disclaim and

renounce.”’

Against any such power as that here described, they
argued, 1. That Christ has not given such authority to
church judicatories, or required his people to submit to it.
2. It is an invasion of Christ’s kingly office. 8. It involves
a reflexion on the perfection of the Scriptures, as though
they did not contain a sufficient rule of duty. 4. It is
inconsistent with Christian liberty, 5. It is incompatible
with the rights of conscience and of private judgment.
6. This power supposes either that the church is infallible,
or that she can make what is wrong in itself, right by com-
manding it. 7. If such a power belongs to the church,
then the reformation and dissent from the Church of Eng-
land, must be condemned. 8. Such religious laws are
superstitious and uncharitable. 9. The power complained
of would open a door far an intolerable bondage, and
expose men to be persecuted for conscience sake. !

It will appear in the sequel, that as to this latter point,
viz: the power to make laws to bind the conscience, there

! Each of these arguments is expanded to a considerable length in the
Apology, which is printed in full as an Appendix to Remarks on the Pro-
testation, presented to the synod of Philadelphia, June 1, 1741, by Gilbert
Tennent. Mr. Thompeon in his work on the Government of the Church of
Christ, has extracted the greater part of the apology.



130 PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH

was no dispute between the two parties. Such a power
was never claimed by any presbyterian. Still this apology
greatly widened the opening breach. It made the difficulty,
to all appearance, one of principle instead of detail. It
was no longer a question, whether a particular rule was
just, but whether a church judicatory had, on any occasion,
the right to bind its dissenting members. This paper seemed
to allow, even in cases of appeal, nothing beyond advisory
power either to synods or presbyteries. It was therefore
regarded as a formal renunciation on the part of its authors,
of the fundamental principles of presbyterianism. It is
true, they did not so intend it, yet it was so understood,
and that according to its most obvious meaning. The
unfortunate character of this apology was no doubt due to
Mr. Gilbert Tennent, whose impress it very distinctly bears.
As a controversialist he had two prominent characteristics.
The one was the habit, on all occasions, of recurring to
first principles. He was not contented to object to the
thing in debate, but was sure to attack the hypothesis, as
he termed it, on which it was founded. This habit often
got him into difficulty; for his mind, though vigorous and
on many subjects well furnished, was neither discriminating
nor logical. Hence, in the statement of his principles he
rarely attended to those qualifications, which he himself
soon found to be necessary. His controversial writings,
therefore, are full of inconsistencies and contradictions, so
that his authority may be fairly quoted on either side of
almost every question in the discussion of which he was
engaged. Another of his characteristics was a fondness for
exaggeration. Every thing was stated in extremes. This
was remarked by his opponents, who complained that he
could not say a thing was uncharitable, but he must needs
call it «a bloody, murderous charity.”” Thus in the present
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case, he could not deny that church judicatories ecould
bind him to what he considered unscriptural and sinful,
without appearing to deny that they could bind him to any
thing.

The opposition of the New Brunswick brethren led to a
modification of the rule respecting the examination of can-
didates. Instead of this examination being conducted by a
committee, it was determined that it should be performed
by the synod itself or its commission. As thus modified it
was adopted by a great majority. The dissentients among
the ministers, were William Tennent, Sen’r., Gilbert Ten-
nent, William Tennent, Jun’r., Charles Tennent, Samuel
Blair, and Eleazer Wales.? As Mr. G. Tennent declared,
that he believed the rule was designed to operate against
his father’s school, his opponents retorted that the opposi-
tion to it was a mere family concern. Of the six dissenting
or protesting brethren, as they were commonly called, four
were Tennents, the fifth a pupil and friend, and the sixth a
co-presbyter and neighbour. Whatever unworthy motive
may, on either side, have mingled with better feelings, there
is no doubt that the majority, which included almost the
whole synod, were influenced in the adoption of the rule in
question, by a sincere desire to secure an adequately edu-
cated ministry, and the minority by an equally conscien-
tious belief, that the operation of the rule would be inimical
to the progress of religion in the church.

The New Brunswick presbytery having taken its stand,
continued to disregard the above mentioned rule. In the
course of the year 1739, they ordained Mr. Rowland sine
titulo,* which was then a very uncommon thing; and
licensed Mr. McCrea. * In 1740 they licensed Mr. William

1 See chap. IIL p. 251.
 Minutes of presbytery of New Brunswick, p. 12. 3 Ibid. p. 13.
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Robinson,! and Mr. Samuel Finley;? and in no one of
these cases did they comply with the requisition of synod.
In order to a proper understanding of this period of our
history, it is obviously important to have a clear idea of
the merits of the controversy between the New Brunswick
presbytery and the other members of the synod. Was that
presbytery justifiable in disregarding the rule respecting
the examination of candidates? It will be seen that all
their objections to the rule in question, as presented in their
apology, resolve themselves into one, viz: That since Christ
has given to presbyteries the power of ordination, the rule
was an unwarrantable interference with their frivileges.
To call this interference, under so many distinct heads,
antiscriptural, uncharitable, unjust, and anti-presbyterial,
does not make so many separate arguments. The single
question is, was there any unwarrantable interference, on
the part of the synod, with the rights of the presbyteries?
Mr. Tennent disposes of this question in a very summary
manner. He thought the case was settled by saying, that
as the presbyteries had the right to ordain, this involved of
necessity the right to judge for themselves of the qualifica«
tions of the candidate. He seems, however, to have oves-
looked the obvious consideration, that the powers of a
presbytery acting by itself, are necessarily and justly limi-
ted, when it comes to form one body with other presby-
teries. The question was not, what a presbytery consi-
dered in itself might do, but what a presbytery making a
constituent part of & whole church might properly do?
Among Episcopaliahs the right of ordination is held to
belong to bishops, and that by divine right. Yet no bishop
can spurn the canons of his church, which prescribe the
qualifications of priests or deacons, as antiscriptural, uncha-

3 Minutes of Presbytery of New Brumswick, p. 16. t Ibid. p. 20.
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ritable, and unjust, because they interfere with the free
exercise of his power to ordain. If he chooses to act with
other bishops, and form a part of an extended church, he
must exercise his power in submission to general agree-
ments, and all complaints of limiting his authority are
unreasonable. If he wishes to be untrammelled, he must
act by himself. The case is much stronger with regard to
presbyteries; because when a man is ordained in our
church, he becomes not merely a member of presbytery,
‘but of the synod also. He is authorized to exercise juris-
diction over his brethren; he is one of those to whom they
promise subjection in the Lord; he is entitled to sit in judg-
ment on their character, orthodoxy, and conduct. Every
member of the synod, therefore, has a right to know that
he is properly qualified for such an office. If to secure this
object, the synod agreed that all who are admitted to this
sacred trust should have eertain qualifications; all the
members are bound to submit or to leave the body. It
would be a strange usurpation to allow a small minority to
force into membership and authority, men whom two-thirds
or four-fifths of the body were unwilling to receive. Yet
this was precisely what Mr. Tennent and his associates
insisted upon. They claimed the right of making men
members of the synod, and thus judges of their brethren, to
whom they were unwilling to be subject. The synod had
agreed that none but graduates of colleges, or those who
had an equivalent education, should be allowed to sit as
members. They believed such an education requisite in
order to the proper discharge of the duties of the ministry
and of synodical membership. Those who thought diffe-
rently, had a right to oppose the adoption of the rule; and
if they were unable with a good conscience to submit to it,
they had a right to withdraw and to act on their own plan;
12
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but they assuredly had no right to insist that their brethren
should admit to membership, and submit to their authority,
men whom they did not think qualified, or who refused to
give the stipulated evidence of their competency. This
would be to make the minority rule the majority. It was
in this light the matter presented itself to Mr. Tennent’s
opponents. They therefore accused him of a determina-
tion to domineer over his brethren, and to have his own
way in matters which concerned the whole synod, as much
as the presbytery of New Brunswick. The unreasonable-
ness of this course was so obvious, that the T'ennents stood
almost alone in their opposition. This is not merely inferred
from the fact that the rule respecting candidates was
adopted three times by “a great majority;’’ but it is dis-
tinctly stated that the New York presbytery, and especially
Messrs. Dickinson, Pierson, and Pemberton, sided with the
majority on all these questions.

It must be borne in mind that, at this period, the synod
was not only the highest judicatory of the church, but it
included all the presbyteries. Its determination or acts,
therefore, were of the same nature with our constitutional
rules when adopted by a majority of the presbyteries.
They were the expression of the will of the whole church.
In the particular case under consideration, all the presby-
teries, without an exception, sanctioned the rule in question,
because it"'was adopted before the organization of the pres-
bytery of New Brunswick. Aud when that presbytery
objected, there were four presbyteries for the rule and one
against it. The conduct of the New Brunswick presby-

1 This is stated in the Refutation of Mr. Tennent’s Remarks on the Pro-
test, p. 13.  And in the Minutes of the synod of Philadelphia, vol. ii. p. 16.
It is also distinctly referred to by Mr. Tennent himself in the Examiner
Examined, p. 105.
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tery, therefore, was precisely analogous to that of the
Cumberland presbytery, at a later period of our history,
who refused to comply with the constitutional provisions
as to the qualifications of candidates; or to that of any pres-
bytery who should insist on licensing and ordaining men
destitute of a knowledge of Latin, Greek, or Hebrew, or
such as refused to adopt the Westminster Confession. This
may indeed often happen, but when it does occur it is an
obvious breach of faith; it is a violation of the compact
which the presbyteries have bound themselves to observe.
And when any presbytery ordains any man who has not
the constitutional qualifications as to learning, orthodoxy,
or experimental religion, a positive and grievous wrong is
inflicted on all the other presbyteries.

It will hardly be denied that any number of presbyteries
have a right to meet together and fix their terms of com-
munion; to agrec upon the rules to be observed in admit-
ting men to the ministry, and thus investing them with a
joint authority over all the members of the body. Thisisa
right exercised by every church in the world. The Episco-
palians have their canons; the Methodists their book of disci-
pline; and even the Congregationalists their Cambridge and
Saybrook Platforms. It was therefore no unusual or unrea-
sonable proceeding on the part of the synod, embracing all
the presbyteries in connexion with the church, to agree on
the terms on which men should be admitted to the ministry.
They had exercised this power before, and they continued
to exercise it afterwards. Neither Mr. Tennent nor any of
his associates objected to the act of 1729, requiring the
presbyteries to make the adoption of the Westminster Con-
fession a preliminary to ordination. Yet the presbyteries
had as much reason to complain of that act, as encroaching
on their prerogative to judge of the orthodoxy of their
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candidates, as they had to complain of the act of 1738, as
interfering with the right to judge of their literary qualifi-
cations. It is a decisive proof that there was nothing in.
the latter rule, which transcended the acknowledged power
of the synod, that when the synod of New York was
formed in 1745, it was made one of their fundamental arti-
cles of agreement, that all determinations of the synod
should be obeyed, whenever the body thought fit to insist
upon them as necessary to the well-being of the church;
and that those who could not conscientiously submit
should peaceably withdraw. A similar provision was una-
nimously adopted by the two synods at the time of their
union in 1758. What is still more to the point, in the way
of acknowledgment is, that at the first conference between
the commissions of the two synods with a view to the union,
held in 1749, this very contested rule was proposed for
adoption as one of the conditions, and assented to by every
commissioner from the synod of New York; Mr. Gilbert
Tennent alone objecting to synodical examination of candi-
dates, though he assented to their being required to pro-
duce a college diploma.? With this the synod of Phila-
delphia were perfectly satisfied.

There was, therefore, no more interference with the
rights of presbyteries in this case, than must ever take
place, when several presbyteries unite and agree on what
terms they will constitute one body. There was no greater
interference than had been exercised by the synod on pre-
vious occasions, or than takes place now under our present
constitution, which in so many ways limits the presbyteries
in the exercise of their prerogatives.

This rule, however, has been objected to on another
ground. It has been said that it was founded on the

! Minutes of synod of Philadelphia, vol. iii. p. §3.
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unwarrantable assumption on the part of the synod of the
right to exercise presbyterial powers. To this two answers
may be given. In the first place, the right of the synod to
exercise such powers was then universally recognised.
The synod was regarded as a larger presbytery, and pos-
sessed of presbyterial prerogatives. There was scarcely
one of the functions of a presbytery which it did not exer-
cise, whenever occasion called for it. It received, installed,
and ordained men without the slightest objection from any
quarter. This was done by the old synod before the
schism, by each of the two synods during the separation,
and by the united synod after the union. However incon-
sistent this may be with our present views and habits, it
is evident that the objection just stated, could not have
been consistently urged at that time by any party in the
church. In the second place, this examination of candi-
dates was not considered a presbyterial act. It was not
performed by the synod in its character of a presbytery,
but as the substitute of the officers of a college. After this
synodical examination the candidate was examined by his
presbytery, just as he was after his reception of a college
diploma. He might be as freely rejected, if, in the judg-
ment of the presbytery incompetent, his synodical certifi-
cate notwithstanding, as he could be notwithstanding his
diploma. The synod did not propose to take the examina-
tion of candidates out of the hands of the presbyteries, but
simply to provide something which should have the same
general significance and value for the whole church, that
the evidence of graduation in a regular college possessed.
Hence the defenders of the rule said, «The debate is
neither in whole nor in part, who are intrusted with the
power of ordination; but whether the right of choosing
professors for colleges, or tutors for academies, belongs to
12*
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the higher or lower church judicatures; and in case there
be no professors, to take the regular examination of scho-
lars privately educated, whether the right of choosing
examiners to supply the room, or want of professors in
examining scholars in the useful parts of academical learn-
ing, should be entrusted to synods or presbyteries.”” !

We cannot but think, therefore, that the New Brunswick
presbytery, at least at this stage of the controversy, were
in the wrong. The synod laid claim to no power either
unreasonable in itself, or inconsistent with the uniform
practice and acknowledged constitution of the church, as it
then existed. The claim to inordinate power was all on
the other side. It was a claim of a right to act in direct
opposition to the will of a society regularly expressed, and
yet to continue a member of it. It was in short a claim of
the minority to govern the majority.

The controversy on this subject was not confined to the
floor of the synod; it soon produced difficulties in the con-
gregations and presbyteries. In March 1738, a portion of
the people of Maidenhead and Hopewell, dissatisfied with
the preaching of Mr. Guild, who was not at that time
settled as their pastor, applied to the presbytery of Phila-
delphia for liberty to hear some other candidate. This
permission was readily granted.? In the fall of the same
year they applied to the newly erected presbytery of New
Brunswick, “informing them they had liberty granted them
by their presbytery to invite and receive any regular can-
didate from any other parts to preach among them, which
also appeared by a writing from Mr. Andrews, which they
adduced, and supplicating that Mr. Rowland might come
among them;” and the presbytery ¢ granted him liberty of
A ! Refutation of Mr. Tennent’s Remarks, p. 59.

2 Minutes of presbytery of Philadelphia, p. 52.
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so doing.”” ! As soon as this fact came to the knowledge
of the Philadelphia presbytery, they entered on their
records the following minute: “The presbytery being
informed that Mr. Rowland has not complied with the
order of the last synod, relating to the examination of stu-
dents by a committee of synod appointed for that end; that
he was hastily passed over in his trials by the presbytery
of New Brunswick, in direct opposition to the said order of
synod; and that Mr. Rowland had information from Mr.
Cowell of the irregularity of his licensing, advising him not
to preach at Hopewell at the said time; and he not attend-
ing presbytery, although he knew of this time of its meeting;
upon which considerations the presbytery unanimously
concluded they cannot accept of Mr. Rowland as an orderly
licensed preacher, nor approve of his preaching any more
among the said people of Maidenhead or Hopewell, or in
any other of the vacancies within our bounds, until his way
be cleared by complying with the order of synod afore-
said.”’* This prohibition had no effect upon the dissatisfied
portion of the people, nor upon Mr. Rowland, who con-
tinued to preach with the full consent of his own presby-
tery, as though it had not been made.

In order to free themselves from restraint on this subject,
the people applied to the presbytery of Philadelphia, to be
formed into a distinct congregation. This the presbytery
agreed to do upon condition, that in case they could not
agree with the other portion of the congregation as to the
site of the new place of worship, that matter should be
referred to the decision of the presbytery. To this the peo-

! Minutes of New Brunswick presbytery, p. 3.

$ Minutes of the presbytery of Philadelphia, p. 57. There were present
at this meeting of the presbytery, Messrs. Robert Croes, Richard Treat,
Hugh Carlisle, David Cowell, and Jedediah Andrews.
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ple assented, declaring “ that they acknowledged the autho

rity of the presbytery, and would submit to its determina-
tion.”” They were accordingly constituted a church by
themselves, whereupon they immediately requested to be
allowed to join the presbytery of New Brunswick. To this
the presbytery of course replied, that they must first fulfil
the engagements into which they had just entered.! Of
this decision the people complained to the synod in 1739,
who “judged that the people had behaved with great inde-
cency towards their presbytery, by their unmannerly reflec-
tions, and unjust aspersions both upon the synod and pres-
bytery, and that they had acted very disorderly in approv-
ing Mr. Rowland as a preacher among them, when they
were advised by the presbytery that he was not to be
esteemed and approved as an orderly candidate of the
" ministry. And the synod,” it is added, « do wholly disal-
low the said complainants being erected into a new congre-
gation until they do first submit to the determination of the
place for erecting a new meeting-house to their presbytery,
as was formerly agreed upon as a condition of their being
a separate congregation. This overture was approved by a
great majority. And it is further ordered by the synod,
that when the presbytery of Philadelphia meet at Maiden-
head and Hopewell, to fix the place of a new meeting-
house, they shall call the following correspondents, Messrs.
John Pierson, John Nutman, Samuel Blair, Nathaniel Hub-
bell, and Eleazer Wales.””* There is evidence in this deci-
sion of a desire on the part of the synod to have full justice
done the complainants; as all these correspondents were
members of the presbyteries of New Brunswick and New
York. A further proof that there was no disposition to

1 Minutes of the pmlfytery of Philadelphia, p. 65, and 66.
# Minutes of synod, vol. ii. p. 68,
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thwart the reasonable wishes of the people as to their eccle-
siastical connexions, is found in the fact that, in the follow-
ing year, the request of the two congregations of Newtown
and Tinicum, to be set off from the presbytery of Philadel-
phia to that of New Brunswick, was “readily granted.” !
The decision of the synod respecting the congregation of
Hopewell produced no effect. The people, Mr. Rowland,
and the presbytery of New Brunswick all disregarded it.
Here again it must be acknowledged that the Brunswick
brethren were in the wrong. The congregation of Hope-
well was not within their bounds; the presbytery to which
the people belonged, and whose authority they formally
acknowledged, disapproved of their employing Mr. Row-
land; the highest judicatory to which they appealed con-
firmed this decision; and yet the Brunswick presbytery
went on as though no such decision had been made, and as
though the congregation was regularly under their care.
It was not that these brethren denied the authority of the
presbytery or synod, for they uniformly acknowledged and
exercised this authority; but it was that, in extraordinary
cases, ecclesiastical order may be safely disregarded; or in
other words, as the presbytery of Philadelphia was indif-
ferent to the spiritual interests of their people, the presby-
tery of New Brunswick was authorized to take the charge
off their hands.* In thus assuming the incompetency or

unfaithfulness of their brethren, and acting as though they
had forfeited their usual rights as ministers or judicatories,

they unavoidably occasioned alienation and contention.

! Minutes of the synod, vol. ii. p. 72.

2 Mr. Tennent says, that Mr. Rowland went to the people of Hopewell,
“ not out of contempt (for the presbytery or synod,) but conscience towards
God, in order to relieve a pious, opposed, and oppressed people.”’—Examiner
Examined, p. 127.
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The presbytery of Philadelphia had another difficulty
about Mr. Rowland. When met at Neshaminy, Septem-
ber, 1739, a complaint was brought before them by some
members of that congregation against their pastor, the Rev.
William Tennent, senior, for having invited Mr. Rowland
to preach for him. “Upon which Mr. Tennent was desired
to say what he thought proper with relation to his conduct
therein, which he accordingly did, and acknowledged that
he did invite Mr. Rowland as before mentioned, and withal
justified the action, and disclaiming the authority of the
presbytery to take cognisance of that matter, he contemp-
tuously withdrew. After which the presbytery had much
discourse with the people who had joined with Mr. Ten-
nent in the aforementioned action, admonishing them of
the irregularity of the said conduct, and exhorting them not
to encourage or consent to any like conduct for the future.
They came then to consider what to do with regard to Mr.
Tennent in this affair, and concluded they could not do less
than condemn said conduct of Mr. Tennent, in inviting Mr.
Rowland to preach as aforesaid, as irregular and disorder-
ly, and especially when aggravated by justifying the said
action, and indecently withdrawing from the presbytery.”!

The opposition of the New Brunswick presbytery to the
two acts of synod, relating, the one to itinerant preaching,
and the other to the examination of candidates, had pro-
duced so much uneasiness in the church, that when the
synod met in 1740, a general anxiety was felt to have the
difficulty arranged. The former of these two acts was
therefore repealed; and various efforts were made to effect
such a modification of the second as should meet the views

! Minutes of Philadelphia presbytery, p. 77. Present at this meeting,
besides Mr. Tennent, Messrs. J. Andrews, Robert Cross, and Richard Treat.
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of the New Brunswick brethren. Mr. Dickinson, as men-
tioned in a former chapter, proposed that the matter in
dispute should be referred to some ecclesiastical body in
Scotland, Ireland, or England, or to the ministers of Boston.
To this Mr. Tennent objected, principally because it would
be difficult to draw up a statement of the case in which
both parties would agree; because he and his friends had
the smiles of God on the course which they were pursuing;
and because of the low state of piety among those to whom
the reference was to be made. After speaking of the pres-
byterians in Scotland, Ireland, and England, as having lit-
tle of the life of religion among them, he added, « By the
best information we can get, a dead formality prevails too
much in Boston, and many other places in New England.
Indeed, we are of opinion, that the majority of church judi-
catories almost every where, are dead formalists, if they
have got even that length; and, therefore, we incline to
make no more application to men in the affair aforesaid.” 3

It was proposed by a member of the New Brunswick
presbytery that the synod might appoint two of their
number to be present at the examination of candidates for
the ministry; who, if they found them, (the presbyteries,)
guilty of malconduct, might accuse them to the synod.”
When it was asked, whether, in the case these delegates
objected to the competency of the candidate his licensure
would be put off, and the question referred to the synod,

1 Chap. iii. p. 2532.

8 Refatation of Remarks on the Protest, pp. 11,12, The above quoted
declaration respecting the ministers of Boston, illustrates Mr. Tennent's hasty
manner of judging of the religious character of his brethren. There were
at that time in Boston, Mr. Cooper, Mr. Webb, Mr. Foxcroft, the two Messrs,
Prince, father and son, and several other eminently pious ministers, who,

in the autumn of this very year, 1740, received Mr. Tennent with open
arms.
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-the Brunswick brethren declined. So that overture came
to nothing.?

Mr. Gillespie proposed “that every presbytery should
keep a full record of the trials of candidates in the several
parts of necessary learning, and exhibit the same to the
synod for their satisfaction, at the time of their admission
into membership in the synod. Now this, at the first read-
ing was like to take, for it seemed to cut off all colour of
plea about infringing the rights of presbyteries, and pro-
mised to the synod, at first view, the right of judging the
qualifications of their own members. But in order to come
to a right understanding in the matter, Mr. Dickinson pro-
posed, whether, in case the account given of the trials of
candidates, should give just ground to the synod to judge
that said candidates were really deficient in some material
parts of useful learning; or in case the candidates should
somehow be found out to be deficient, or, upon rational
grounds suspected to be so, would Mr. Tennent and his par-
ty submit such candidates to the trial or censure of synod,
to receive or reject them, as they, upon a fair trial, should
form a judgment of their fitness or unfitness? To this Mr.
Tennent replied, that he should be willing that the presby-
tery should be subject to the synod’s censures, in case of
maladministration in the matter, but would not consent
that the young men should be produced, or be subject to
the synod’s censures, when, or if found to be defective.
On which the synod dropped the overture, as insufficient
to secure the end aimed at in our act, for it now appeared
that nothing would content Mr. Tennent, unless the synod
would give up the right of judging of the qualifications of
their own members.” *

t Refutation of Remarks on the Protest, pp. 21, 2.
3 Refutation, &c. pp. 15, 16.
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After all these unsuccessful attempts to effect a compro-
mise, the question was put, whether the controverted rule
should be repealed, or continued until some other expedient
could be found, and it was decided that the rule should be
continued in force. Against this decision the six ministerial
brethren who had protested the year before against the
adoption of the rule, renewed their protest, and were joined
by Mr. Alexander Creaghead, of the presbytery of Done-
gal, and Mr. John Cross, of that of New Brunswick.
Messrs. Gillespie and Hucheson, of the presbytery of New-
castle, recorded their dissent from the decision, though
they did not unite in the protest. !

The unhappy state of feeling in which the failure of all
efforts at accommodation had left the synod, was.greatly
aggravated by a new proceeding on the part of Mr. Gilbert
Tennent and Mr. Blair. They produced formal papers of
complaint against their brethren, which were read not only
before the synod, but a promiscuous audience. For this lat-
ter circumstance, however, Mr. Blair states that neither Mr.
Tennent nor himself was responsible, as he proposed that
the synod should be alone when the papers were read.*®
The synod, however, said they were willing that all should
hear what those brethren had to produce. Mr. Tennent
then rose and read as follows: 3

“ Moderator and reverend brethren, I think I am obliged in
duty to God and you, to present the following paper to your
consideration, which contains my reasons for suspecting that
a number of the members of this synod are in a carnal state.

1 See above, chap. iii. p. 252.

$ Vindication of the New Brunswick presbytery, p. 225, of Blair’s Works.

3 One paragraph of Mr. Tennent's paper was quoted above, chap. iii. p. 238.
It is here given again for the sake of the connexion. The whole is copied
from Mr. Thompson’s book on the Government of the Church of Christ,

P 9, et seq.
13
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«First, their unsoundness in some principal doctrines of
Christianity, that relate to experience and practice, as par-
ticularly in the following points. 1. That there is no differ- .
ence between the glory of God and our happiness; that self-
love is the foundation of all obedience. These doctrines do,
in my opinion, entirely overset, if true, all supernatural
religion, render regeneration a vain and needless thing;
involve a crimson blasphemy against the blessed God, by
putting ourselves on a level with him. 2. That there isa
certainty of salvation connected to the labours of natural
men. This doctrine supposes the greatest falsehood, viz.
that there is a free will in man naturally to acceptable
good; and is attended with the most dangerous conse-
quences, viz. fixing men upon their own righteousness, and
utterly overthrowing the covenant of grace. For if there
is a certainty annexed to the endeavours of natural men, it
must be by promise; but a promise is a debt. As these
opinions are contrary to the express testimony of the Scrip-
tures, our Confession of Faith, and Christian experience,
they give me reason to suspect at least that those who hold
them are rotten-hearted hypocrites, utter strangers to the
saving knowledge of God and of their own hearts.

¢ Secondly, there be these things in the preaching of some
of our members which induces me to suspect the state of
their souls, namely, 1. Their preaching seems to be power-
less and unsavoury. Christ preached with authority, and
not as the scribes. If any object and say, How can they
be known? I answer, Christ’s sheep hear his voice. Liv-
ing men have sense and savour. 2. Too general, not
searching sinners’ hearts so narrowly as they ought, nor
giving them their different portions, according to the apos-
tle’s directions to Timothy. 3. Soft and flattering. Some
seem to be afraid to cry aloud and not to spare; afraid to
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use the terrors of the Lord to persuade men. This seems
too like men-pleasing and fear of the cross, whatever plau-
sible pretences are offered to palliate it, by cowardly, covet-
ous souls, notwithstanding. 4. Legal; many are for crying
up duties, duties, and urging natural men to them almost
constantly, as if outward things were the whole of religion.
Is not this like the foolish builders, to pretend to build a
fabric without a foundation? It is true, the externals of
religion are to be pressed in their place; but their insuffi-
ciency, without inward good principles, should be shown.
He, sure, that would build high, must dig deep, and lay the
foundation low, but I doubt there are not many among us
that open the nature, and urge the necessity of our danger-
ous state by nature. 5. Unsuccessful, with the appearance
of contentedness under it. Aaron’s rod blossomed, and
brought forth almonds, while the rest of the rods were dry
and barren; and by this the divine call of the tribe was
manifested, while bare pretenders were blasted. God will
not send ministers for nothing; no, sure, whom he sends,
and who stand in his counsel, shall profit the people.
“These things following respecting their practice, incline
me to suspect their state. 1. Great stiffness in opinion,
generally in smaller matters wherein good men may differ;
continual pertness and confidence, as if they were infalli-
ble; which shows that the pride of their understanding was
never broken, and that they feel not their need of Christ as
a prophet. 2. Opposition to God’s servants and work;
insisting much upon the real or supposed imprudences of
God’s servants, but passing over in silence their valuable
qualifications and worthy actions. This looks pharisee-
and-devil like, notwithstanding all the colourings of crafty
men. 3. That there is no knowing of people’s states.
Though there is no infallible knowledge of the estates of
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some attainable, yet there is a satisfactory knowledge to be
attained. Ministers crying out against this, is an evidence
of their unfaithfulness in neglecting to use the properest
means to convince sinners of their damnable state. It
shows also their ignorance of divine things; or manifests
their consciousness of their own hypocrisy and fear of dis-
covery. 4. Letting men out into the ministry without so
much as examining them about their Christian experience,
notwithstanding a late canon of this synod enjoining the
same. How contrary is this practice to the Scriptures, and
to our Directory, and -of how dangerous a tendency to the
church of God! Is it probable that truly gracious persons
would thus slight the precious souls of men? 5. More zeal
for outward order than for the main points of practical
religion. Witness the committee’s slighting and shufiling
the late debate about the glory of God,! and their present
contention about the committee-act. This is too much like
the zeal of the old pharisees in tithing mint, anise, and
cummin, while they neglected the weightier matters of
the law.

«These things, my brethren, I mention in the fear and
love of God, without personal prejudice against any. That
God who knows my heart is witness, that I heartily desire
the conviction of those ministers whom I suspect, and that
they may be as burning and shining lights in the church of
God. But I am obliged in faithfulness to God and the
souls of men, to make mention of these things, which are
distressing to my heart, as some of the reasons why I pro-
test against all restraints in preaching the everlasting gospel

! This refers to the report brought in by Messrs. Dickinson, Pierson,
Pemberton, Thompson, Anderson, Boyd, and Treat, on the dispute betwoen
Mr. Tennent and Mr. Cowell. See above, chapter iii. p. 235. Very few
synods in our day could furnish a committee of seven better men.
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in this degenerate state of the church. Rules which are
serviceable in ordinary cases, when the church is stocked
with a faithful ministry, are notoriously prejudicial when
the church is oppressed with a carnal ministry. Besides
the remarkable success that God has given of late to Mr.
Whitefield’s travelling labours, and several others in this
country, makes me abhor the slavish schemes of bigots, as
to confinement in preaching the blessed gospel of Christ.
I am, reverend gentlemen, your well wisher and humble
servant, Gilbert Tennent.”

The paper read by Mr. Blair contained the same general
complaints. Though milder in its language, it probably
gave quite as much offence, as he was at that time com-
paratively a young man, and addressed himself to men,
some of whom were in the ministry before he was born,
and who hath hitherto enjoyed the confidence of the
church, and led lives of great labour and self-denial in her
service.

This whole proceeding, though doubtless well intended,
was in every point of view exceptionable. The charges
were in general so vague, that they could neither be proved
nor disproved; they rested on hearsay evidence, for it is
not to be supposed that Mr. Tennent or Mr. Blair had
many opportunities of hearing how all their brethren
preached; and worst of all they were addressed indiscrimi-
nately against the body in general; thus the innocent and
guilty were made to suffer alike. The synod and the large
audience which crowded the house,? were made to know
that Mr. Tennent thought that many, or most of his bre-

1 Mr. Thompson speaks several times of the congregation present when
the above-mentioned papers were read, as very large; and it is elsewhere
stated, that the house was filled with “a tumultuous crowd.”—Refutation,
&ec. p. 32, .

13*
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thren were in “a carnal state;’’ but who were intended no
one could tell. Some of his charges referred specifically to
many of the best men in the synod; others might be applied
to any or every one, just as the hearers pleased. The
other members of the synod of course expostulated with
these brethren on the impropriety of this course, and « ear-
nestly pressed and entreated them to spare no man in the
synod whom they could prove to be unsound in doctrine
or immoral in practice, but prayed them only to take
Christ’s methods with all such, and not to condemn the
innocent with the guilty.””* To this Mr. Tennent replies,
“we did then offer to prove the matters of charge against
particular members, if the synod required it, but this was
waved.”* This is not a very fair statement. The synod
very properly waved taking up Mr. Tennent’s vague
charges, and themselves instituting process on the ground
of them. They urged him, however, to proceed properly,
“by tabling charges in a regular way, against particular
persons, and not to blacken all.””* Mr. Tennent and Mr.
Blair «frankly owned,”” that they had not “spoken with
the persons intended in the said libels,” and that they had
not “made any regular inquiries into the truth of said
reports.”” The synod then declined proceeding with the
matter until the persons aimed at had been apprised of the
charges, and until they “had been regularly tried in their
respective presbyteries.”’* And this trial these brethren
were urged to institute at once. This course was urged
upon them on another occasion not long afterwards. For
it is stated, that « Messrs. Gilbert Tennent, Samuel Blair,
and Charles Tennent were most earnestly pressed by the
presbytery of Newcastle to spare none of their number,

' Preface to the Protest. 2 Remarks on the Protest.
3 Refutation, &c. p. 33. 4 Ibid. p. 33.
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but to table their complaints against them, if they could
convict any of them of any thing unbecoming a minister of
the gospel. Nay, Mr. Gillespie entreated them in open
presbytery, for the Lord’s sake to do so; but all to no pur-
pose.”’! Mr. Tennent’s answer to this was, ¢ That the said
proposal was matter of suprise to him; that he had no
thought about any such thing before it was- mentioned in
the face of the judicatory; that his meeting with the pres-
bytery was merely accidental; and that his entering on a
judicial process was inconsistent with his design and ap-
pointments of itinerary preaching.”’* He certainly then
ought not to have made the charges, unless he could stop
to prove them. Besides, the presbytery told him they
would wait his leisure; or he might “leave them an
account of the matter in writing, if he counld not attend
their meeting; and that they would take it any way.” 3

The conduct of Mr. Tennent and his friends in thus con-
demning his brethren unheard, seems to have produced a
deep and general feeling of disapprobation. Before the
New York brethren would consent to join with these New
Brunswick brethren, in the formation of a new synod, it
was expressly stipulated, that «if any member of their
body supposes that he hath any thing to object against any
of his brethren, with respect to error in doctrine, immo-
rality in life, or negligence in his ministry, he shall on no
account propagate the scandal, until the person objected
against is dealt with according to the rules of the gospel,
and the kmown methods of their discipline.””’4 And it has
already been mentioned that Mr. Tennent himself, as soon
as the excitement of the revival had subsided, condemned
with unsparing severity the % God-provoking sin’’ of rashly

! Preface to the Protest. t Remarks on Protest.

3 Refutation, &c. p. 34. 4 Minutes of the synod of New York, p. 3.
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judging men to be graceless who were sound in essential
doctrines, and regular in their lives.! At this time, how-
ever, as he says himself, he abhorred all confinement in
preaching the gospel, and would keep no terms with any
man who did not come up to the standard of his own
ardent zeal.

- It was in this year he preached his famous Nottingham
sermon on the danger of an unconverted ministry. As
this sermon may be regarded as one of the principal causes
of the schism, it demands particular attention. His text
was Mark vi. 34. « Jesus, when he came out, saw much
people and was moved with compassion towards them,
because they were as sheep not having a shepherd;” from
which he deduces the following proposition. ¢ The case of
such is much to be pitied who have no other but pharisee-
shepherds or unconverted teachers.” Under the first head
of his sermon, he describes the character of the ancient
pharisees, which he unfolds under the heads of pride,
policy, malice, ignorance, covetousness, and bigotry to
human inventions in religious matters. ¢ Although,” he
says, “some of the old pharisee shepherds had a very fair
and strict outside, yet were they ignorant of the new birth.
Witness Rabbi Nicodemus, who talked like a fool about it.
Hear how our Lord cursed those plastered hypocrites.
Matthew xxiii. 27, 28. Ay, if they had but a little of the
learning then in fashion, and a fair outside, they were
presently put into the priest’s office, though they had no
experience of the new birth. O sad! The old pharisees,
for all their prayers and other pious pretences, had their
eyes with Judas fixed on the bag. Why, they came into
the priest’s office for a piece of bread ; they took it up as a

! Bee the passages quoted from his Irenicum in the preceding chapter.
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trade, and therefore endeavoured to make the best market
of it they could. O shame!”’ .

Under his second head, he shows why those who have
no other than pharisee teachers are to be pitied. His
reasons are, 1. Because natural men have no call of God
to the ministry, under the gospel dispensation. 2. Because
the ministry of natural men is uncomfortable to gracious
souls. 8. The ministry of natural men is for the most part
unprofitable. “What if some instances could be shown of
unconverted ministers being instrumental of convincing
sinners of their lost state? The thing is very rare and extra-
ordinary. And for what I know, as many instances may
be given of Satan’s convincing persons by his temptations.
Indeed it is a kind of chance-medley, both in respect of the
father and his children, when any such event happens.
And is not this the reason why a work of conviction and
conversion has been so rarely heard of for a long time in
the churches till of late, viz: That the bulk of her spiritual
guides are stone blind and stone dead.” 4. The ministry
of natural men is dangerous, both in respect to the doc-
trines and practice of piety. “ The doctrines of original
sin, justification by faith alone, and the other points of Cal-
vinism, are very cross to the grain of unrenewed nature.
And though men, by the influence of a good education, and
hopes of preferment, may have the edge of their natural
enmity against them blunted, yet it is far from being broken
or removed. It is only the saving grace of God that can
give us a true relish for those nature-humbling doctrines,
and so effectually secure us from being infected by the
contrary.”’ .

In answer to the objection to what he had said about the
ministry of natural men, that Judas was sent by Christ, he
answers, 1. That the ministry of Judas was partly legal.
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8. That it was extraordinarily necessary in order to fulfil
some ancient prophecies concerning him. ¢I fear that the
abuse of this instance, has brought many Judases into the
ministry, whose chief desire, like their great grandfather, is
to finger the pence and carry the bag. But let such hire-
ling murderous hypocrites take care that they dont feel the
force of a halter in this world, and an aggravated damna-
tion in the next.”

Under the third head he shows “how pity should be
expressed on this mournful occasion.”” 1. We should
mourn over those who are destitute of a faithful ministry,
and sympathize with them. 2. We should pray for them,
and especially pray the Lord of the harvest, that he would
send forth faithful labourers into his harvest. 3. We should
join our endeavours to our prayers. “ The most likely
method to stock the church with a faithful ministry, in the
present state of things, the public academies being so much
corrupted and abused generally, is to encourage private
schools or seminaries of learning, which are under the care
of skilful and experienced Christians, into which those only
should be admitted, who, upon a strict examination have,
in the judgment of charity, the plain evidences of experi-
mental religion.”

His first inference from his subject is, « If it be so, that
the case of those who have no other and no better than
pharisee teachers is to be pitied, then what a scroll and
scene of mourning, lamentation, and woe is opened, be-
cause of the swarms of locusts, the crowds of pharisees,
that have as covetously as cruelly crept into the ministry,
in this adulterous generation! who as nearly resemble
the character given of the old pharisees, in the doctrinal
part of this discourse, as one crow’s egg does another.
It is true some of the modern pharisees have learned to
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prate a little more orthodoxly about the new birth, than
their predecessor Nicodemus, who are, in the meantime,
as great strangers to the feeling experience of it as he.
They are blind who see not this to be the case of the body
of the clergy of this generation.”

2. “From what has been said, we may learn that such
who are contented under a dead ministry, have not in them
the temper of that Saviour they profess. It is an. awful
sign, that they are as blind as moles, and as dead as stoues,
without any spiritual taste and relish. And alas! is not
this the case of multitudes? If they can get one that has
the name of a minister, with a band, and a black coat or
gown, to carry on a sabbath-day among them, although
never so coldly and unsuccessfully, if he is-free from gross
crimes in practice, and takes care to keep at a due distance
from their consciences, and is never troubled by his unsuc-
cessfulness, O! think, the poor fools, that is a fine man
indeed, our minister is a prudent charitable man, he is not
always harping upon terror, nor sounding damnation in our
ears, like some rash-headed ministers.”

3. Such as enjoy a faithful ministry should glorify God
on that account, and walk worthy of so distingunished a
privilege.

4, «If the ministry of natural men be as it has been
described, then it is both lawful and expedient to go from
them to hear godly persons; yea, it is so far from being sin-
ful to do this, that one who lives under a pious minister of
lesser gifts, after having honestly endeavoured to get bene-
fit by his ministry, and yet gets little or none, but doth find
real benefit, and more benefit elsewhere, I say, he may
lawfully go, and that frequently, where he gets most bene-
fit to his precious soul, after regular application to the pas-
tor where he lives, for his consent, and proposing the rea-
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sons thereof; when this is done in the spirit of love and
meekness, without contempt of any, as also without rash
anger, or vain curiosity.”” He then argues at length the
propriety of people leaving their pastors, first, when the
pastor is pious, but of inferior gifts; and secondly, when he
is unconverted. As to the former case, he says, it is mat-
ter of instinct to seek the greater good in preference to the
less; we are commanded to covet earnestly the best gifts;
there is diversity of gifts among ministers, and God ordina-
rily blesses the best gifts to the greater edification of the
people; as people have a right to the gifts of all God’s
ministers, they may use them as they have opportunity;
Christ did not reprove John’s disciples for coming to hear
himself, not only on week days, but on the Sabbath; to
bind men to a particular minister against their inclination
is carnal with a witness, it is a cruel oppression of tender
consciences, and an infringement of Christian liberty; if
the great end of hearing can be better attained elsewhere,
then, « I see not why we should be under a fatal necessity
of hearing our parish minister, perpetually or generally.”

With regard to the latter case he is more strenuous. *If
it be lawful to withdraw from the ministry of a pious man
in the case aforesaid, how much more from the ministry of
a natural man? Surely it is both lawful and expedient, for
the reasons offered in the doctrinal part of this discourse;
to which let me add a few words more.”’

The additional considerations which he urges are the
following. 1. It is unwise to trust the care of our souls to
those who have no care of their own. 2. God does not
ordinarily use the ministry of his enemies to turn others to
be his friends. God has not given any promise that he
will bless the labours of natural men. If he had he would
be as good as his word; but I can neither see nor hear of
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any blessing upon these men’s labours, unless it be a rare
wonderful instance of chance-medley; whereas the ministry
of faithful men blossoms and bears fruit, as the rod of
Aaron. 3. We are commanded to turn away from such as
have the form of godliness, but deny the power thereof.
4. Our Lord advised his disciples to beware of the leaven
of the pharisees, by which he meant their doctrine and
hypocrisy, which were both sour enough. 5. He refers.to
Matt. xv. 12, &c. “ Then came his disciples and said unto
him, Knowest thou that the pharisees were offended? And
he answered and said, Every plant that my heavenly
Father hath not planted, shall be rooted up. Let them
alone ; they be blind leaders of the blind; and if the blind
lead the blind, both shall fall into the ditch.”

He next considers the objections to such a course, as,
1. We are commanded to hear those who sit in Moses’
seat. This only means that we are bound to obéy the law-
ful commands of the civil magistrates. 2. Such a practice
would cause contentions among the people. It may occa-
sion them, but not properly cause them. If we give up
every duty that is the occasion of contention and division,
we must give up powerful religion altogether. 3. 1 Cor.
i. 12, which speaks of Paul and Apollos, is not against the
course recommended, for that only speaks of making sects.
4. Such a course would tend to grieve our parish minister,
and to break up congregations. “1If our parish minister be
grieved at our greater good, or prefer his credit before it,
then he has good cause to grieve over his own rottenness
and hypocrisy. And as for breaking of congregations to
pieces, upon account of people’s going from place to place
to hear the word, with a view to get greater good, that
spiritual blindness and deadness which so generally prevail,
will put this out of danger. Itisbut a few that have got

14
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any spiritual relish. The most will venture their souls with
any formalist, and be well satisfied with the sapless dis-
courses of such dead drones.” 5. Paul and Apollos are
said to be nothing. True, they were nothing as efficient
causes, but they were something as instruments. 6. Final-
ly, it is objected, people do not get more good over their
parish line, for they are out of God’s way. There are three
monstrous ingredients in this objection, a begging the ques-
tion, rash judging, and limiting of God. It is a mean
thing in reasoning to beg the question in debate. Let it be
proved that they are out of God’s way. It is rash judging
to say people do not get good, when we cannot know it to
be so; and it is to limit God to confine him to one mode of
action. )

He concludes by exhorting those who have a faithful
ministry, to make a speedy and sincere use of so rare a pri-
vilege. He exhorts gracious souls to pity those who have
none but pharisee-teachers. He urges “those who live
under the ministry of dead men, whether they have the
form of religion or not, to repair to the living, where they
may be edified; let who will oppose it.”> He exhorts .
vacant congregations to be very careful in trying those
whom they think of calling as pastors. I beseech you,
my brethren, to consider that there is no probability of
your getting good by the ministry of pharisees; for they are
no shepherds, (no faithful ones,) in Christ’s account. They
are as good as none; nay, worse than none on some ac-
counts. For take them first and last, they do more harm
than good. They strive to keep better men out of the
places where they live ; nay, when the life of piety comes
near their quarters, they rise up in arms against it, asa
common enemy that discovers and condemns their craft and
hypocrisy. And with what art, rhetoric, and appearances
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" of piety, will they varnish their opposition of Christ’s king-
dom! As the magicians imitated the wonders of Moses, so
do false apostles and deceitful workers, the apostles of
Christ.”

This sermon had an extensive circulation. Two editions
of it were published in Philadelphia, and a third in Boston.
Two of the principal grounds of complaint against Mr.
Tennent and his friends, were the censorious condemnation
of their brethren, and the encouragement they gave the
people to separate from their pastors. Though this sermon
was by no means the only ground of these complaints, it
was one of the most tangible proofs of their justice, and
hence was constantly appealed to in the controversies of -
that day. On this account a knowledge of its contents and
character is necessary to a proper understanding of the his- -
tory of the period now under consideration.

In this discourse Mr. Tennent describes the body of the
ministers of that generation as letter-learned pharisees,
plastered hypocrites, having the form of godliness but desti-
tute of its power. That this description was intended to
apply to his brethren in the synod, it is believed was never
doubted. Considering the circumstances under which it
was delivered, and his frequent avowals of similar senti-
ments respecting them on other occasions, it could hardly
have any other application. In the sermon itself he tells
the people that the reason why they had seen so few cases
of conviction or conversion among them, was, that «the
bulk of their spiritual guides were stone blind and stone
dead.”” In answer to the criticism which it occasioned, he
says, “When I composed it, I expected it would be judged,
by that tribe which it detected, as guilty of scandalum
magnatum,as worthy of stripes and of bonds. I supposed
it would be like rousing a wasp’s nest, and I have found it
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according to my expectations. The opposers of God’s
work have dipt their tongues and pens in gall, and by their
malignant invectives have endeavoured to bury its author
in ruins; but peradventure it may have a resurrection to
their terror and shame.””! Some members of the synod
had placed together in dreadful array the terms of invective
contained in this discourse. In reference to which he says,
“I have heard people of piety and good sense observe upon
this popular paragraph, that the gentlemen who had put it
together in its present form, had taken a pretty deal of
pains to draw their own pictures.”* He denies that the
Nottingham sermon had been the cause of contention;
“ No,”” says he, “the true cause is graceless ministers oppo-
sing it. Methinks it would be more to their credit, pru-
dently to let it alone on their own account, for when they
keep muttering, growling, and scolding at it, it does but
give people ground to suspect, that they are of that unhappy
tribe and party themselves, which is therein detected and
censured.’’ $

The Nottingham sermon, though the principal printed
example of Mr. Tennent’s manner of treating his ‘brethren,
is by no means the only one. In most of his controversial
writings of this period, he speaks of them as the malignant
opposers of true religion, and ascribes their conduct to the
most unworthy motives. In a work published in 1743, we
find, for example, the following passage. ¢ Give me leave
to propose this query to Mr. Thompson and his associates,
whether it was because that such as were convinced of sin
had generally a less esteem for his ministry, and of some of
the rest of his party, that he and some, at least, of them
have so fiercely opposed the blessed operations of the Holy
Ghost in alarming and convincing a secure world of sin,

! Examiner Examined, p. 31. 8 Ibid. p. 79. 3 Ibid p. 146.
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righteousness, and judgment? If so, is it not selfish and
sordid with a witness, and a blow at the root.of all piety ?
For my own part I must say, that I humbly conceive that
to be the secret of the story of their opposition, the bottom
of the mystery, the true spring of their malignant contend-
ing against vital godliness. The false and ungenerous
methods, as well as long continuance of their opposition to
the work of God, under so much advantage of light and
evidence in favour of it, together with their dangerous
errors ! before mentioned, free me from the just imputation
or rash judging in thinking as I have expressed.” *

Mr. Tennent was so completely the soul of the party to
which he belonged, that without him it never would have
existed. He is ofteny therefore, addressed as the party
itself, and his writings and declarations are referred to as
speaking the language of his associates. Though the most
prominent and the most violent, he was not the only one
who indulged in these vehement denunciations of his bre-
thren. Mr Blair, though a much milder man, was scarcely
less severe in his judgments; and Mr. Creaghead, Mr.
Finley, and others followed in the same course. Such
denunciations as we find in the Nottingham sermon and
other writings of that day, cannot be excused on the plea
of zeal or fidelity. Their only tendency was to exasperate.
Other men as faithful as Mr. Tennent, were never guilty

either of his censoriousness or violence. We never hear of
any complaints against President Dickinson, Mr. Pierson,
Mr. Pemberton, and other active friends of the revival.
For these gentlemen the highest respect and the kindest
feelings were, on all occasions, expressed by those who

1 This refers to Mr. Thompson's doctrine on the nature of conviction of sin,
which will be stated in the sequel.

¢ Examiner Examined, p. 87.
14*
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differed from them in opinion, as to the general character
and probable results of the religious excitement which then
prevailed. There can be no doubt, therefore, that Mr.
Tennent’s unhappy violence was one of the principal
causes of that entire alienation of feeling, which soon
resulted in an open rupture. When such denunciations
come from men of doubtful character or feeble intellect,
they are commonly and safely disregarded. But when
they are hurled by such men as Tennent, men of acknow-
ledged piety and commanding power, they can hardly fail
to shatter the society among which they fall. Mr. Tennent
became fully sensible of the impropriety of this censorious
spirit, and laboured hard to correct the evils it had occa-
sioned. It is difficult to believe that the same man could
write the Nottingham Sermon and the Irenicum Ecclesias-
ticum. The former is full of coarse invective; the latter is
distinguished for mildness, liberality, and a conciliatory
spirit. And what makes the case the more remarkable, the
latter excuses, vindicates, and even praises the very men
whom the former denounced. In the Irenicum he lays
down the canon, that to declare those persons to be grace-
less, who are “ sound in. the fundamental truths of religion,
and regular in life,”” is a grievous offence against God and
the church. Yet the brethren whom he denounced, he
describes in general as letter-learned orthodox, having a
fair outside, the form of godliness, and even in some cases,
a great appearance of religion. They were, therefore, both
sound and regular. There is no doubt, however, that he
understood his brethren of the synod as coming within the
scope of his rule; for it is in express reference to them that
he lays it down. His object was to convince the people of
his own party, that they had no right to regard those bre-
thren as graceless, and on that ground refuse to unite with
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them.? Mr. Tennent, therefore, being judge, the denun-
ciation of his ministerial brethren was “an evil pregnant.
with pride, malice, and mischief, though perhaps not per-
ceived or intended; an evil, which under a cloak of mis-
guided zeal for God, Christian liberty, and superior attain-
ments in knowledge and religion, rebelliously opposes the
clearest dictates of reason and hnmanity, and the plainest
laws of revealed religion; an evil, that under the pretext of
kindness and piety, cruelly rends our neighbour’s character,
saps the foundation of the church’s peace, and turns its
union, order, and harmony, into the wildest confusion of
ungoverned anarchy, schism, prejudice, and hate.”’*

The alienation of feeling which existed among the mem-.
bers of the synod, is not to be attributed solely, or even
principally to the denunciatory spirit of some of the leading
preachers of that day. It was in a great measure due to
the intrusion into the congregations of settled ministers,
the exhortations given to the people to leave their pastors,
when believed to be unconverted or contentedly unsuc-
cessful, and the erection of separate meetings. This was of
all grounds of complaint against the New Brunswick bre-
thren, the one most frequently urged. There is abundant
evidence that the complaint was well founded. The fact
that the synod twice enacted a rule against such intrusions,
is evidence that the evil was then felt; and the opposition
of the New Brunswick gentlemen to the rule, shows that
they “abhorred all confinement in preaching the gospel.”’
Mr. Blair in the paper read before the synod in 1740, said
to his brethren, « Unless we can see hopeful encouraging
appearances of a work of God’s converting grace among
such ministers, we.believe- we shall. find ourselves. obliged
in duty to our glorious Lord, to answer the invitations and

1 Irenicum, p. 78. 8 Ibid. p. 55.
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desires of people groaning under the oppression of a dead
unfaithful ministry, by going to preach to them wherever
they are.””! Mr. Tennent in his Nottingham sermon,
teaches that it is both lawful and expedient for the
people to forsake the ministry of unconverted men. This
he confirms by various arguments, and defends from vari-
ous objections, and then exhorts the people to act accor-
dingly, saying, “ Let those who live under the ministry of
dead men, whether they have the form of religion or not,
repair to the living.”” Nearly one third of the whole dis-
course, six pages out of twenty, was devoted to this general
subject. The presbytery of Donegal state, that in conse-
quence of these divisive schemes, “ most congregations in
the country are reduced to such disorder and confusion, that
the preaching of the word is despised and forsaken, the
ministers of the gospel are contemned and evil spoken of,
and their public ministrations, and private conduct misre-
presented and traduced.”® At the meeting of the New
Brunswick presbytery, on the second day after the schism,
applications were made for supplies from about eighteen
places, almost all of which were out of the bounds of the
presbytery, and came for the most part from fragments of
old congregations. There is, therefore, no doubt that sepa-
rations did extensively take place, and that they were fos-
tered by Mr. Tennent and his friends. Indeed Mr. Tennent
himself admits this. In his remarkson the Protest, he says,
¢« That there have been some divisions consequent on our
preaching in some places, we acknowledge.” $

The answers which he gives to the charge of having
encouraged the people to forsake their pastors, are not
a little remarkable. He sometimes admits it, sometimes

! Quoted at length in Thompson’s Government of the Church, p. 46. &c.
¢ Minutes for December 1740. 3 Remarks, &c. p. 8.
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denies it, and sometimes evades it. During the revival he
not only asserted the doctrine complained of, but was pre-
pared to justify it. Thus in 1741, in answer to the charge
of intrusion and separation, he says, « What is proper in
ordinary cases may be prejudicial in extraordinaries, When
a church is stocked with a sound, faithful, and lively
ministry, no doubt those rules respecting ministers keeping
within the bounds of their respective charges, until they
are invited in an orderly manner to go elsewhere, may be
of service. But on the supposition that a number of minis-
ters are either unsound in doctrine, or unfaithful and con-
tentedly unsuccessful in their work, then is it not lawful to
suspend the aforesaid rules for a season?’>! Again: “ No
doubt there is a relation between a pastor and his people,
but the design of this being to promote their good, we think
it unreasonable that it should subsist to the prejudice of
that which it was designed to secure. However, in ordi-
nary cases, we think it to be the people’s duty to make
regular application to their pastors to go where they can
get the most benefit. But when ministers conspire ta
oppose the work and servants of God, in the most flagrant
manner, we see no harm in this case, in their using an
extraordinary method.””* And elsewhere in still stronger
language, he says, when ministers habitually oppose the
-revival, “ I see not how any that fear God can contentedly
sit under their ministrations, (if they persist as aforesaid,)
without becoming accessary to their crimson guilt.”’s It
was, therefore, at that time his opinion that when ministers
were unconverted, or contentedly unsuccessful, and espe-

1 Remarks on the Protest, p. 19. 2 Ibid. p. 29.

3 Letter to Franklin, as editor of the Pennsylvania Gazette, and published
in that paper September 2, 1742.
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cially if they opposed the revival, it was the duty of their
people to leave them.

When, however, he saw how these principles were ope-
rating in New England,® where the separatists had begun
to break off from the regular pastors, because they did not
come up to their standard of zeal and fidelity, and when
the Moravians had begun to make inroads upon some of
the presbyterian churches, he in a measure altered his
manner of speaking. In April, 1742, he preached several
sermons in New York, against the Moravians, which, toge-
ther with an Appendix, were soon given to the world.
In these sermons he condemns many of the opinions and
practices of which he had been hitherto considered the
advocate. Among other things, he says, “ It is an instance
of pride to despise and slight ministers or people that are
unconverted, or supposed to be so.”” ¢“The practice of
staying at home rather than going to hear such ministers,
sound in principle and regular in practice, as are judged by
some to be unconverted, is unscriptural and of dangerous
tendency, in my opinion, for it hangs the whole weight of
the public worship of God, on the uncertain judgment of
men. Though unconverted ministers are not likely to do
so much good as others, yet seeing that many of them
doubtless, preach the same word of God which others do,
why may not a sovereign God, who permits them by his
providence to come into the ministry, bless his word deli-
vered by them to the good of mankind?”’ The inconsis-

! “ The passages referred to in the Moravian sermon, were occasioned,”
he says, “ by reports of a separating disposition obtaining in New England;
I was informed that some were separating from the ministry of such as
were sound in principle, regular in life, and approvers of God's work ; and
- that some staid at home, rather than they would hear such, merely because
they judged them to be unconverted.”—Examiner Examined, p. 90.
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tency between these sentiments and those elsewhere advo-
cated by Mr. Tennent, did not escape the notice of his
opponents, who arrayed the conflicting assertions in paral-
lel columns. !

This attack evidently placed Mr. Tennent in consider-
able difficulties. The revival and the excitements by which
it was attended, had not yet subsided. He was not pre-
pared, therefore, fully and kindly to retract, as he subse-
quently did, either his censorious condemnation of his
brethren, or his divisive principles. He was thus led to
endeavour to reconcile and justify both classes of his con-
flicting statements. One explanation was, that in the ser-
mons against the Moravians, he meant to condemn the prac-
tice of separating from ministers who were not only sound
and regular, but also “ favourers of God’s work,” i. e. the
revival. 2 But this last qualification is not found in those ser-
mons. He condemns separation from sound and regular pas-
tors, on the assumption of their being unconverted; and to
this he exhorted the people in the Nottingham sermon. A
second mode of explanation was, that he only intended, in
the Nottingham sermon, to teach that the people might
apply for a regular dismission from the congregation to

1 This was done by a Boston writer calling himself Philalethes, in a book
entitled, The Examiner, or Gilbert against Tennent. Boston, 1743.

The things for which Mr. Tennent particularly censures the Moravians,
are, 1. Censoriousness ; speaking reproachfully of all the reformed churches.
2. Dividing congregations, and “ scattering Christ’s poor sheep.” 3. Thrust-
ing ignorant novices into the ministry. 4. For their slight and sudden con-
versions, done in a moment. * What,” he asks, “is the Moravian faith, but
a sorry mushroom of a night’s growth?” 5. For addressing themselves to
the affections rather than to the understandings of the people, and endeavour-
ing to gain over the young, the ignorant, and females. “ Whom do they imi.
tate in attacking the weaker part of man, viz. the passions, and the weaker

sex first, but the devil, the father of lies and of errors?”’
t Examiner Examined, p. 90.
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which they belonged. As the pastor might leave the peo-
ple, so the people might leave the pastor in a regular man-
ner.! He says he intended to enjoin on the people to make
a regular application to the pastor and session for leave to
go elsewhere, assigning their reasons for so doing. <«If
these reasons are not accounted valid, and the case be
really so, they ought to desist. But if they are wronged
they ought to appeal to a higher judicatory; but if the case
should so happen, that after every appeal they can make,
and the most humble and impartial examination of the
affair, they firmly think they are wronged, and are con-
science-bound in the matter, they ought to judge for them-
selves and act according to their consciences.’’* That this
interpretation of his sermon is at variance with its language
need hardly be remarked. It is no less obviously incon-
sistent with the other explanation, to wit, that the people
ought not to leave their ministers, whether converted or
not, provided they favoured the revival; but if they oppos-
ed it, it was a great sin to adhere to them:. And it is cer-
tain the above interpretation was never put upon his ser-
mon, either by his friends or opponents. The separatists
did not wait to apply to one judicatory after another, but
went off without asking or desiring leave.

Mr. Tennent sometimes goes still further, and denies that
he ever encouraged separations. In reference to this charge,
he says, “It is false; there is not a word in that (Notting-
ham) sermon which encourages separate meetings from
any ministry, merely because they are unconverted.”” Hav-
ing made a similar denial before, his opponents said it was
a notorious falsehood, and that the whole country knew
that from the pulpit and the press he had-encouraged the
people to forsake their ministry. This statement, he says,

! Examiner Examined, p. 26. t Ibid. p. 21, 22.
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“is a dreadful instance of effronted impiety. O shame!
what sort of men are these who not only assert an egregi-
*ous falsehood, but appeal to the whole country to prove it.
To confront their charge, I do appeal to the numerous
multitudes, wherever I have preached the gospel of Christ,
if what they have alleged be not a groundless and erimson
calurany, which those enemies of the power of religion do
impute to me. It is the necessity of their wretched cause,
that urges those unhappy men to take such sinfal and scan-
dalous methods, in order to cloak their horrible wickedness
in opposing God’s work, which has been the real cause of
the divisions subsisting among us; which they, without
foundation, ascribe to me.”” ! This denial is so hearty it is
impossible to doubt its sincerity. It is, however, no less
impossible to doubt the truth of the charge. His Notting-
bam sermon not only teaches thas it is lawful and expedi-
ent to leave the ministry of natural men, but it argues the
point, enjoins it as a duty commanded by Scripture, and
earnestly exhorts his hearers to the performance of it. The
same thing is taught over and over in this very book,
which contains the above denial.

The truth is, Mr. Tennent, like other vehement mem,
often said more than he meant. He acted more from feel-
ing than from principle. When he thought of the people
desirous of fervent preaching, sitting under cold and lifeless
ministrations, his soul caught fire, and he urged them to
leave their sapless preachers, and justified their deing so.
But when he saw rash enthusiasts, who thought all persons
dead but themselves, scattering the congregations of pious
men, he denounced their eonduect, and was obliged to lay
down a canon which condemned bis own course. That
canon was, that we have no right to regard or treat as

! Examiner Examined, p. 68, 00.
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graceless those who are sound in essential doctrines and
regular in life. Mr. Tennent and his friends had grievous-
ly offended against this rule. They not only had pro-
nounced such men to be unconverted, but had acted on the
assumption of their being so, and treated them as unfit for
their offices. It may easily be conceived what a state of
things would be produced by some half dozen ministers
assuming the prerogative of judging of the hearts of their
brethren, denouncing them as unconverted, entering their
congregations, exhorting their people to leave them, and
every where erecting new congregations. This the New
Brunswick brethren did very extensively; and this, more
than any thing else, was the cause of the schism. It was
in fact schism itself, in its worst form. As might have
been expected, this conduct called forth loud complaints of
the arrogant assumption of power on the part of a few men,
to judge and condemn their brethren; of the injustice of
condemning them without a trial before a competent tribu-
nal; and of the grievous injuries which were thus inflicted
upon them and their churches.

These complaints were sometimes brought before the
presbyteries, though seldom to any good purpose. Thus
in 1740, a representation was made to the presbytery of
Donegal in reference to Mr. Blair, for intruding into the
congregations of several of their members; and Mr. John
Thompson was requested to go to the presbytery of New-
castle, to which Mr. Blair belonged, and call their attention
to the case.’ The same year Mr. Alison presented a com-
plaint on the same ground against Mr. Alexander Creag-
head, which was accompanied with “a supplication from
several members of Mr. Creaghead’s congregation, com-
plaining of his mal-conduct in several particulars.”’” The

! Minutes of the presbytery of Donegal, p. 203.
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presbytery met at Middle Octarara to examine these char-
ges. Besides the complaint of Mr. Alison of the presbytery
of Newcastle, Mr. Creaghead was charged by some of his
own congregation, 1. With absenting himself from pres-
bytery. 2. With imposing new terms of communion on
his people at the baptism of their children. 3. With exclu-
ding a person from the communion, because he seemed to
be opposed to his new methods. 4. With asserting that
the ministers of Christ ought not to be confined to any par-
ticular charge. The new term of communion here com-
plained of was, no doubt, the adoption of the solemn league
and covenant, which it seems he and Mr. John Cross of
the presbytery of New Brunswick, were often in the habit
of imposing on their people.! When the presbytery were
about to proceed with this case, they « were interrupted by
the people rising into a tumult, and railing at the members
in the most scurrilous and opprobrious manner; so that
baving concluded with prayer, they were obliged to ad-
journ to another place.”

The presbytery in their account of this trial, if trial it can
be called, state that when they came to the church, they
found Mr. Creaghead preaching on the text, ¢ Let them
alone, they be blind leaders of the blind;’ and that his
sermon was almost a continued invective against such as he
called pharisee preachers, and against the presbytery in
particular, asserting that they were given over to judicial

! Thompson’s Government of the Church.—* Some of them preach up the
national and solemn league and covenants; and give the breach of those
covenants as the great and principal cause of the great decay of religion
among us. Others of the same party never mention it, that I hear of. Some
of them oblige parents to these covenants at the baptism of their children;
and others do not. Yea, the same persons sometimes oblige parents to these
covenants, and sometimes do not; as for instance Mr. Alexander Creaghead,
and Mr. John Croes.” p. 43.
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hardness of heart and impenitency. After the sermon Mr,
Creaghead invited the congregation, which was very large,
to the tent, where they were entertained with the reading
of a paper which he called his defence, containing the most
slanderous reproaches against the members of the presby-
tery, some of whom were mentioned by name. This paper
was read by Mr. David Alexander and Mr. Samuel Fin-
ley,? and the presbytery themselves were summoned to
attend.

The next day, when the presbytery were about to
inquire into the complaints against Mr. Creaghead, he
came in, accompanied by Mr. Alexander and Mr. Finley,
and insisted upon again reading his defence. The presby-
tery requested him first to allow the charges to be pre-
sented. This he refused to do, and insisted that the defence
should be read first. Whereupon Messrs. Alexander and
Finley ascended the pulpit and read the paper, which had
been read to the people the day before. In the beginning
of this paper Mr. Creaghead utterly declined the authority
of the presbytery, and protested against their proceeding
with the case, on the ground that they were all his accu-
sers. In view of the several complaints against Mr. C.,
and of his contumacy and disorderly conduct, the presby-
tery suspended him from the ministry until their next
meeting; directing, however, that if he should signify his
sorrow for his conduct to any member, that member should
notify the moderator, who was to call the presbytery
together to consider his acknowledgment and take off the
suspension.?

There were, at this time, in that presbytery, together
with several excellent men, a few members from Ireland,

* Mr. Finley was at this time a licentiate of the presbytery of New
Brunswick.  Minutes of Donegal presbytery, pp. 205—6.
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whose conduct brought a reproach upon the whole body,
but who were soon suspended and discarded by their
brethren. The presence of those members, unconvicted,
and even unaccused as yet, could afford little justification
for the course pursued by Mr. Creaghead, in absenting
himself from the presbytery, disregarding their authority,
and especially in reading his calumnious charges against
the whole body to a promiscuous and excited audience.?
The presbytery had a difficulty also with Mr. David
Alexander. In October 1740, he was cited to answer a
complaint for preaching in a disorderly manner in Mr.
Black’s congregation, and for absenting himself time after
time from the presbytery, without excuse.* When the
presbytery met in December following, he assigned as the
reasons of his absence, bodily weakness, and certain scru-
ples which he had in reference to the conduct of the pres-
bytery. One of these scruples was, their “opposing the
work of God, in seeming to condemn the crying out of
people at sermons, and opposing those ministers who seem
instrumental in carrying on these things.”” Another was,
their too superficial examination of candidates. For others,
it appears, he referred the presbytery to the paper above
mentioned as Mr. Creaghead’s defence. He added, however,
that he was still willing to consider himself a member of

t Mr. Tennent, in 1743, speaking of this gentleman, says, “ There is one
indeed, who I hope is a pious man, Mr. Alexander Creaghead by name, who
was formerly in a state of union with us, hut having more zeal and positive-
ness than knowledge and judgment, has schismatically broken communion
with us, and adopted the rigid Cameronian scheme. He is indeed tinged
with an uncharitable and party spirit, to the great prejudice of real religion
in some places, this way. May the Almighty forgive him, and rectify his
judgment. His late and present divisive conduct we utterly detest and dis-
claim.”—Examiner Examined, p. 120.

2 Minutes of the preshytery of Donegal, p. 203.

15*
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the presbytery. To this the presbytery replied, they would
recognise him as a member, provided he ‘“acknowledged
his sinful disorder in absenting himself from presbytery on
account of these scruples, without having remonstrated them
to the presbytery; and provided he promised not to absent
himself in fature, on account of these or any other scruples,
in the same manner, without previously intimating them to
the presbytery in a judicial way.””! With these provisos
he refused to comply, and the other part of the charge
against him, not being immediately taken up, he left the
place. The presbytery then determined to cite him to
attend their next meeting, to answer for his disorderly
conduct in endorsing and reading the charges against the
presbytery, contained in Mr. Creaghead’s defence, without
the consent of the presbytery, and before a large congrega-
tien; and for leaving the presbytery after having said in a
boasting manner, that the real charge against him was
preaching in Mr. Black’s congregation, which he acknow-
ledged, and would do it again and again. This citation he
refused to answer.* He was cited a second time to answer
the above charges, and a fama clamosa charge of intem-
perance. In consequence of this second call, he appeared
at the meeting held May, 1741, and “ by taking the pulpit
prevented the moderator, who had prepared to preach.”
He gave as his reason for not answering the first citation,
that the presbytery had cut him off from being a member;
and that he told the person citing him, that he had appealed
to the synod. With regard to the charge of intemperance,
he said it arose from what occurred at a funeral, where he
acknowledged “he had drunk some more than was neces-
sary.””® The presbytery acquitted him of the charge of

1 Minutes of the presbytery of Donegal, p. 207.
* Ibid. p. 212. 3 Ibid. p. 224.
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intemperance to the extent reported; but on account of his
acknowledged indiscretion, and of his disorderly conduct,
and reproaching the presbytery, they said they could not
regard him as a member “until we be satisfied as to these
pieces of his disregardful conduct towards us, and refusing
to submit to the government of Christ’s chureh in our
hands. At the same time we cannot but, with deep sorrow
of heart, bewail the unhappy, divided, and distracted state
of this poor church, through the uncharitable opposition of
both ministers and people against one another.”” *

These are melancholy scenes to occur in the midst of a
great revival of religion. Such, however, was the tumult
excited in the public mind, that, in various parts of the
country, every thing seemed to get into confusion, and
even good men were alienated from each other. A portion
of the ministers of the synod having lost confidence in the
majority of their brethren, did not hesitate to denounce
them as unconverted men, and exhort their people to leave
them. The consequence was, that many congregations
were broken up, and many more divided. The synod of
1741, therefore, met under circumstances very unfavoura-
ble to peace and union. The majority felt themselves
grievously injured, both in character and in their pastoral
relations. It is no wonder then that they came together
determined, if possible, to put a stop to the prevailing dis-
orders; nor, considering their state of mind, is it surprising
that they mistook their remedy and placed themselves in
the wrong.

The synod met in Philadelphia, May 2,1741. Mr. Pier-
son, the moderator for the preceding year, being absent, the
sessions were opened with a sermon by Mr. Andrews,
who was elected moderator, and Mr. Boyd was appointed

1 Minutes of the presbytery of Donegal, p. 225.
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clerk. The following ministers were in attendance, viz:
From the presbytery of Newcastle, George Gillespie,
Robert Cathcart, Charles Tennent, Francis Alison, Alex-
ander Hucheson, and Samuel Blair. From the presbytery
of Philadelphia, Jedediah Andrews, Robert Cross, Daniel
Elmer, Francis McHenry, Richard Treat, and William
Tennent, Sen’r. From the presbytery of Lewes, James
Martin, and Robert Jamison. From the presbytery of
New Brunswick, Eleazer Wales, Gilbert Tennent, and
- William Tennent, Jun’r. From the presbytery of Donegal,
John Thompson, Adam Boyd, John Elder, Richard San-
chy, Samuel Cavin, Samuel Thompson, Alexander Creag-
head, and David Alexander. All the members of the
presbytery of New York were absent.

The first matter which occasioned difficulty was the case
of Mr. Alexander Creaghead. Having been suspended by
his own presbytery, it would appear to be a matter of
course, that he should not take his seat as a member of
synod, until that sentence was reversed. He seems, how-
ever, to have been enrolled from the first as a regular
member. As he had not submitted to a trial before the
inferior judicatory, according to ordinary rules of proceed-
ing, he had no right to appeal to a higher. This point,
however, appears to have been waved in his favour, and
the synod took up the question of his right to a seat, ¢ and
after much discourse upon it,and a paper of Mr. Creaghead
being read, the synod deferred the further consideration of
it.”” In the afternoon the case was resumed, when ¢« Mr.
Creaghead presented another paper, which was read, and
after debating on that business, the synod agreed that this
and the former paper be perused by the Donegal presby-
tery, in order for trial against to-morrow afternoon.”” The
next minute in relation to the subject, states, that ¢the
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presbytery of Donegal, as appointed, began their reply to
Mr. Creaghead’s papers, in several particulars, but being
late it was deferred.” The next moming “the above affair
continued, and a great deal of discourse maintained upon
it, when the synod deferred the further consideration of it.”
This was on Saturday the 30th of May; on Monday the
1st of June the schism occurred, and of course the subject
was dropt.

It appears there were two points which occupied the
attention of the synod. The one was the difficulty between
Mr. Creaghead and his presbytery, and the other the com-
plaint of Mr. Alison against Mr. Creaghead for intruding
into his congregstion. As to the former there seems to
have been little progress made in adjusting the matter. It
was proposed that a committee should be sent down to try
the case. Mr. Creaghead insisted, if that were done, the
majority of the committee should be of the “ New Bruns-
wick party.”” To this the other side objected, and in their
turn opposed the appointment of certain individuals who
had been nominated. !

The other point was most disputed, and seems to have
brought matters to a crisis. Mr. Alison contended, that as
he had regularly tabled charges against Mr. Creaghead
before the presbytery of Donegal, for intruding into his
congregation, “to rend and divide it against his mind, the
mind of the session, and the declared opinion of the con-
gregation in general;”” and as Mr. Creaghead had refused
to submit to a trial before the presbytery, it was his un-
doubted right to bring the complaint before the synod and
have the matter tried there. He urged this the rather
because there was no need of testimony in the case, as

1 Refutation of Mr. Tennent’s remarks on the Protest, pp. 37, 38.
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“Mr. Creaghead publicly acknowledged the whole fact”
complained of; and because an opportunity would thus be
offered to the synod, and especially to the New Brunswick
party, to show how far they were willing to condemn this
disorderly intrusion into settled congregations, and to make
proposals for peace.? Mr. Tennent and his friends resisted
the complaint’s being entertained « merely because Donegal
presbytery did not enter it on their records as a prime arti-
cle.”” It is difficult to see the force of this objection. The
complaint did not come to the synod through the presby-
tery of Donegal, but directly from Mr. Alison. The com-
plaint as presented to the presbytery had proved inopera-
tive, for though the disorder complained of was one of
the several grounds on which the presbytery suspended
Mr. Creaghead, yet he not only refused to answer the
charge, but had disregarded their sentence. It seems rather
unfair that the action of the presbytery should be consi-
dered a nullity as it regarded Mr. Creaghead, and as valid
in satisfying Mr. Alison’s complaint. He had applied to
the presbytery for redress and had obtained nope; for its
authority had been denied and its sentence disregarded.
When, therefore, in due course he applied to the synod, he
had reason to expect to be heard. Resisting this course on
technical grounds was certainly very unfortunate, as an
opportunity was thus lost of satisfying the minds of the
aggiieved members, that the New Brunswick brethren
would not deliberately sanction ¢ the practice of breaking
in upon and dissolving pastoral relations in such an unserip-
tural and anti-presbyterial way.”” The result of this attempt
to bring up the matter in complaint, the majority of the

1 Refutation of Mr. Tennent's remarks on the protest, pp. 39, 40; also the
Preface to the printed copy of the Protest.
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synod say, “put us out of all hopes of obtaining peace with
our brethren upon such terms as are founded on the word
of God, and our presbyterian constitution.”

This last effort at accommodation having failed, the Rev.
Robert Cross, pastor of the First Presbyterian Church in

Philadelphia, rose and read the following ProrEsTaTION,
viz.

¢ Rev. Fathers and Brethren:

¢ We, the ministers of Jesus Christ, and members of
the synod of Philadelphia, being wounded and grieved in
our very hearts, at the dreadful divisions, distractions, and
convulsions, which all of a sudden have seized this infant
church to such a degree that unless He, who is king in
Zion, do graciously and seasonably interfere for our relief,
she is in no small danger of expiring outright, and that
quickly, as to the form, order, and constitution of an orga-
nized church, which hath subsisted for above thirty years
past, in a very great degree of order and perfect harmony
until of late; we say, we being deeply grieved with these
things, which lie heavy on our spirits, and being sensible
that it is our indispensable duty to do what lies in our
power, in a lawful way, accordirg to the light and direc-
tions of the inspired oracles, to preserve this swooning
church from a total expiration; and after the deliberate and
unprejudiced inquiry into the causes of these confusions,
which rage so among us, both ministers and people, we
evidently seeing, and being fully persuaded in our judg-
ments, that, besides our misimprovement of, and unfruitful-
ness under, gospel light, liberty, and privileges, the great
decay of practical godliness in the life and power of it, and
many abounding immoralities; we say, besides these our
sins, which we judge to be the meritorious cause of our



180 PRESBYTRRIAN CNURCN

present doleful distractions, the awful judgments we now
suffer under; we evidently see, that our protesting brethren,?
and their adherents, are the direct and proper cause there-
of, by their unwearied, unscriptural, antipresbyterial, un-
charitable divisive practices, which they have been pursn-
ing with all the diligence they were capable of, with any
probability of success, for above these twelve months past
especially; besides too much of the like practices for some
years before, though not with such barefaced arrogance and
boldness:

“ And being fully convinced in our judgments, that it is
our duty to bear testimony against these disorderly pro-
ceedings, according to our stations, capacity, and trust
reposed in us by our exalted Lord, as watchmen on the
walls of his Zion, we having endeavoured sincerely to seek
counsel and direction from God, who hath promised to give
wisdom to those who ask him in faith, yea, hath promised
his Holy Spirit to lead his people and servants into all
truth; and being clearly convinced in our consciences, that it
is a duty we are called unto in this present juncture of affairs,
“ Reverend fathers and brethren, we hereby humbly and
solemnly protest, in the presence of the great and eternal
God, and his elect angels, as well as in the presence of all
here present, and particularly of you, reverend brethren,
in our own names, and in the names of all, both ministers
and people, who shall adhere to us, as follows:

“1. We protest that it is the indispensable duty of this
synod to maintain and stand by the principles of doctrine,
worship, and government of the church of Christ, as the

U That is, the brethren whe protested against the synod’s act resposting
the examination of candidates, viz. the four Tennents, Mr. Blair, Mr. Wales,
Mr. John Cross and Mr. Creaghead.
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same are summed up in the Confession of Faith, Cate-
chisms, and Directory composed by the Westminster Assem-
bly, as being agreeable to the word of God, and which this
synod have owned, acknowledged, and adopted, as may
appear from our synodical records of the years 1729, 1730,
1736, which we desire to be read publicly.

«“2. We protest that no person, minister or elder, should
be allowed to sit and vote in this synod, who hath not
received, adopted, or subscribed the said Confession, Cate-
chisms, and Directory, as our presbyteries respectively do,
according to our last explication of the adopting act; or
who is either accused or convicted, or may be convicted
before this synod, or any of our presbyteries, of holding
any doctrine, or who acts and persists in any practice con-
trary to any of those doctrines, or rules contained in said
Directory, or contrary to any of the known rights of pres-
bytery, or orders made and agreed to by this synod, and
which stand yet unrepealed; unless, or until he renounce
such doctrine, and being found guilty, acknowledge, con-
fess, and profess his sorrow for such sinful disorder, to the
satisfaction of this synod, or such inferior judicatory as the
synod shall appoint or impower for that purpose.

% 3. We protest that our protesting brethren have at pre-
sent no right to sit and vote as members of this synod, hav-
ing forfeited their right of being accounted members of it,
for many reasons, a few of which we shall mention after-
wards.

“4. We protest, that if, notwithstanding of this our pro-
testation, those brethren be allowed to sit and vote in this
synod, without giving suitable satisfaction to the synod,
and particularly to us, who now enter this protestation, and
to those who shall adhere to us in it, that whatsoever shall
be done, voted, or transacted by them contrary to our judg-

16
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ment, shall be of no force or obligation to us; being done
and acted by a judicatory consisting in part of members
who have no authority to act with us in ecclesiastical
matters.

« 5, We protest, that if, notwithstanding this our protes-
tation, and the true intent and meaning of it, those protest-
ing brethren, and such as adhere to them, or support or
countenance them in their antipresbyterial practices, shall
continue to act as they have done this last year, in that
case we, and as many as have clearness to join with us
and maintain the rights of this judicatory, shall be account-
ed in no wise disorderly, but the true presbyterian church
in this province; and they shall be looked upon as guilty
of schism, and the breach of the rules of presbyterian govern-
ment, which Christ has established in his church, which we
are ready at all times to demonstrate to the world.

“Reverend and dear brethren, we beseech you to hear
us with patience, while we lay before you as briefly as we
can, some of the reasons that move us thus to protest, and
more particularly, why we protest against our protesting
brethren being allowed to sit as members of this synod.

1, Their heterodox and anarchical principles express-
ed in their Apology,! pages twenty-eight and thirty-nine,
where they expressly deny that presbyteries have autho-
¥ity to oblige their dissenting members, or that synods
should go any further in judging of appeals or references,
&e. than to give their best advice; which is plainly to divest
the officers and judicatories of Christ’s kingdom of all au-
thority, (and plainly contradicts the thirty-first article of
eur Confession of Faith, section three, which those brethren

! That is, the Apology of the New Brunswick presbytery far not obeying

the two acts of synod respecting itinerant preaching, and the examination
of candidates, which was presented to the synod, May, 1739,
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pretend to adopt,) agreeable to which is the whole super-
structure of arguments which they advance and maintain
against not only our synodical acts, but also all authority to
make any acts or orders which shall bind dissenting mem-
bers, throughout their whole Apology.

¢ 2, Their protesting against the synod’s act in relation
to the examination of candidates, together with their pro-
ceeding to license and ordain men to the ministry in oppo-
sition to, and in contempt of the said act of synod.

« 3. Their making irregular irruptions upon the ocongre-
gations, to which they have no immediate relation, without
order, concurrence, or allowance of the presbyteries, or
ministers to which such oongregations belong; thereby
sowing the seeds of division among the people, and doing
what they can to alienate and fill their minds. with unjust
prejudices against their lawfully called pastors.

“4, Their principles and practice of rash judging and
condemning all who do not fall in with their measures,
both ministers and people, as carnal, graceless, and ene-
mies of the work of God, and what not; as appears in Mr.
Gilbert Tennent’s sermon against unconverted ministers,
and his and Mr. Blair’s papers of May last, which were
read in open synod; which rash judging has been the con-
stant practice of our protesting brethren and their irregular
probationers, for above these twelve months past, in their
disorderly itinerations and preaching through our congre-
gations, by which, alas for it! most of our congregations,
through weakness and credulity, are so shattered and divid-
ed, and shaken in their principles, that few or none of us
can say we enjoy the comfort, or have the success among
our people, which otherwise we might, and which we
enjoyed heretofore.

« 5. Their industriously persuading people-that the call
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of God, whereby he calls men to the ministry,does not con-
sist in their being regularly ordained and set apart to the
work, according to the instruction and rules of the word;
but in some invisible motions and workings of the Spirit,
which none can be conscious or sensible of, but the person
himself, and with respect to which he is liable to be de-
ceived, or to play the hypocrite. That the gospel preach-
ed in truth by unconverted ministers, can be of no saving
benefit to souls; and their pointing out such ministers
whom they condemn as graceless, by their rash judging
spirit, they effectually carry the point with the poor credu-
lous people, who, in imitation of their example, and under
their patronising, judge their ministers to be graceless, and
forsake their ministry as hurtful rather than profitable.

6. Their preaching the terrors of the law in such a
manner and dialect as has no precedent in the word of God,
but rather appears to be borrowed from a worse dialect;
and so industriously working on the passions and affections
of weak minds as to cause them to cry out in a hideous
manner, and to fall down in convulsion-like fits, to the mar-
ring of the profiting both of themselves and others, who are
so taken up in seeing and hearing these odd symptoms,
that they cannot attend to, or hear what the preacher says,
and then after all, boasting of these things as the work of
God, which we are persuaded do proceed from an inferior
or worse cause. )

“7. Their, or some of them, preaching and maintaining
that all true converts are as certain of their gracious state,
as a person can be of what he knows by his outward
senses; and are able to give a narrative of the time and
manner of their conversion, or else they conclude them to
be in a natural or graceless state; and that a gracious
person can judge of another’s gracious state, otherwise than
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