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"V HA T a mai of Dr. Wn'rs 's: cha—
; 'racker and talents fhowld bé held
-inifticthigheft veneration’ by the body
af- f.hﬁkmafs, is not" &t Al wohderfal';
fovall men:ave, by: a/pﬁnétplé’df {é!f-
lovn,:attavhed to;their own party, which
-uiturally leads them to: ‘think drid fpeak

-highly of thoile who huave, by Ay ineans,_

.dxﬁxngm(hed memfe@ves in fe&"vmg its
‘mtﬂgﬁs. DR S
Noris-it very' ea;;tiaordmapyf, tebnfi-

daringthe imany pleafing and’ aifeful

pitblications’ of which: the Doftor was

thé¢ auitheryand the amiable {pirit breath-'

ed thebugh them all;-that wife and good
amdn -of different i‘eligwus perfuaﬁons
fhonld be willing 'to ‘give him 2 oonﬁ—
deiable tribute. of praife,

But that a writer -of Dr. jom«son's
principles, in politics apd religion, theuld
have undertaken tq be his biographer,
andihould have pafled fo high an en-

A3 comium,



R EF A CE,

comium on his character and his writ-
1ngs, is a decifive evidence of the fu-
petior excellence of both. - And it is
very remarkable, that he who is {o free
in his cenfures of others, whofe lives
he has. written, fhould. find. fo ittle to
blamein him. Fhe Diflenters.will think
that Dr. ]ohnfon ‘has done hinifelftho-
.hour.in they:teftimony. he: s -Horne.in -
favour of a man whofe {entiments, both
in -ecclefiaftical ;and..political mattens,
were fo, oppofite to- his “own ;' atthe
Jame time that they. muft be h1g~hly .gra-
txﬁed :with the honoeur which: redounds
to Dr. Watts’s charaéter from the: appm—
“bation of {p:diftinguifhed: a:writes:”
. It is:not to be wondered at that ‘this
nayrative thould be fo.thort;. fince a Yifp
Jike that of Dr.- Watts," fo. much:led in
;retquxmnt, and _pttended with do. few
' Nariationss cowld fiot farnith: ;many: hife
torical fats.s ~Alad it was to be: éxpetted
that a blographer, like. Dr. johnfom,
‘whofe ftudies wese of fo-different. alna-
ture,, would 'be fpating in.his femarks
on the Dq&qrs Pubhcatlons, bf whnch‘
co 5 vt {‘;'"L Lo ..maft
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moft were of a theological and pra&ical
kind, adapted to the capacities and taftes
of the bulk of chriftian readers, and fe-
veral of them on controverfial fubjeéts ;
nor could it be. thought, that he fhqould
enter mmgltely into the writer’s diftin-
guifhiing fpnuments on - dotrinal mat-
ters, -, Nor. indeed can -any, who pof-
fefs much know1¢dge of mankind, how
Iugh foever their veneration forthe char
racter. and Wntmgs of Dr. Watts, be
greatly dlfappomted at.any expreffions
dropped from the  biographers: pen,
which have the appearance of-cenfure;
The greater wonder is, that- thefe are
o few and mconﬁderable It might alfo
be. expeé’ted, that in fuch a life, written
by fuch an author, fome material asti<
cles fhould be omitted or miftaken.

On thefe conﬁderatxons, valuable as -
thls piece of biography is, it ‘may. not
be an unacceptable fervice to the pube
kc, efpecxally to the Proteﬁantf Piffen-;

“ters, if at the fame time that they are’
prefented with :a detached copy of Dr.-
Johnfon’s Life of this great and good

: Ag man,
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man, a few Notes fhould’ be fubjoined,
either-to- fupply the writer’s defects, to
correét his xmﬁakes, or to obvxate hls
Cenfures. ‘ :

.The defign of this pubhcatxon can-
not be thought to bt fuperféded by Dr.
©1ss0Nss perforthance, by thoﬂe who
eonfider #ot merely the prohxxtyof tha¢
work, but the circumftance of its bemg
writtén- pner t'o that of Dr. Johnfon.
It is. moreovér a prmc;pal dbjeét with
the iwriter-of ‘the prcfcnt piece, - to ex=
hibit te- the phblic'what he'thinks ars
impertant and very Hﬁ’cmgmthmg part
of Di. Watts’s charaéter, whxch both
Dr. Johnfon! and Dr; bebons ‘have to-
tally. omitted ; as‘alfo’ to give 4 true re-
prefentation of his‘laft i‘ennments Wlth
refpedt -ko & Dodtrine: which - emﬁloyed
his thovights and his pen more than any
other difpated polnt in theology, and
which” hhs ‘béen’ generally thoﬁght' of
mors-impertance,: and “accordingly has
boen the fubjeét- of more debate than
almofkaiiy ohé beﬂdes, Yiz, the Doffi’me
o sy Brimidp 0TV R e
R L Much



P. R E F-A-C E;

. Much hasbeen {aid abgut Dr. Wartss
;a{t thoughq on this point; but nothing
written that .is fatisfadtory; perfons .of
different parties being defirous to have
it appean that {o confiderable a man was
an their ﬁdq 3 while thofe whe hava
bg,ca the beft able tg give information
on this head, haye thqught shemnfelves
bound, ; by -prudence at-leaft, ta; with-
hold it, ... Dr,. Gibbons; ameng a1 the
minnte grpumftances he: hag recorded,
has not gyen:glanced at apy thing pes
'Qp}ia,r- in r. Watts’y manner of cons
geiving wigh;refpect to this peint, whick
- he laboured moace than apy other, nox

on that part of his hifery- W.hmh WRS
connefled with it. . . -

» It is readily. granted, that no jllﬁ ars
g!,lment for; ar -againft any reprefenta:
tion. of this docxine, can be drawn from
the fentimenfs ¢ven of ‘2 Watts. But
it is certainly a matter of innocent cu+
riofity, to know what were the conclu-
fions of fo great and good a man, upon
fuch a point after all that he had read
and thought, and written concerning it.

* 6 And
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And it muft be granted that the man-
ner in which, and the temper with
which, fo able and free and candid an
enquirer -purfued his mveﬁlgatlons of
this much difputed article of chriftian
faith, may be of ufe to direct otHefs;
~and young ftudents efpecxaﬂ'y, in tlre"ir
enquiries concerning it. - -

If any thing here advanced ‘be not
firictly true, it is without- the wrrters
knowledge, as he has afferted nothing
but what upon the moft ‘impartial ex-
amination he himfelf believed. And if
any one is able to give the world a
more juft reprefentation of the matter,
he would be the firft to make his ac-
knowledgments ; as no one would be
-more highly gratified than himfelf to
“know what were the dying'fentiments of
fo able and pious a man as’ Dr. Watts,
how different foever they mlght appear

to be from his own.

» . \ B ’.CON"
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g R. Jahn{on intrbducss, hl& L;fe of D{.
Watts with the follqwmg information :
,{I_;hq qurns of D;‘ ‘Watts vgere by my fe«
ﬁ«cgmmndanm mferted i -the. Jate, Coly
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wadtd e o edr 1L VOB L
.: B (BT poﬂ'ﬂb]q_ ttns,pub}ngatmn gy fall | into. t.t}e )mnds
fome whqneeq tg b; informed; - tbat thc Colle&,o;;
;cfgr;ed,to i, T ?’orb of the qulz_[b DPots, with Prg,
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were, afcrwards  printed by themfelyes, in-Fout Vo:
lumes’ vo. from whence the Tollowmg Lnfe of Dr.
Watts 1s Extradied.
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¥ LIFE OF DR. WATTS,

We fhall give thi§ learned and mafterly
writer’s account of WarTs at length, that
the reader may form the more impartial
judgment concerning it, and by way of NoTx
fhall offer fome animadverfions on fich parts
of it as appear to be erroneous or exception-
sble, and fubjoin- various addmonal Anec-

dotes.

« ISAAC WATTS was born July 17,
1674, at Southampton, where his fathery of
the fame name, kept a boarding-fcheol for
young gentlemen, though common report
makes him'd fhoe-iiakes: {a] He appears,

[A]‘ This ¢ repon" is by no mum ¢ common.
'l‘he Editor, who has often’ heard Mr. Watts fpokn
of, never met with-it before. Ard it is furprifing this
author fhould have introduced it, 3t leaft without s spark
of the ftrongeft difapprobation ; fince it gvidently ape
pears o be tatally void of foundation, from Dr. Gib-.
bons™s Life of Dr. Watts, (which our author had’ rcad}
in the firkt page of which he mentioms it, in a note; us’'d
well-known matter of fatt, that the Do&or’s Father
¢ was the maffer of a fourithing Boa!dmg-school' at
é Southampton, which was in fuch reputation,’ that

. 4¢ gentlemen’s fons were fent to it from America and
¢ the Weft-Indies for education.” It is indeed of little

' confequence what any man’s extraétion was : but if the
£2& be well known, why fhould any idle reports be meri~
tioned which have the appearance of a difparagement 2

' ’ © - from
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. #rem .the narrative of Dr. Gibbens, to have
been neither; indigcnf'ﬁor illiterate. \
¢ Haac, the. gldeft of nine children, was
. g;ven to books from his infancy, and began,
we:are told, to learn Latin when he was four
-years old. I fuppofg, at home.
.~ * He wuas afterwards taught Latin, Greek,
-and Heprew, by Mr. Pinhorn, a clergyman,
- - mafter: of the Free~fcheol at. Southampton,
to whom the gratitude of his fcholar after-
prds inforibed 8 Latin Ode {8}, -
£ His proficiency; at fchopl was fo confpi-
-cuous, . that.a fubfcription wap propofed, for
-his fupport at the Univerfity ; but he de-
«clared; his #efolution to-take his Jot with the
-Diffepters [c); -Such he was as every Chriftian
:C;hnr_ch‘ wotdd rcjoice: to have adopted.
T L TR NOS S aici . “ He
m m uegm ind u-uly claffical ode;itwas writteh
ﬁ the.ags of twenty.. It is-inferted in the Lyric Pochas,

And Dx,. Gibbons has; given a copy of it, with a goad
)Engldh Tranflation, Mmazr:, p. 7--18‘ o

~"'[€] "This refoldtion was the more, remankable, as his
Father had fuffered math for' his Nontonformity. . A
siscumf@tance which;: takep in, connexion 'with' the: re-
fpod thewn to the.fon by the members of the eftablifhed
shurch, affords a firiking proof that in his - determina-
tion to take his lot with the Dlﬂ'cnterg, hewas: aluaged
purely by a regard to cenjfcience. It was therefore Reps
EX Ba ) .- pnﬁrg
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- - “He therefdrérﬁpé?red in 1690 1o afi aeh-
demy taught by Mr. Rowe, where hé hdd
for hi§ compasions and fellow-ftudents Mr.
. Hughes the poet, and Dr. Horte, afferwards
iArctibﬂhop of Fuam. Sonie Latin Effays,
fuppofed to have been written as exercifes'§t
this academy, ‘fhew a degree of knowledge,
both philofophical and-‘theslogical, fuck 8s
very few attam by a- h:m@b iongtr courfc nf
.Mdy toreid s "l ol

« He wad? bs he’ hinﬁs*m lns Mifceﬂﬁmts
-z miaker - of Verfes frOm fifteenr ta ﬁfty and
in his youth he appears to have paid attén-
tion” to" Tati poetry. - His verfsito ik
‘brother, " in“the- glyronfck mealiire; s vhithen
iwhen he was {everiteen, -are“ret'mrl'aﬂiy-:%’ﬁ;
and elegant.- -Some - of ® lils other édes are
deformed by the Pindarick folly then pre-
vailing, -and-are written. with fuch argledh of
all metrical” gules - as -®¥ without example
among t tHe'ahaents ‘But his diction, though
perhaps not always exa&ly pure, has Tach
copioufiiel§ and. fplendoyr, 4s fhews that he
prifing that*Ris biographer (cfpectally after the highne
eomium whiéh fellows) fhould , in‘the clofe of thiv pieed},
bave fuggefted any’ thing like-# refleCtion - upon Kith-for

his- Nonconformm}" “ But of ‘this farther ﬁU’ﬁ& witt

ﬂ«lkﬂl hereafter) noo e Wl .4.._,. . el
e 6 : .a was
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was: bit ‘a-verly - listle: diftance from ‘excel-
leack.. His methodof fndy was to imprefs
this cqusents of his hoeks upon: his memeory
by abridging them, and. by interleaving them
10 amplifyone fyﬁcm m!;h fup;dnmbnts from
snother [p]. ‘

.-« With  the congre,gatmn Of hAs tutor,
Mr, Roewe, who were, Ibeheve [E], Inde-
pendcms. he commumcgtgd in his mneteenth
yoar. .. :

LT At

- e
b[p,] Ia sﬂas cuﬁoapa;y wqtlx Dr. Watts, to makc rc-
warks in the margm of his books, and m the blank
leaves to. write an as;count .of what was moft diftin-
guithing in them, to infert his opinion of the whole,
to ftate his objections to what he thought exceptlonable,
and to illuftrate and mnﬁrm Wwhat appeared to him juft
and important. ~The wWriter of thefe notes has feen fe-
" veral of the Do&or’s books with fuch M8.: ‘obfefvations,
and he Was oné now before’ hlm, entitled 4 Trearife of
Hustiar” Reafon, from whence he’will tranfcnbe fome of
the Doétor*s s remarks'th’ an Jﬁp’end’ ix, as a fpecimen of
his' manner, ‘which h2”dppréhénds the - reader will ‘not
only efteem as & cunoﬁty, but value for their mtrmﬁc
wortl? to 111* z.L'.nr‘Q'x._.... [ .

(£ From Dr szbonss accqunt thxs is indubitable,
Dr Watts afterwards ranked among the Independent
numf’ccrs a chara&er whlch mdeed more ?roperly be-

oy a: .
longs to Dlﬂ'cntmg Mxmﬁers in general than 1 any ' qfﬁer 3
for they ‘and "their churches are totally mdepemjent of
€ach other, and in relnglous Thatters aré fubje to x‘fo
aris B3 seiga
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* At the age of twenty he/left the aa-
' demy, and fpent two years in ftudy and-de-
votion {r] at the houfe of his father, who -
treated * him. with groat tundeme(s; and hyd
_ the happinefs, indulged -to few parénts; of
- living to fee his fon eminent for l;ve:amrc
and venerable for piety. ‘He was-then’én

tertained by Sir John. Hartopp five yeais, . as.
dometftic tutor to_his fon ; and in that time
Particularly devoted himfelf to the ftudy of

rcrgn Junﬁh&lon whatever. A principle in itfelf highly
rational, and" moft- favounble to religious Liberty, as
" well a5 mofk agreeable to the feripture-plan ; in which
ng.traces of 2 national church or eccleﬁamcal autho~
nty, are to bé found.

{p] In th;s he dxfcovercd fmgulax wifdom, -and. this
it was that mofﬂy eontn.buted to his future greatnefs
Happy are thafe youpg mipifters who have opportunity
for following 8 like courfe, and thrice happy they wha
have wifdom ta unp;oy _jf- It is much to be lamented,
that Dnﬂ'cntmg Minifters (who are expe&ed to preach
their own fermons, generally two in a week, and thefe
pew compofjtions, of mugh greater length than is ufual
in the eftablifhment, as well as to pray from their own
eonception ) Adhopld epter on theijr Pub};c work at fo
;arly a period 3s they often do, fome being nat twenty
years ¢ of asc and many but little mare, A year or two
fpent in’ renrement, or with an aged minifter, would
q:ontri'bute more tp qqahfy them for_the uum(ldnal func«
poah than an thcxr acadcmxcal ftudjes, _'

[T

o . oo, ) thc

.~

e
il
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the Holy Scriptures; and being chofenaffiftant
to Dr. Chaunéy, preached' the firft time on -
the birth-day that compleated his twenty- -
fourth year; probably confidering that as’

the day of his fecond nativity, by which he
efitered on a new ‘period of exiftence.

- % In about three years he fucceeded Dr."
Chauncy ; ‘but foon after his entrance on his '
charge, he was feized by a dangerous illnefs, .
which funk him to fuch weaknefs, that the-

congregation thought an. affiftant neceffary,

and -appointed Mr. Price [c].- His health -

then returned gradually, and -he performed

his duty till {r712) he was feized by a fever’

of fuch violence and continuance, that, from
the feeblenefs which it brought upon him, he
never .perfeltly recovered.

¢« This calamitous ftate made the com-

paflion of his friends neceflary, and drew

upon him the attention of Sir Thomas Abney,
who received him into his houfe; where,
with a conftancy of friendthip and nmformxty
of condu@ not often to be found, he was:

treated, for thirty-fix years, with’all the’

{c] A gentleman of excellent charater and abili- -
tics. He was uacle sa the prefem Rev. Richard Price,

D.D. F.R.5.
B4 kindnefs
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kindnefs that.friendfhip copld prompt, aud,
a}l the -attention, that refpect. goplddidete, ;
$ir' Thomas: disd. ahout. cight HaRIR Ak
4rds “but. hﬁ eongnued Wit thﬁga,dy andy
her daughtess [x] to. the. end,; of. bis. difey,
The lady died. about 3 YeAr LAk him. . A,
coglitiom like this; a Gate in which s notions
. of: patronage; and- dependencs., wers., overs:
‘pawened by the perception of regipgpeal-bet-
nefits,. defegves :a, particular memgrial [1]'s,

fu] Of whotmr the Yt farvivor; Wirs Bhzadeth A5
nay, twas. the. lady.t& whows DriGibbesis: dedicated hib-
Life of Dr, Watts. Sha dieq at Stobr Neuiington, Aug. 2a,°
1782 Her chara&en fqg ch ) prwdcx}op, -.;nd benevo-.r
lence, was worthy of one who had enﬁ;oyed the mﬂ:wce 3

" tions and examplé “of fiich™a man as Dr. Wam, In her
- 1a# ‘will fhe difepvered: a-fingnlar inflance of 2 pub'hc‘
fpirit, leaving all the produge.of her affates. (after . tha:
payment of feveral difcreet and benevolen; legacies) \.ta

be d:fpofqd of fot charltable purpofes, at the dlfcretmq

ofhcrcxecufors Vet eoea d

[x] How honourab]e and happy would it be for gcn-
tlemen of fortuhe, and for ‘their fam:lles, as"well" as for
the Cletgy-themfelves, if £¢ Coalitions” ' Trke! this were”
more frequens,: .. How Jamantable s it; that thofe wha)
are honoyred with the name of hap}a:ns to. our greay,
men, have fo feldom™ any other advantage from' fuch 'a
conndétibn than a promation toa Kving,sdd:are ho'fur-
theoafeful ta theix patnons, .than: we a2iik: themn m thcu-
diverfions, or canvafs for them at an ele@ion.}. . _—

NERHEN N and
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sutl } vl motswqthbald-Gicsnc the sehder Dr.
Gribbons'y repéfonsation st whish regael ix
2 :be pridsies. to:. the Beyrativh. of ano who,
writes what he knows, and what iy kiotm,
likewife to multitudes befides. [T4is Im:g

Qz,wz‘atzou ﬁom Dy GihboRs e, jba?[ 5era férmq

fmta tb@ M&lﬁ ] mo2igyyot ny < i ket 2
e A l,‘ R X% ﬂ NS TR (‘ I£
A Our next: dblervation Thaft be n‘ti&é Gbon !'hlﬁ
. markably kind p’rov1deace w?ncﬁ brought the Do&ot
# into $ir Phomas Abrey’s fam"ﬂy, -and COn{mucd him’
<- there till his death] a period'of no lefs than’ tﬁrrty-ﬁx
b yedrs. Tithe thidft of 'lils fatcred labou('s for the gléty
¢ of God, and‘oodd of ‘his gcneratxon, he is feized thh
% 2 moft vrolent and threammg fever, | which' “feaves
<¢ him' oppreﬁ'ed with great weaknefs, and put 2 ftop at
& feaft to his'public frvices for four years. © |

“t¢ In ‘this* diftréfing feaf?)n, doubly fo to his, a&’we

% and piou$’ fpirit, heis mvm:d to Sir Thomas Abnéy’ s
% family, nor ever removes from it ¢il] he had ﬁmﬂ\ed
€ his days Here he cnjoyed the un‘interrupted demc;n-
€€ ﬁranqns of the trueﬁ frlendﬂnp Here withput any
3¢ caré of Tus own, he had every thmg whxch could con:
« tnbute to the enjo.gment of lec, and favour ‘the un-

¢ wear}ed. purﬁu&s of hxs’ ﬁwhes. : He:c he dwelt m A

« family, which,, fpr pie ‘} qrdgr, harmony, and every :
G

$¢ v;rtue? Was 3n_ houfe, of God, whqr; he had the pn-
< vdege of Qoun.trx _rc;ce{s, ;he ﬂ;agrang .bow;r_, }hﬁ
~ fpreadmg lawn, ;hc ﬁgwcry ga[gen. an& o;her adggn;\
s tages, to fopth his mmd 284, i, hlS reﬁoratxon ta
s health’ to ylcld hxm, whencveg he cbofe them, moft
L grateful mt;rvaﬁ }rom !hs 1ab0ribhs ftudies, and ep-

y.Lw ¢ ablg -

~
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¢ Tf-shis quotstion has sppesred long, let
#t be confidered that it comprifes an ‘account
of fix and thirty” ym, andthd'etheyem‘
of*Dr. Watts.: - 'r~ .

EERN

“ ab]n hlm to ntlml w théa, thh rddoubled vxgou:
“ and delight. o

. S Had it not been for this moft happy event, he mtght
. a3 to outward view, have feebly, it may be painfully,
<( dragged on through many more years of langpor, and
¢ inability for public fervice, and even for profitable
¢ fludy, or perhaps might -have funk into his grave
¢ under the overwhelming load of infirmities in the
¢ midft of his days; and thus the church: and world
“ wpuld have been deprived of thofe many -excellent
< fermons and works, which he drew up and publifhed
L 'durmg his long refidence in this family. Ipafew
¢¢ years after his coming hither, Sir Thomas Abney
¢¢ dies ;. but his amiable confort furvives, who fhews
¢ the Do&or the fame re(pect and friendthip as before,
¢ and moft happily for him and great numbers befides ;
¢ for, as her riches were great, her generofity and mu-,

e nificence were in. full proportion; her thread of life

« was drawn out to.a great age, even beyond that of,
“ the Do&or's 3 and thus this excellent man, through
<¢ her kindnefs and that of her daughter, the prefent
« 'Mrs. Elizabeth Abney ¢, who in 2 like degree of-
+s_teemed and honeured hm. enjoyed all the- beneﬁts

. ¢ and felicities he expericnced ar bis firft entrance intp

é this family; till his days were numbered and finithed,,
G and, like a fhock of cora in its feafon, he afeended
3‘ mto thc regions of perfeét and immortal Jife and oy
i Y MemispedjaNoteup . . .
. i F rom
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_i#%. Frodi the!time of his reception  iiito
this fapily, . his life wasns otherwife diverfi-
fied than' by fucceflive. publications. The: .
feries - of ~hus works I-am: not -able to- dt-:-
dace [7]; their number :and. variety, fhew:
the intenfenefsof his mduﬁry and the extent
of -his capacxty

- . S

¢ He

K [ j] The Do&ér s Works aré colle@ed in fix volumes
‘Quarto. The following is 3 compleat Caulogue of
thetn with the Titles abridged :
"', Sermons on various Subje@s.—2. A Guide to
Praycr —3. The Chriftian Doémne of the Trinity,—
4. Seven Differtations on Ditto. —5~ Death and Heaven,
—6. A Defence againft the Temptations to Self-murder,
7. A Cayeat againft Infidelity.—8. The Strength and
Weaknefs of buman Reafon.—g. An humble Attempt
towards the Revival of PraQical Rehg!on.——zo Dif-
courfes on the Love of God 3 and the Ufe and Abufe
of the Paflions.—11. The Redeemer and San&ifier.—
12. The Holinefs of Times and Places.—13. A Book
of Catechifms, in Number §.—14. Prayers for Children.
~—75. A fhort View of the whole Scripture Hiftory.—
16. Humilify reprefented in the Charader of St. Paul.
—17. Self-Love and Virtue reconciled by Religion,.—~
18. The World to come,~—i9. The Ruin and Recovery
of Mankind.<—se. - The Harmony of all Religions which
God' ‘ever preferibed.—21. Qrthodoxy and Charity
united.—22. The Rational Foundation of a Chsiftian
Church.~~23.. Ufeful and Important Queftions cone
mmg J e(‘us (.bnﬁ.-—-q. The Glory of Chrift as Gode
‘man*
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¢+ He ‘wamsone!: ofi therrfisfb:-huthoy that
taught: the Diflenters - to coliet: atteiitioh 2biz
the graces of Ixhgugge. . MWhatever théy Had
atong them befom;- whether+of léarning o
acutenefs, was doswsmonly obicured and blonte

od by coarfensis;afid: mclqimoa-of ﬁ:)(le [x].
St e i e

man, --25 Evangelical Difcourfes. —26. A Reformation
Sermon 7. ngmn Qn the Dea.th of George I.—
§ Nine, Scrmon;r m thc Bury-fh:eet Colleéhon —
29. Qxc{hons for Students m Dwnmty —-3Q. A Ihort
Effay toygards the Impgoverqcnt of Pfalmody —3I. Lync
Poems =32, ThePfaIms of David xmxtattd —33 Hymns
and Spmtual Songs —-34. Dlvxnc Songs for Chnldren
=35, Logis. —35.. The Imprpvcment of the Mind,—
;7 A Second 'P t PSS ‘and 2 Difcourfe on Edugation.
—38. The Knowledge of the Heavens and Earth made
ca{‘y ~—39- Phlrofophncal Eﬁ'ays.———:,o The Art of read-
mg and‘ wrmng F‘nghfh —-4; “The Do&rme of the
Paffions.—42, Mnfceﬂaneous Thouglits in Profe ‘and
Verfé —43 Rcmnants of Txmp L;nproved —44 Eﬂ'ay
on'thé Freedom of the wil’. —4,5 Effay of Civil Powet
m Things facred. 46 Effay on Charity-Schools '
~A late publication, entitled the Do&or 5 PbS Woxks,
was a ihamcful unpoﬂurc -

] What acsaﬁoo ha&D: Joh nfon for thls farqafm ?
” whas Soundatian.was::there . far it ig- truth 1. If the
Pifferders bad wnivecfaily beeo as'defbitwse of the, graces
aki. Jaugnage: ns. be. fuppofed,: furcly . they. might bave
lerrpt fomathips from the mere polithed compofitions of
aho! ofkabilifled Wiqrgy, ' ta Rhofe whikd xhoy, wgre.ass

s+ utter

Tl
[

v e
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-Hb fhewed then: that: 2zeal'and Pustity might
‘bo txprefied and gnforeed by pulifhied diction.
Borsr-He cortinuddito the end-of his life the
*geacher [n] ofa cong'x‘egatlbh a1fl 'no teader
RGN SR B uigf

“mtter ﬁrdngers. “Blt ‘it does not appear that in regard
-1 Wlegrice o fiyle theft hal fo much preference, befote
Jra Hlehs's time; ‘a8 the above parsgraph jtakes. Fr
Iganted, ,vamq%qf‘ all parties at that pefiad wese lefs
attentive <o the graces of Janguage than they hive been
tBineess vE§is cortairsthas:mdny writerssof the ehylpindf
Edpiyhd were Shargesble With a0 uch + codrfendfs
&c.and indlegnte of fiyle”’. asthe generality of Diffeniéenst;
-aq alfortimt foote Diffending Writers beford. Br. Watds
xime.hab acquiced ax polifind: a difion:bs:thoft of thély
brethren of the eftahlifament. .In this viéw the wrisings
of Dr ,B;zm will b%q; a companfon Wlth thafe -of any
.m hls day. But bc:i t};c,wntmgs pg Qdfentc:s wh%z
thcy mxght, at thxs pgrwd, thgre 15, no- gvidence thyp
Lth;y a.fterwards owed thﬁua xmprovcment tq Dr. Watgs,
Nor- mdeed doqs it agpeqx that Dr Watts s ﬁyie altos
gcth,er de&xvcs ;hg encommm here palfed Upomt J!; 8
gertain thpt fome of lm pmmgpom:nes in, poipt of ftyle
At Ig;,ﬁ: gujly cqualh;d l}ll}l Wmhou; umtapno him. Sp
dsﬂ p: Grofuanor, Dr, Ewm, Derqﬂﬂ‘, and oth\:‘gs..j
* . fL] The.ufe-of this tkrm ¢ Tedehar bf -4 congragae
mn,” which High-church/inex affo® to ziiply. to Diffend.
mg minifters, i is invidious and contempnb]e tho’ in fal®
the office whnch it xmports s truly hon hrabch. . fTI_‘r
“teach men the Lnowledge of dwme thmgs,?by a conﬂ'atf
courle of preachmg, with " €€ fidelity and dnhgenccv
and efpccully to do it with Tuceds, is in reality in-
ﬁmtel;
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-of his works can doubt' his fidelity op diti-
.gence. In the pulpit, though his low ftature,
which very little exceeded five feet; graced
-him with no advantages of appearance, yet
“the gravity and propriety of his utterance,
made .his difcourfes very efficacious [m]. I
once mentioned. the repautation. -‘which Ms.
‘Fofter [#] had gained by his proper- delivery,
to ‘my fncnd Dr. HawkefWorth who told

flniuly more to my man’s honour thm to enjoy two .ar

three fat benefices; or to be called right reveread. fathets

4n God, and. fit'among' the {€natbrs. of the land, .as'ks

the cafe.-with fome .who are fcarcely feen in a pulpit

-three times in the year, and therefore oectalnly w@t nm
40 :be called Teachers of. congregationis.

[M‘_] « Made his difcourfes’ véry efficicious.”  This
expreﬂion is not & fpeeimen of ¢ B¢ gracés of language
‘Which this writer fpeaks of. * Biit the prmcxpal ebje&xon

to it is, that it is deflitute of theological propriety, and

unworthy’ an orthodox member of the church of Eng-
Tand, " ‘That which gives efficacy to the minifiry of the
‘word, Dr. Watts would have faid, is; not any thing in
‘the hanner of the prcacher, but the influence of divine
grace. We have a yet highet authority for T(ymg,
wzither is he'that planteth nor be that mtentb mxy thing,
-hd God that giveth the encreafe.. -

" [N] Why not Do&tor Fo{}er? He certainly had a
'Dlploma It is much to be queftioned whether Dr.
ﬁawkcfwonh’s aflertion refpe&mg his mfcnomy ts Dr.
Watts, asa fpeahr, be Juﬁ’ ' T
Y me

-

4
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me, that in the art.of his: pronuncxatxon, he
was far mfenor toDr. Watts, . -~
« Such. was his flow of thoughts,~ and

fu;h b}s gromputude of languagc, that in.

the. lgtter part of his. life; he did not pre-
compofe his curfory fermons ; but ‘having
adjufted the heads, and -fketched: out_ fome
partxcqlars, trafted for fuccefs to his ext&my

porary powers. .
. ¢ He did not efideavour to affift his elo-

quence by any gefticulations; for as no cor-
poreal aftions have any correfpondence with |
theologmal trith, he'did not ‘fe" how ‘they
could enforce it {o]. |

«_At the conclufion of wezghty fcntmces,

_‘he gave time, bya {hort paufc, for the proPcr

[‘o] ‘Tt does not appear that Dr. Withs ufe& n9'a&ion
n the pulpit. . According’ to Dr. Gibbons he ufed bup

‘ I' ttlc, but it'is not clear that the reafon here kﬂ!gned was

a true one. Tho’ it be acknowlcdged that “¢ Eorporeal
“ zr,‘,'hons lgave no coryefpondence with | theologlcal
‘e truth,” nevc:thclefs when tﬁey are fiturd and im-
aﬁ'e&ed, as they indicate the fervour 'of ‘the prcacher,
‘they allo have a tendency to engage the attémwn of the
hearer, and thus may have their nfe as'a’ melas n
« caforce” hiy do&rine, . -

. :x.@pmmo '.,; ‘

2
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Wnpreftor 5], “To ired’ and ‘pobitic -n

firuction, he ddded fantifidr- viftes uhid per-
foral &pplication, *and wak caréful tofmprove

the opportinities which converfation-offersd

of diffiifing and mrfeéﬁhg the influente of
:eligidn? - E ' *.::r.i ;'.t Lien
© # By his tatardl ¥érdipér, he wab Jaltk of
réfenitrhent ;- buut, by his eftablihéd i Hai

- bitual practice, he was_gentle, miodéft; and

= i lnlive.
R oo i vd vorrn
" [r] Thishanecddte concerning Drj Wetle’s-preaching
is taken from Dr. Gibbons, who-in the fame. placg
(p- 144) gives an account of his manner in Prayer w‘hicﬁ,
is worthy of attention, pa{tichﬁh;“o?"‘dielt‘s’&hb ark
GRIRG Ridthe devstions 6 Diflotiag Codgréyadibns.
Fhay Dr Johaidn pafied this: dwer. in Slerice was peok
bably owing to his averfion to the Diffenting mode of
praying extompers. - 1€ @ll who pradtife that mede imi-
faged this,great many the principdl objections agdipft it
would bay remoyed;, Le will ot be difpleafing’ to the
regﬂ‘q;.jf the, paflage here ,allydéd to be tféﬁ(‘ér‘i‘béil;;-f-
f In pegger jg might perhaps be truly faid, chat he ex;
e selled figylr. Ji was” throughout an, addiify gp
* Reity, %t’tion flori expreflions, not “m' fgqg’zaha ip-
¥ vajved feptences, but in eafy and, anadorned ldnguagé
. DS 343 A S AN JF NP HEa R N LT ?
& agi.x:%therrk qgtuaqd 'v%exgt'xt pg{nods.. .'f;hex"e was an
¢ cxtent [in his prayers] w 19}4 compréheiided ' ever
«¢ proper fubje&, and at the fairie tithe fuch a’brevity of
< p”[gﬂi'?p on each of them, that at the conclufion an
& hearer ‘might find himfelf at a lofs to conceive what
¢ more or lefs could have been faid. The like paufes

 were
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inoffenfive. His tendernefs-[o_] appeared in’
his attention to children, and to the poor.’
B . . . 3 To

“ were obferved by him in prayer as in preachihg, if not’
¢¢ rather longer. He was moft fernous in this part of
¢ facred worfhip.”
 [Q] His tendernefs appeared not in thefe iaftances
only ; he poflefled all the fofter affelions in a kigh de-
gree. Tho’ he fpent his days in ‘eefibacy he was not
unfufceptible of very teadtr impreffions from female
charms ; witnefs his regard to Mrs. Singer, afterwards
Mirs. Rowe, to wham, under the-name of Philmela, he
infcribed a Poem, inferted .im hig Fhra Lyrice. To
this circumftance De. Youmg has been fuppofed to refer
in fome well-known lines, in his gth S#tyr ° ‘The rea-
der will here naturally recollet Dr. Watts’s Ode to the
Countefs of Sunderland, for which- he made an unnecef-
fary apology, which Dr. Gibbans has 28 unneceflarily
repeated. (Memoirs, p. r30) where there is a copy
of this Ode, whiclr is dated 17r2. As #t was never
publithed in any of the Doltor’s works, it will not
be unacceptable heres It was written at Tunbridge
Wealls, when the Duke of AMerlbereugh’s three daugh-
ters were at that place, who had been celebrated by other
bards in a manner which the Dofor thought conveyed

no juft praife.

An ODE t0 the Lapy Sunnxnuwn, 1712.
1.
Fair nymph afcend to beauty’s tbrone,
And rule that radiant world alone ;
Let favourites take thy lower {phere * ;
Not monarchs are thy rivals bere.

% Alluding to her late removal from the Court of Qmu Anne.
Y 1. The
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To the: poor; while he lived in the family
of his friend, he allowed . the, thll‘d part of
his annual revenue, though the whole was
not an hund1 cd a ycar ; and for chx]dxez he
con-

- - PR

.
The court of beauty built fublime R
! "Dehies all pow’r but heav'n and time; - s
-~Envy that clouds the herd’s {ky . P
Aims but in vain her fhafts {o high. . |, L |

CooomL - :
Not Blenkeim’s field, nor Ifer’s flood, ' * - - o~
“Nor Standdrds dy'd in Gallieblood, .. . .- =,
Torn from the foe, add nobler grace & ' .
To Chun:hxll’a houfe than Spafcr’s face. -,

. ' 2N PR
" Thé warlike thunder of Kisarms - - oo
Is lefs commanding than her charms ; :
His'lightning firikes with lefs furprife oo
Than fudden glances from her eyes, . ‘

‘V.' . A
His captives fecl their fimbs confind - ' "
In.iron, fhe enflaves the mind; © =
Wk follow with a plealing pain, .
And blefs the conqueror and the chain,

VI.
The Mufe, that dares in:numbers do K -
‘What paint and pencil never knew,
Faints at her prefence in defpair,.

And owns th’ inimitable fair,
On the fight of thefe beautiful lines a certain divine
compofed the following; in which it is difficult to fay,
whether
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- .condefcended -to -1dy-afide:-the' ftholar} ‘the
. 'philofopher;-and the wit, to write little.poems
. of -devotion, :and' {yftems of " inftrution,
adapted to-their Wants and capacities,.-from

“the dawn. of ‘redfbn :through -its! gradations
- of advatte.in- the morning: of life.  Hvety

man, acquamtcd with the common, prmmplcs

- .
v

whether he has paxd a greater con;pl;ment to tm'e 1}'uthor
or to, the Lady hc had celebrated e

KA SRR LA TR wvteTe sera
10y

PS5 OUH

- Whnle num’roys. bards have foundef Spenfer’s name. Lt
" And made her beauties heirs fo faﬁmg fame, ' L
Her miowm’ry Bl o their uniedlays' 3 ‘-:',1'!0 ISR
Standy lefs. indebted than to, Wam’s prau(,?J -

R What wond’rous chiarms muﬁ to that fair be ng '
*'Who mov‘d a mrind that dwat {o ftaf to Hea'v nl. 9t

SR
IR RO I

- ,\,s

Whatever apologv any of the Do&or’s gravé readers
gn(ght think mneceffary for' the- above ‘piece of oallantry,
‘he.cettainly more needed onec for having in many of his
devotional pieces, transferred his fender expreflions and
feelings from: a.human beayty to a'divine’; which he has
done in fuch' a-manner, that hc thought-it neceffary- in
his preface to the Lyric Poeins, p. 23. to .make, the fol-
lowing declaration. ¢ Among the Songs that are dedi-
¢ cated to divine love, 1 think I may be bold to affert,
¢¢ that ] never compofed one line of them wisth any other
¢ defign than what they are applied to here; and L, have
¢ endeavoured.to fecure them all from being penfenl.ed
¢ and debafed to wanton paﬂiqng, by feveral .lmes. in
6 them that can never be applied toa meaner love.” In
a Note he apologizes for- thofe | ;n pamcnlar whxch ara
grounded on Salomom Srmg:.

R SRS 005 7 S AP L:)a‘-h."
@»
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4

- of bumar agtipn, will lgok with veneration
on the writer who is at one-time combating
Locke, and at another making a catechifin

_fex children in their fonrth year.

- A voluntaty defcent; frosn the. dignity of

::‘“”feunce is peshaps the hardeft-leflog, that hy-

~mility can teach.a
| “As his mind was capacious, }ns cunoﬁty
cxcurﬁve, and his mdu{try continual, hxs
writings are very numerous, and his fub_]e&s
various. With his theological works (r] I
am only enough acquainted to admire his
meeknefs of oppofition, and his mikdnefs of
cenfure.. . It was not only in his book but in
his mind that orthodoxy was united with
ch.aut.y [s] Of his philofpphical pieces, his
‘ Logick

o [n] Dwr. Johnfon here refers to his polentical pieces in
Theology, which in number and fize are the: leaft con-
“ fiderable. Moft of his theological. pieces are of a devo.
tional- and pra&ical ndfure, Thefe confifted chiefly of
Sermens, all of which it-would.bave been worth the
Biogtaghitr’s while to have ‘read and chara&eciged.

"[:I This book, though written with an “excellent
fpirit, and a moft irportant defign, has been held in as
IP:;Ie eftimation as any of the Doltor’s pieces, having
&one through only one edition. Bigots on all fides (for
fuch ‘thére are): ufually exprefs more difguft at what iz

t!ieﬁgned to reconcile contending parties, than at what is
o pointed

I
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Y:ogick has déen received into the anivers
fities; and therefore wants no private recams
mendation : if he owes part of it to Le Chére,
it muft be confidered that o man who under<
takes mérely to methodife or illuftrate 4
{yftem, pretends to be its author. :

« 'In his metaphyfical difquifitions it was
obferved by the late learned Mr. Dyer, that
he confounded the idea of fpace with that of
empty [pace ; and did not confider that theugh
fpace might be without matter, yet mattét
being extended, could not be without {pace.” .

« Few books have been perufed By me
with greater pleafure than his Improverment
of the Mind, of which the radical principles
may indesd be found in Locke’s Condust of
the Underftanding, but they are fo expanded
" and ramified by Watts, as -to- confér upoh
him the merit of a work in the higheft degree
ufeful and pleafing. Whoever has the care
of inftruéting others, may bé chargéd with

pointed wich the greateft: feverity apainft either; and ane
difpofed to give ne quartet to a man'who is of no patty
becaufe he will not be of theirs.. OFf this Dr. Watts
was {ufficiently fenfible ; which occafionkd that remark
+ of his which Dr. .Gibbons has recorded ¢ A mode;ate

.“ man muﬁ expe& a bax on both cars.’ y

e d

e C 3 dcﬁ—
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deficience ,in his’ daty if thlsxbook 18 not res

commended: - - - ot o
o< 1-have mentloned hrs treatifes of Theo-

hgy'@sfdiﬁm& from- his other produétions ;

bug:¢he - truth is;, that whatever :he  took in
hand was, by his inceffant folicitude for fouls,
converted to Theology. - As. piety, pgpdoml-
nated m ‘his. mind;- it is dlﬁ'ufed over s
works: ~upder his: dire€tion it may . be truly
#id,,; Theologiz Phrlofophla apcillatur, phi-
lofp_phy is fubfervient to, cvangehcal mffruc-
tign ;- it is difficult to read a.page wrtheut
;parnmg, or .at. leaft wxihmg to be, bétter.,
The atantion.is. saught by jndirect infbruc-
4ipn, gnd he that 3t down only: ta- reafon is
“on- a, fudden compelled to pray [T].

;< Itwas therefore [u] with great proprxety
that, 1728, , he re;:c1vcd from Edmburgh and
PEIRTRN T S oo Aber-

Ja ke, . PESSIFENY ..2.

‘. r - -

{T] ThlS rs a hlgh comphment Rald to Dr Watts s
“plety ; bt though'it is fouhded 'in truth, it is perhaps
rather over-ftrained. That every reader fhould be com=
spelled: tp::pray is; gertaisly -dn- hyperbolical ‘expreflion.
Queryyt In cafe of fuch-an impulfe:-what FoRM would be
‘adopted:? 1 The author.muft. funely have mtenddd extegen
fumyprajer’ Leele T T T L

" [u] 'The word € therefore” {houﬁd 'have 'been omxt—‘
tcd. It cannot ‘be fuppoﬁ:d that it Was ‘aii” accourit of

Cfuh A the
{
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ABerdeen an- unibhmmd diploma, - by which

he be¢ame a Dogtor.of Divipity. - Academical.

honours ~would " have: more ‘value, if they
were always beftowed with equat judgment.
He continued many years' to ftudy and -to.
preach, and to do good by his inftru&tion

and example ;- till at laft the infirmities. of
age difabled him from the more laborious
part of his minifterial functions, and: being

no longer capable of public.duty, he offered

to remit the falary appendant to it ; but his
congregation would not -accept the rcﬁgna—

tion.
. By degrees his weaknefs increafed, and

at laft confined him to his chamber-and his -

bed ; where he was worn gradually away:.
without pain, till he expired Nov. 2§, 1748,
in the feventy-fifth year of his age.

“ Few men.have. left .behind fuch punty.

of charaéter, or fuch monuments of laborious

piety. .He has provided inftruétign, for alls
ages, from-thofe!who are lifping_ their firft
leflons, to the, enlighténed: readers,of Mal-,
branche and Locke; he has left, neither cor-

the ° pious téndency of his wn"tmgs that the Do&or red
Ceived-'a iplonia, wWhiéh'ié ufually confidered is a tef-
tjmony. of a man’s literary merit.

Cs \ ~ poreal
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poreal mor fpiritual nature unsxamined ; he
has taught the art of. reafonming and the.
fcience of the ftars. His charadler,. there-.
fore, muft be formed from the multiplicity
and diverfity of his attainmerits, rather than.
from any fingle performance; for it would
not be fafe to claim for him the higheft
rank in any fingle denomination of literary
dignity ; yet perhaps there was nothing in
which he would not have excelled, if he had:
not divided -his powers to-different purfuits.

© ¢ As a poet, had he been only a poet, he
would probably have ftood high among-the
authors with whom he is now affociated.
For his judgmelit was exa®, and he noted
beauties and faults with very nice difcern-
ment; his imagination, as the Dacian Battle
proves, was vigorous and aétive, and the
ftores of knowledge were large by which his
futicy was to be fupplied. - His ear was well
tumed, and his diction was elegant .and co-
pisiisit=:But his dewotiomal poetry is, like
that of otliers, unfatisfactory.

-« The paucity of i¥s topics enforces per-
petual repetition, and the fanctity of the
matter. yejets the. omamms of ﬁgurat €.

L - diGtion,.
8 7‘)
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didtion [v]. - it I~ fufficient for Watts ta
have done better than others what no man
has done well {w]. His poemis on ot.ef

fubje s

[v] The above paffage relating to devotional poetry
s a very extraordinary one, and the writer’s remarks
appear to be deftitute of any folid foundation. ‘Wi
wre there no facted poems which are fatisfaltory ? 'Why
fo ¥ The reafons here affigned are fingular and centrury’
to fa&. Itis furprifing the writer Thould urge ¢ thé
¢ paucity of religious topics,” and equally fo that he
fhould fay, ¢ the fan&ity of the matter #¥jedks the-or-
¢ nament of figurative diGtion.” There is nothing
whatever whofe topics are fo various as thofe which re-
ligion fapplies, ot whick are better adapted to admit of
poetical images. Religion comprehends all the perfeci
tions and works of Deity—the wonders of nature and
providence—the greater wonders of grace and redemp-
tion~the incarnation, the life, the miracles, the fuffer~
ings, the death and refarre@ion of the Son of God—the
awful fcenes of mottality—the final refurreion of the
dead~—the folemnities -of the univerfal judgment, and
of an eternal flate of exiftence—as well as the fablime.’
virtues of piety to God, and of benevolence to mem.
‘Thefe general fubje@s, with all their fubordinates, fup~
ply an infinite variety of topics, and they féem to admit
of a figurative diction, at leaft equally with any other.
Witnefs the fublime compofures of many of the facred
writers, particularly thofe of the prophets, in which the
Toftieft images and the boldeft figures are mtroduced in
‘almoft every line.’

‘{w] It feems very farprifing that the author fhould
Have taken no notice of Dr, Watts’s Tranflation of the

Pfalms
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fishjelks &ldoin rife higher #han might beidss
pedted :fromy/the Amudenients:iof a; Man:iof
Esettors; . and:: haye dﬂfere:gt-@cgrces of value;
¢ oy as
Vg ah e . e mwedn - T
mlm: o qud, whu;h ls ,genmll,y allowed to be. his
sepital produdtion ip;: poexrngvxth wh;ch in pomt of
yilieys, none.of his ather pisces will bear 2 comparifag,
ﬁ’ﬂd#wmd}, Cpq[}dqred as a compo{‘moq for the:wle of
Chriftian, Socigties,, may jultly be: p:onounccd fupcnor
g0 cvery work of the kind. . The. tranflation of Tare.and
Bradys qnd:daa,t. of Merrick, are. 0ot. on the whale to be
compased ‘with tjns of Watts, in: the ufe of wblch thc
Dtﬁ'entmg .congregatipns enjoy an. advantage for ratio-
Wal;angd ¢vangeliqgl deyotion in the delxghtful exercife of
philmody far fuperiqr._to what- the-Church of England
¥an - yet boq{t, in.khe, few panlhes where _the-wretched
werfes of Sternbold and Hopkins. are. rqcé_ted It k}lvcry
futprifing, that the goyernors.of the Chyrch-fhoulN not
bettet confult.¢he edification of her,members,’ :
o -‘Befides the aboye tranflation. of the Pfalms, Dr. Watts
kompofed a volume .of Hymns.and Spiritual Sengs, of
smhichDr. Jolnfon, has taken no-potice, which though
»ot.equal to the former,, contain many fpecimens of fub-
Jime and.devotienal postry, well calculated. for the edis
£catwn of ehriffian. focieties, end whxch are highly re-
-commended, by the ~pl,m,nnefs of the compofitian angd the
ffmoothnefs of, {hﬁlvggfe, If in.fome inftances, they may
:bg thought lefs jugicious tpan the Pfalms, it Jought to
.bejadmitted as an, ,apol@gy, thg;r,thc. aythor was ,very
young, fome of them “being compofed whea be wps ac-
sl 2 fchag) ey Many haveywifled shat the Qogtor
af W e T syl lo 92item 0 fil e
[ M ’\(x . -
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as.they .are.more - or: lefs: labaured. pr:as: the
occafion was n)ore Qr ;lel;s fqvourghle ,to m-
7 SRR S VCDIIOI!.

-

-

in “his. mature age had correChd what' it "is faid
he- freely acknowledped . t0' be faulty inm fome of thefe
compofures.” -Some havé afférted ‘that this is what he
intended doing, and aCkwally ‘had done. "It ‘may not
be improper-in this place to take notice of what hag'Heen
fately publithed to the world on’ this fubjet by- the
Rev. Mr. B. Williams, in his preface to Wis Collei¥ion of
Pfalms. Speaking of the Doftor’s unconfined’charity,
and his *¢ wifh to avoid every word in his peetical com-
pofures, defigned for public-worthip, which was likely
'to give the - fmalleft offence to ferious chriftians of any
denomination;,”” he relates the followifig™ anecdote.
¢¢ When he found, in the latter. part of his-life, that

¢ hg had not'been fo fuccefsful in this refpeét as he had
:¢¢ gimed to be, he’ withed for nothing mére ardently
.¢¢-than fufficient health and time to rédvife- both 'his
-¢¢ Pfalms and Hymns, in order to render them wholly

§¢ -unexceptionable to, every ghriftian profeflos.””.,. This

'account he:'fays, in a note, .*¢ was received from Dr.

¢ Watts himfelf, a few years before his- death, by the

-¢¢ late Dr. dmory, and by him given to one'of -his:pu=
.$¢ pils, who communicated it to.the. Editor.” - He then
_fays, :¢¢ the editor has alfo good autharity to add,:that

¢ the revifal fo fervently withed for was undertaken and

¢¢ finithed, and would moft certainly have been- publifh- -

¢ ed, had not the authog s death unhappxlyﬂprev'ented.”
Wzthout nmpcachmg tlns writer’s veramty, the. evndence
of the fact is by no means fatxsfa&ory What became of

‘the

Lt
e \e

P
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veation [x]. He writes too often -withoat
:tgulér meaflres; aitd tos often in blank verfe :
the fhymes are not always fufficiently cor-

dlc)sacony thus-eargeQed } -Mr. Patrker, the Doflor’s sma<
mucnfiy, knows of ap {uch-thing, and rever heard of the
asthor’s baving fuch a defigny which indeed appears.
bighly jmprobable. A man of Dr. Watts's krnowledge
of the world could hardly expeét that bie fhould be able to
amke tvery thing in thefd tompofuvres univerfally uhex-
~eeptionable, bs the alterstions which would lave gratified
ont paty; weuld have equally offended. apathier.

"Fhie writer of this beard: Dr. Amory relate a eornivetfae
tlon betweonr Mr. Grove aud Dr. Wattt, eoncerping the
Boeok of Hymns, which does not well agree with the -

" above account. It was as follows. Mr. Greve remark-
- «d to the Doltor, that feveral of the Hymns laid the
firefe of our redémption on the compedion 6f Chrift,
rather than on the love of Geod, and expreflad his with
that he would alter them in- this refped, add inake them
-siore confoxmable ta the foripture do&rint.: . The Doc-
stat: replied;, that he fhould be glad té do i, bnt it-was
out of his power,. for.he had parted with the copy, xmd
: the bookfeller woald bt fufler any fuch alteration.

It & temmksble, that forlow was the author’s exped-

tation: :with cegasd tb.the fuccefs of this publication,
~tHat, # is.faid, he recelved no more than ten paunds for
the original copy. - \

© [%7-¥hit account of the Do&or’s poetry on common
ﬁﬂs‘;é&‘s; feéms to be much below thé mark, and not
'very confiftent with what had been faxd in fomc preced-
?ng paffiges. e

8 trefpondent,
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refpondent. He is’ particularly tnhappy {¥]

in coining names expreflive of charalters.
His lines are commonly fmooth and eafy, apd
his thoughts always ishgioufly pure; but
wha is there that, to fo'much piety and in-
ocelice, does not with-for a greater meafure
" of fprtghtlmefs ‘and mgour ? He i§ at Teaft
one of the few poets with, whom youth and
ignorance may be: fafely pleaded ; and happy
will be that reader whoft mind is difpofed by
his verfes or his profe, to imitate him in all
but his non-conformity [z], to, copy bis bes
nevolence to man, and his reverence to God.

[¥] The consrary to this.is what fome have thought

- to be true, fo that it might almoft be quoftioned, whe-

sher there be not an error of the peefs here, and. chat the
word Aappy fhould net be read inflead of ambappy..

{2} Is not this exception, and even the mention of
this circumftance, a firiking proeof of Dr. Johnfon’s
bigotted attachment to- the national eftablithed mode of
worfhip? ¢ Reverence to God”’ [or rather for God}
and benevolence to man, ard the two grand -effentials of
religion. He that poffefles- thefe 'is a true ehrifkian,
whatever be. the extornal mode’ of worthip which he
adopts. Neither bis Conformity. nor his Nonconfor.
mity wil exclude bim from the divine favour, sor ought
it to be.matter. of cenfuge to his flow-creatures; If &
rean, 3t uniting. wich any chriftian community, appears
to follow the difates.of  hiy own conftience, and to 2
gonformably to his peinciplesy he deferves: the oftceni of

alt
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all“parties, ‘and -to obje&t to his pecuhan,ty Qf felnglous
profeflion is the mark of a httlc mind.

That Dr. Watts was ‘confcientious in his Noncon-
formiry there can be’ no doubt. Dr. Johnfon acknow-
Jedges that ¢ any denomination of chrifians would have
¢ beenglad to have received hih.” If he could have
conformed. to the national . church, doubtlefs. he.- might
have had preferment in it equal to what fome:of his fel-
]ow-ﬁudents obtained. He nelther had nar~could he
expe&, anyuch ‘emolumeits zmong the Dlﬁ’eriters ~On
what:principle then could he « refolve to take his.lot
with them’ ' but that of consczence? If he had com-
plied with the terms. of conformity while he thought
them unlawful he had violated his confcience, ‘and loft
his-integrity. -Wésno‘t his Nonconforfnity then laud-
able?.

Conﬁdermg what the terms of minifterial conformnty
are, it may be yuﬁly queﬁ:oned whether if all the clergy
were equally confcientious; one half of them would not
be Diffeniters. * To declare an affent and confent to ALL
and EVERY THING contdined in the Thirty-nine Articles,
the book of Common-prayer, &ic.’ (which comprehend fuch
a'prodigious nnumber of particulars; many of them very
difputable, fome of ‘them unintelligible, and others ex~
ploded -by the wifeft and beft of men) is fuch a requifi«
tion as it is hard to be conceived the generility of the
clergy can bona fideiapprove. It is indeed well known
that moft of them, and €ven of the Bifhops. themfelvesy
difbelieve fome-of-the-doétrinal articles of. the churchy
as appeas4 from the general ftrain of their preaching and
of their-waitings, and that.they profefs to fubfcribe.them
only-as articles of peacé.i~ If the terms of conformity:
wereahdeclaration that. they &id.npt believe. * all and

syer.y thing, &c.” itds whdeniable that n‘xmy (not. to fay
the
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tha poft) of thdfe thatcconfarth: milght vedy confcigntbs

eufly makeiit; . M bether. therefaré theit;fubfariptiori:ier
the prtfent tarms he Sonfiftdnt with fimiplicity-and godlyp
fingerity, it beRovés tlicov ferioufly.to enquire. { Fooghtin
think: that fuch. & fulifcription: womtd,: inithers; Besar
grafs pfeviricﬂﬁﬁly;‘m&dahcr thandd chdtgeabled Witk
it, willingly fore=go- the- advankages ofribeinpy:iels thet
church, they obglit. dy Jeaftto -he #tfpeitodi-as hedefls
men, - And if Dr. Jahnfen had:fudiedithe grqunde of
Nonconformity, (which Be: appeask 4106:tq ke demgishe

. might have entestained .2 better, opipipg; fof;; the: ayiders

fandings of Proteftant Diflenters as wall 85 thaiciintew
grity. But this is not the place for ghiarigg;.intothae
controverfy.

With regard to Dr Watts, fuppofing him to be mif-
taken in his judgment of the matters in debate between
the Church of England and Diffenters, that ¢ Reve-
rence for God,” which Dr. Johnfon acknowledges he
poflefled, was the very thing which made him a Diffen-
ter. He made the word of God the rule of his faith and
prattice. He could not fubmit to human impofitions
in matters of religion. He dared not yicld to fuch
terms of communion as the Holy Scriptures have not
prefcribed. His judgment did not approve many things
which the Church of England enjoins, and his confci-
ence would not allow him to profefs to believe as true
what he thought to be falfe, or to pra&ife as right what
he apprehended to be wrong. Why then is he cenfured
for his Nonconformity ? and why is it fuggefted that it
would be unbappy for any to imitate him in it, though
they fhould be a&uated by the fame noble principles 2
An mﬁ)lrcé apoftle has faid, ¢ Happy is he that con-
demieth not himfelf in the thing that he alloweth.”
And again, “ Thisi Is our rejoicing the teftimony of our

confci-
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sanfciénee, that in fimplicity and godly fincerity, not
with flefhly wifdom, but by the grace of God we have
our converfation in the world.” The principal fource
of bappinefs 18 “ a confcience vond of offence both to-
wards God and towurds man.” He that has: this muft
B¢ ¢« happy,” and he ought to be refpe@ed. Dr. John-
fon therefore had much better have faid, “ Happy in-
& deod is that reader who is difpofed by his verfes or his
&% profe, to imitate him in his impartial enquiry after
& truth, and in following the ditates of his own con-
% feience, in his reverence towards God and his bene-
¢ yolence to men, whether he be 2 Conform:& or »
® Nonconformift” - .

B
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SU~PP-LE._MENT
| TO0 4
DR. ‘GIBBONS’s CHARACTER

OF THE

4
Rev. ISAAC WATTS, D.D.

\ HE Charaéter of Dr. Watts as drawn

" by the Rey. and worthy Dr. Gibbons,
who perhaps had :as good opportunity of
Judging concerning it asany man now living *,
appears truly' amiable and excellent. The .
~ fubftance of it is as follows. < His truth
and fincerity were very confpicuoys. Inhim
there was nothing that could be ftyled art or -
defign.—He never difcovered in his behaviour
* * Since this was written, this good man has been

called from off the ftage of life. See a juft chara&er
of him in his funcral Sermon by the Rev. Dr, Benjamin

Davigs.
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or converfation any thing like} I high opi-

nion of himfelf—nor did he figw a difpofi-.
tion to traduce or depreciate the charatters
or abilities of others—As to food and drinks
“e was very maderatg and ¢xemplary.—There
was nothing in him which betsayed a penu-
rious temper, or a defire to lay up treafures
on earth. He was rich, but.t was in good
works.—He never difcovered any thing like
furious zeal, or a narrow decifive fpirit, but
cordlally embraced all whom he efteemed the
genuine difciples of his Lord ; and no party
names, or variety of fentiments in matters
of doubtful difputation and different modes
-of worfhip, could feparate him in -affe(tion
feom. fuch+#s. he. had reafon to apprehend
Joved our. Lord Jefus Chrift in fincerity.—
‘His foul which glowed with gratitude for the
fayowrs he raceived from any, was alfo emi-
nent for its friendfhip.—He was nobly ava-
ricious- of Iis- time; and ever watehful te
improve it."~——This chara&ter-of Dr, Watts,
none who Unew- him, or are acquainted with
his writings,. will be difpofed to call'in quef-
fion, - His eminent piety and devotion -to
God, -nos profeflledly . mentioned in this
‘ghapet, the -reader. 18 to-take for granted,
" and

e -
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and fufficient proof, it might be thought, had
been given elfewhere.

But there was one very diftinguithing
feature in his chara&er, which this -bio-
grapher, as well as Dr. Johnfon has ennrely
pafed over, tho! of peculiar importance in a
¢hriftian minifter, and that was * His rove
oF TRUTH, and his freedom, impartiality,
diligence and humility in his enquiries after
_#.” Dr. Gibbons furely could not have fail-
ed to' obfirve firiking proofs of this in his

intercourfes with him, as well as in hig
writings. ‘This omiffion is the more fur-
prifing, as fuch a manas Dr. Gibbons, who
is the tutor of an academy, cannot but highly
approve fuch a charaéter, and it may well be
fuppofed would recommend the imitation of
it to his pupils. It is indeed' a charatter
but feldom to be met with, and therefore
ought to be noticed with peculiar approba- .
tion. In Dr. Watts it was confpicuous in &
very eminent degree. ‘There are many paf~
fages in his writings which might be pro«
duced in proof of it,-but one extra {hal!
fuffice from his Improvement of the Mind, a
book on which Dr. Iolmfon has paffed a
very high and deferved encomium, tho'with-

D2 \ out



FEET  TOERR A T TmS————

36 CHARAGTER

out any reference to this part of the Doctor’s’
charadter ; a circumftance not very furprifing
in him, who was a flave to eftablithed modes
of faith and worthip.

“ While you are in fearch aftcr truth,
(fays. Dr. Watts *) in queftions of a doubt-
ful nature, or fuch as you have not yet,
tharoughly éxamined, keep up a juft indi-
ference for either fide of the queftion, if you
would be led honeftly into the truth ¢ for a
defire or inclination leaning tp either fide,
biafles the judgment ftrangely ;” whereas by
this indifference for every thing but truth,
you-will be excited to. examine fairly inftead
of prefuming, and your affent will be fecured

from going beyond your evidence.

Feor the moft part people are born to their
opinions, and never queftion the truth of
what their family or their country or th.en
party profefs. They clothe their minds as
they do their bodies after the faﬂuon in vogue,
nor one of a hundred ever examines [bis]
principles. It is fufpected of Lukewarmnef&
to fuppofe examination neceffary, and it wnll

" be charged as a tendcncy to apoftafy if we

go about to examine them. Perfons are ap-

® Imp. of the Mind, p: 285. 3d Edit.
plauded
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plauded for prefuming they are in the right,
and as Mr. Locke faith, he that confiders and -
enquires into the reafon of things is counted-
a foe to orthodoxy, becaufe poffibly He-may:

deviate from' fome of - the received doctrines.
And thus men without any induftry or acqui-

fition of ‘their own, lazy and idle as they are,"
invherit -local truths, i.e. the truths of that.

place where they live, -and are inured to affent
without evidence.. This hath a“ long and
unhappy influence ; for .if a man ¢an bring
his mind once to ibe - pofitive and fierce for
propofitions whofe evidence he hath neéver
examined, and-that.im matters of the greateft

* concernment, he. will'maturally follow this- -

fhort and éafy way-of judging and believing
ih.cafes of  lefs moment; and build -all his.
opmmns upon infuffidient grounds.

. Im.determining a queftion, cfpecxally when
xl: 1s'a mattér of: difficulty .and importance,
do not take up with partial examination, but
tyrn’ your thoughts on all fides' to gather in
all the light you can toward the folution of
it. - Take-time, and ufe-all the helps that are
to- be attainett before you fully. determine. .
¥ it be a,queftion which.is 0! be deteraiitied:

hy teafon and. aggument, then- your examia.

R D 3 ' nation

——
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nation is ‘partial,~~when you confider only-
the advdntages of it, and the reafons for it,

and negle@ to think of the reafoms againfk .
it — when you refolve to determine it by
natural - reafon only, .when you might be,
affifted by fuperndtural revelation.; or when.
you decide the point by fome werd or fea-*
tence, or by fome part of revelation, without
comparing it with other parts, which might.
give further light. It'ig alfe a culpable-pas-.
tiality, if you examine femedoubtfil or pre-

tended vifion or 1evelamm mthout the ufe:
of reafon. :

- 'Take heed left fome darhng mmon, fomc-
favourite hypothefis, fomne heloved do&nne, ‘
or fome-common but unexamined ‘apinion,,
be imade the teft of the:truth or falishood of.
all other propoﬁuons ahaut the fxme fuhp&
~Take heed of receiving any wrong turn in
your early judgment of things ; .be watchful
as far as poﬁ'xble againft any. falfe bias which.
may be given ta the mnierﬁandwg dpamaﬂr
ig. younger years. -

- Have a care of intereﬁmg yonr wama ané
religious zeal thoée matrers whicls 4se. ot
fufficiently . evident .in. themfelves, ‘or whick
are not fu,‘lly and thoreugtﬂy examined and

iisid PR Proved
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pmved for this zeal, Whether right orwrohg,
whenl itig once engsiged,: will- have a powers
ful isfluenceto eftablifi your own minds:in
thofe do&ieines which areé realby'doubtful, md
to flop up all the aveniwds of further light:
Tiiis will bring upén thiefoal a fort, of fucred
_ @ and dread of Herefy ; with a divingiecpns
cern 'to maihtain whatiwed opiriion yowhavé
efpoufed as divine, tho'"pertraps pou: haié
efpouted (it .without 'alty jaft tvidénve,:and
olight to have renounctd it as faife'and pan.
niciogs. We ought -to be zZmloys for the
moft-important points of our religion, and
o coitend earneftly for the faith once de:
tivered to the faints’; bat we ought. not. te
employ this facred fervour of. fpirit in the fer:
vice of any article, till we have feen it nade
but with plaia and ftreng conviction that it
b4 neceflary or impoitat polnit of. faith or
pm&xca Zeal muft dotrel gn ‘over thepowers
of -our undérflandiage, bus obey them.—-
‘Byetr the moft fublime’dnd myfterious dote
Arinés of - fevelation -#re A0t o be- believed,
‘without 4 reafon fot xt nor{,hmﬂd ouyr prou‘s
‘affuctions’be. mgagccl‘ih the defence of them,
sl we have plain-ut I:onvlnqng prpﬁf that
ﬂ;ey dfe-certaiitly revealed.” -

DR o4 SRR T’iﬁ
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"The:man whe was:capable of giving fuch
advice as this for the inveftigation of truth
(and many other paffages of afimilar nature
are'to: be found' in his writings) ome 'would
naturally {fuppofe to.be himfe]f a fincere lover
of truth, and'a 'dili‘gmt- humble impartial
enquirei afterit. - And-it is well kndwn that
his.tonduct agreed with the advice he gave.
_ Fewt men have been .found who have more

.entirely- divefted themflves of the prejudices
of gducation, ar who hgve difcovered a greater
impartialjty of enquiry-and opennefs to con-
siction than Dr. Watts. Tho’ he was not
hafty in giving up his early opinions, and

" awas very far from affecting a love of novelty

in his religious. fentiments, it may be tryly
faid of him that he fought for truth * as for
‘hidden treafures.” He was willing. to receive
Light, from evetyqum;g,r, and ready.to em¢
brace whatever upon. free ‘enquity appeared
to be.the truth, howewericentrary:to his, for,-
 1per fentiments, or o.the: prqvallng ppinions
of thofe in: the higheft. mputation for the
foundnefs of thewr faxth, to whatever cenfures
‘he xmght be expofed frqm bigots:of . all par-
ties, of, from thofg ygrfons whom, he moft
eftcemed, and whofe .good oplmon l}c was

moit folicitous to prqfcn (o
Accordingly
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‘Accordingly it is well known that he did
in various particulars differ in judgment from
thofe on the one hand who have claithed the
charadter of- Orthodox, as well as from thofe
on the other who have complimeated them-
{élves with the title of Rational. He thought
for himfelf, and called ‘no man ‘mafter-on.-
earth. Accordingly he fhared the commribg
fate of thofe who do fo, by incurrin - was
cenfure of fome of different parties who ™~
have gloned to have had him of their-ow °

;., ** As afurther 111uf’crat,wn of Dr. Wattss
cqndour and freedom of enqmry, the reader
is referyed to,an Eﬁ'ay in his Mifcellaneous
Tbougbt:, No XLIX.. exmtled The mgfdnff
of warm: dg@gm and. declamations. o on tbe con-

troverted pognjs qf Chri /izamty

.....
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o vuibentic Arcont of Da. WATTSs
Rt Iaj? avowed fontiments concerning the Dottrim
lof the ’f‘RINITY the DEITY of

 CHRIS T, &e.
\'V hn B * PN . :
~ Fewl L p all the cc\)‘x\troverﬁes which have been
B " agitated in the chriftian church, there
is fearcely any one that has been thore eems+
- ftantly kept up, or conducted with greater
Wwarmth, or with a more mtetnpérate and
’unchni’clan zesl, ‘thav that'of the Tﬂmty,
the Divinity of* the Son and ﬁﬁr t of God‘
“Ris unneceﬁhry Yo relate the ‘different opi-
nions which have been held oh ‘thefe fub=
je€ts, or to mention’ the names of! thieir au=
thors or principal abettors.

It is well known to moft readers how the
Trinitarian controverfy was revived in Dr,
Watts's time, both among the Clergy of the
eftablithed church, and the Diflenting mi-
nifters, and to what height matters were

- carried by the contending parties. Some yet
living well remember, what it might be
.\vide' fhould for ever be forgotten, the ani-
R Anofiticy
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mofities which prevailed at the meetings. of
the London minifters at Salters Hall, ont
the bufinefs of Subfcription to a Teft pro+
pofed for afcertaining the orthodoxy of thol
that belonged to that body, with refpe& -
thefe points of doétrine. :

‘Many of thofe who had been always uns
derftood to believe them refufed to fubferibg
any Teft whitever, and of this iumber wis
Dr, Watss, 'whe, 'tho” he was in the main in
the orthodox faith, and had weitten-in de-
fence of it; did not chufe to fet his hand to
any human formularies, which might be the
otcafion of ‘invidious diftinétions and un-
chriftian feparations among brethren. .
.:'In this, as well as: other:difputalile mats
ters, the natural mildnefs of s tensper, and
his:enlarged charity, which was the canféi
quence of his. itnpartial ‘inveftigation of fo
difficult - mtge& 1ed hmwm a&,thc purnnf
a maederator. °

-:In hist booh entitled af&oﬁxy nd‘ &’bm?y
united, he had a view to this dorine uong
ethars, and #ferted ‘an Effay. o fhew'the
oo therecis tfor mvitesl: fatbemmd ‘

dou' ‘l e At e far e e ad
?ﬂ Cveniuann it rabon Wi
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%..'Fhis'moderation which the Doétor pros
fefled and maintained, led fome party-zealats
to fuppofe that he had departed from’ the
faith, “and there were thofe who I'crupled not
to call 'him an-Arian. . ‘

The truth of the matter was, that he no
raore deferved - this opprobrious name than -
thofe wha ftigmatized him with it; tho’ it
muft be owned, that his manner of conceiving
and explaining fome things -relating to the

Trinjtapian-dectrine was different.from that
of the generality of thofe who were called
orthedox. =~ 3

..Jn she younger: part of life he feemed to
embrace the doétrine as it had been conts
monly "ftated, ‘and had na: obje&lpn to the

biaa;:medes -of ‘expreflion; in. relation to it
B, 3s.i€. was nok his charatter 'to take,aniy
thidg npan frufl;:ihé indulged ‘a freedom .of -
mquigy with refpat td.this-fabjed of: debatie,
as well as every other, and the .¢onfequence
wee he. G&w mfomfo altem His mws cbn—
oemmg ity oo rntan
orlWEithi} w:hat felionfans anﬁ humlhty 'bc
pandnéted His enipairies, waid How- éarnefily
he defired to know the truth, appeas froem
sigfPce found among his manufcripts, entitled
A Solemn
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A Solemn Addrefs “to the great-and -e"v;r:-ble_ﬁd
God, &c. which is printed in the fourth vo-
lume of his works, and of which we: fhal}
hereafter give a copy at length. '
It has been confidently afferted by fome
“Anti-trinitarians, that the Dotor before hig
death was come over to their party, and that
he left fome papers behind him, containing

a recantation of his former fentiments, which - '

his executars thought it moft prudent to
fupprefs. . A report of this kind was lately
revived, with the mention of fome remark-
able circumftances in confirmation of it, in
the Monthly Review, of which we fhall take
fome diftin¢t notice hereafter. |
~ Some zealous patrons of the moft rigid -
orthodoxy, unwilling to have fo eminent & -
divine as Dr. Watts numbered among the -
apoftates from it, have zealoufly maintained
fuch reports as the above to be mere fitions ;-
others have allowed that he might have ex~ -
prefled himfelf unguardedly, and that he had
adopted fome modes of fpeech inconfiftent
with his former views on the fubjet; but
have endeavoured to exculpate him by urging
the decay of his faculties, thro’ age and in«
tenfe application to ftudy. And others have .
allowed
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allowed that he had indeed for a titme given
into Anti-trinitarian fentimenits, but that bex
fore his death he was happily recovered to
the right faith. - As a proof of the reality of
his converfion one Mr. Toplatdy; in a periodi-
¢al publication, was rath enough to print a
Hymn of the Do¢ter’s on the Deity of Chrift,
which be fancied bore the evident marks of
the infirmities of age. But unhappily for -
this writer thefe were in reality the infirmities.
of youth: for this Hymn was actually in-
ferted in the firft Edition of the Lyric Poems,
and by the author himfelf left out of the
fubfequent ones. This circumftance Dr.
Gibbons has particularly mentioned, with a
fevere and juft cenfure of Mr. Toplady, both
for his temerity in publifhing this hymn as
the production of the auther’s old age, and.
alfo for his groundlefs affertions refpe&mg
the decay of his menital faculties.

- Dr. Gibbons however has taken care to
awoid faying any thing which might lead to a
difcovery with reference to-any alteration of
Dr. Watts’s fentiments about the Trinitys
which ‘occafioned fome unknown writer to
addrefs to him a Letter in the Wefiminfler
Magazine, of which it may not be anufs ta
infert:a copy, which is as follows.

4 Te
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.. « To the an Dg, GIBBON&

< an SIR,

N your ¢ Memoirs® of the truly great

and excellent Dr. Watss, you certainly
did right in attempting to rectify any mife
takes into which the Public had been led, con-
cerning him or his writings, by any erroneous
uecounts iffued from the pens of ignorant or

evil-defigning men. ¥ was glad to find that

you had fo well refuted the idle ftories which
have been fo generally reported and: credited
concerning the Doftor’s «-16fs of his in-
tellets” in the latter: part of his life, and
# his ftrange chimeras of fancy,” which 2
late Biographer (you fay Mr. Toplady) hath
retailed much 'to his difadvantage.” I was alfo
glad that you had expofed a palpable « mriiftake
(if not pious fraud) of the fame writet re-
fpecting a poetical piece of the Dotor™s ~ on
the Sufferings and Glory of Curist,’ asoné
of the lateft of his compofures, p.' 313.

" But I am greatly furpriftd tofind “that
you have paffed over in total filence a matter
of far greater moment than either of thef?;

which the fame writer mentions, with equzﬁ

confidence,
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confidence, in the very fame paper ; and for
the fake of which alone this Peem is intro-
duced. He tells us, ¢ that the Do&or had
fallen into erroneous notions with refpect to
the Doctrine of the Trinity—-but that God
kad mercy upon him before he left the warld,
and recgvered. him to the orthodox faith:”
and as a proof of this he produces the above

Hymn, which he fays, ¢ to- the beft of his .

knowledge, had never before appeared in

print, and which feems, .from the unfinithed
ftate in which he left it, to have been one of

the laft produéts of his poetical pen.”. Give
me leave, Sir, to fay, that it appears to me,
and others of your readers, very extraordi-

‘pary that you fhould have thought it worth
your while to animadvert (and that with

fome degree of feverity) upon a chronolog1cal
error of fuch fmall importance in itfelf, and
to ufe fo many words to fatisfy us that the
DPoftor wrote this picce in early life, and to
account for its being omitted in the later
editions of his Poems; and yet that you

fhould not have faid ¢ one word’ refpeing -

¢ the grand matter of faft’ for the fupport
of - which' this picce is produced, and for

which only the latenefs of its date is afferted.
From

AU
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.From your total filence with regard to. tHe faét
- .itfef, your. Readers, who have. feen Mr.
Foplady’s. accoynt, are. not -merely Jeft in a
frate of {fufpenfe; but, as you: have, by
. proving the early date of this Poem, removed
.his only argument that Dr, Watts was re-
savered from -his fuppofed errors before his
.death, you have left us to conclude that he
.died in them : and, moreover, by maintaining
« the foundnefs of his intelle@s,” you have
-deprived his friends and admirers of a plea
which has often been ¢ charitably’ urged in
his favour.. Thus have you left the ¢ Sa-
-bellians’.to trumph, as having the mature
Jjudgment, the dying fentiments of the learned,
.the pious,. the impartial #ar¢s on their fide;
for his later publications feem moft to favour
the ¢ Sabellian’ {cheme.

. It has been pretty generally reported, that
- the Do&or left fome papers to be publifhed
after his death, containing his laft fentiments
on that fubjec, which had been the obje& of
his laborious and impartial enquiry through
a great part of his life; but his Executors
thought it moft prudent to fupprefs, if not
 deftroy them. The Public have a right to

~ afk you,. Sir, what was the real matter of
E fact ?
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faéi!'.You juftly obferve, that “ perfons who.
attempt to communicate to the public the
:memoirs of deceafed perlons, ought to make.
themfelves acquainted with their writings,
dates,” &c. And furely thofe who write the
lives of eminent Divines, fhould be acquaint-
ed with, and ready to communicate, what
was moft remarkable coneerning their reli-
gmus fentiments, and the refult of their en-
quiries after TruTH : an ebjet, let me fay,
of far greatéy importance, and more worthy
-of being kmown, than the higheft degree of
< poetical’ merit.” It would not.be a mere
matter of ¢ curiofity to know the laft fenti-
ments of fo great and good a man as Dr,
Watts, with regard to the Frinity; but it
‘would have had a very important tendency to
aflift others in forming their judgment on-
fuch a capital artiele of Chriftian faith. - It
“would likewife tend to remove the prejudices,
and abate the cenfures, of many againft
thofe who. cannot affent to the popular opi-
nions (or rather the popular ¢ phrafeology”)
to be informed (if indeed it be fo) that even -
Dy. Wasts hinpfelf, who had been under ftrong
and early prejudices in their favour, and had
written in defence of them, was obliged at
length
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length to give them up. As, on the other’
hand, if it be true (as Mr. Toplady affirms)
that tho’ this eminenf Divine had" departed’
from' the Catholic Do&trine for a- time, he
was reclaimed befoie he died; the knowledge

of it, together with the occafion of his falt,”
and the'means of his recovery, might be in-

firamental  fo guard others againft, and' re-
cover them from, the fame erroneous opinions.’

¢ After all that you have told us concern-
ing your great intimacy with Dr. #atts, and
youi Fvinute acquaintance with the circum-
ftances of hisdeath, (even to the appearanceof

his corpfe in.the coffin) it cannot be fuppofed

that you fhould be a ftranger to this affair.
And give me leave to fay, that candour and
- juftice call upon you to declare what you
know concerning #. You tell us of the

Doétor what is much to his honour, (p. 136)

« that thofe prime and radical confltituents
of a truly good charatter, ¢ Truth’ and
¢ Smeerity,” were' weny confpicuots in- him ;
and that yow never obferved him, in any of
his conwerfes, v the leaft degres. affedt to

conceak or difguife any fentimental differences

i rehgmn between. himiblf and others:; but,

on the other hand, he appeared quite opert
E 2 A and
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and free to a declaration of them, whenever.
an .occafion offered.” Why then- thould his
Blographcr make any fecret of them ? ¢ Your
« open and free declaration” refpecting the
fubject of this Letter is effentially neceffary
~ to your fupporting the charaéter of which
you are juftly ambitious, the difciple and ;heh
friend of Dr. Watss ; which that . .you may,
is the with of,

" Rev. Sir,

Your obedient fervant,

o W—m S—mMs—n.
W—m-—r, Nov. 7, 1780.

To this letter the good Doctor did not
think- proper to give any anfwer. Nor has
he, nor.any one elfe, refuted the affertions
‘above referred to.. From hence many will
be inclined to nge them credit.

But tho’ it is undeniable that the Doétor
did not continue in the fame views of the
fubject which: he entertained in the early part
of his life, there is no decifive evidence that
he materially altered his fentiments concern-
mg the Trinitarian dottrine within any thort

fpace
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fpace of his death, ‘anid it is higtily improbable
that he fhould.- He had' for ‘many years.

“made this point the fubjeft of his laborious
- and impartial ftudy, and within about two
years of his diffolution he pubh{hed the re-’
fult of his enquiries, from which it is fearcely
credible that he fhould in fo fhort a tlmc have:’
greatly deviated. '

Dr. Watts died Nov. 25, 1748. His book
entitled Ufeful and Important Qz}cﬂtaﬂs concern-.
ing Jefus Chrift the Son' of God, is dated 1746.
And the fame year, (moft pr obably towards
the clofe of it) he printed another work, in
which he further illuftrates and defends his
opinion concerning the perfon of Chrift, en-
titled The Glory of Chriff as Gid-man dif-
played, &c.

Confidering how many years the Doétor
had made thlS fubje& his' ftudy, how.delibe-
rate he was in formmg ‘'his fentiments, and
héw cautious he was of pubhﬂnng them to
the world, it feems moft natural to look for
his laft fentiments on thxs much, dxfputcd
point ir thefe two pieces ; and the rather as -
the book which was written againft hinion
the Arzan fide by Mr. Tomkins (which might
be thought moft likely to have made him a

E 3 - convert,
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convert, -if hg had -been one) was printed
pr.empus to gither of thefe *.

It is cortain thefe picces cantain the Laﬁ .
authentic accopnt of his feptiments, as avow-
ed by himfeif, and therefore till fome decifive
pnoof be broyght of a fubfequcnt recantatiop,
the view which thefe books gixe of the matter,
mlght juftly be confidered as Dr. Watts’s laft
thoughts on the fubject of the Trinity..

From thef it is abupdartly evident that he
had not given into the Arian o Socixign
hypothefis, for he exprefles himfelf ftrongly
againg} both, and maintains pofitions incon-
fiffent with either. . But it muft at the fame
time he allpwed that he evidently appears-to
have deviated from' the¢ moft commaenly re-
ceived opinions, concerning the Son and
Spirit of God, tha’ he ,mamtam:d thc true
Divinity, of: bqth, which he did upon fuch
-grounds 3s: hz . thought, bef} fecured gvery

thing c;ﬂi:xmal to the dvé}rmc and moft ¢ffes-

c o The Txtlc of thls work was JY Sober lpz)éal ta
Curk ot in Bididn, concerning the plain (eafe of Ycripd
sue mining shrtie Fripity: - Being an Anfwer tp Dadlor

}J Wﬁﬂvﬁ’smhhwk &ntided The Chriftian Do&ying of
the Tnm,t'yr, &c‘ “afferted gnd e;ovcd by plain ev1dencc

of feripture thhout the aid’ or ineumbrance of ‘human

khemes."’ f Lol i - TR i
Y ¢ tually
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- tuially “obviated: hhe ob;e&mns of ity oppo-»,
nents. R

It 1s true,’ fomc both among the Orthodox
and the Heterodox confidered him as having
in thefe publications given up the point ; the
* former becaufe he differed from them in his
manner of explaining it, and the latter be-
caufe he admitted the force of fome of their
objections to if, and freely gave up what he
thought untenable, and perhaps efpecially
becaufe he exercifed more candour towards
shem than: the defenders of the Trinitarian
doltrine had ufually done. But it is exceed-
ingly ftrangt that the friends of orthodoxy
thould difowni a man as a brother, and con-
fider him as an: apoftate and an ensmy; be-
«caufe he reprefents things in a manner dif-
“ferent from themfelves, and maintains them
“oft different grounds.  And it is equally
firange, at leaft equally unwarrantable, that
~ the patrons of herely (as it has commonly
been called) thould infift upen it that a man
is.on their fide merely becaufe he does not go
- -all the lengths of  their opponents, "or yields
to the force of fome of their objections : but
mare_efpecially that they fhould draw fuch
an inference from the candoyr he exercifes to
E 4 them:
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them : but moft of all that they fhould take
occafion from the moderation of any one
who profefles himfelf orthodox in the main,
to infinuate any thing to, his difadvantage
in point of fincefity. ‘Thus it was with
refpe to Dr. Watts, and thus it has been
with' refpect to others of the like moderate -
pnnc1ples . - R

- It 1s furprifing that they who lay fo mueh
ftrefs upon candour, and are fo fevere againtt
blgotry, thould thémfelves'atfo uncandid -4
part: Nothmg is ‘more common:than for
thofe who call - thémfelves rational, -to con-
demn the bigotry of the ordodno, for their
ftrenuous adherence to every: fota in. the ore
thodox fyftem; and their want of charity to-
wards thofe who differ, which they will fay -
might be exerc1fcd confiftently with the firmeft
attatchment to orthodoxy 5 and yet if any of
*the orthodox fhew themfelves ready to make -
fome abatements, and appear to exercife can-
dour towards thiofe of different fentiments,
thefe gentlemeén will have it that théy muft,
m thetr hearts, be on their ﬁde, and impeach

-

- % Dr. Doddndge was in thls predncament See .tl;e
"notice he takes of it in "a Letter of which Mr. Orton
has ngcn a copy in his Life, -

no thcir ‘
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thelr fincerity in not jommg thexr party ;
which they'are willing- to -attribute to a
fordid attachment to their fecular intereft,
or to any thing rather than to a res/ modera~
tion in principle, of which bigots on -both
fides feem to deny the exiftence.

Whether there be in reality fuch a.mode-
ration, by which both' Orthedoxy and Charity
may bé maintained *,. and what thatis, may
pofiibly appear from'a reprefentation of :Dr.
#atts's fentiments as containred in.his two

Jaft publications now mentioned; which thro’

the intemperate zeal of : oppofite parties.feem
not to have met with the attention: they-de-
ferved, and .to be now-but little known. -
The Preface to the firfk of: the above pleces.
we fhall here ‘tranferibe at length.i It is

..as follows. ~ * It cannot be of much' im-

.portance for the reader to be informed who
iwas the-writer of: thefe papers : yer’if ie-will

‘be any fatisfaction, the avthor himfelf’ pro-

fumes to @y, It is- one who has- fpe{{ﬁ miany
years of his lifé in ditigent: enqmnesmtd’the
facred doctrinies -of the'gdfpél, by:aéenttant
and l‘bonous fearch of the Holy feriptures ;
* Sec 'a ‘ate able petformance, entﬁlea Przmztw:

Candour, &ci” " :
‘noxﬂ



" DR. WATTS S LAST SENTIMENTS

nor is he afhamed to add; with continual ape
plication to the God of all light-and. grace
for the inftru@ion of his ‘Holy Sparit, that
he might hetter underfland the things dif~
cowered in his word. , He allo takes the free-
dom tq fay thefe papersare the productof that
part of his life when 4is powers-of mind and
body were. in full vagyur-*: . The suther has
fometimes.been veady: to fuppofe,: that feveral
of .the Queftions here: propofed may be very
mfeful towards the further explainiog fome of
thafe parts of - fcripture which have; bren lefs
ftudied, efpecially concerning God the Father,
and-the Divine and hugan natures of his Sox
Fefus Chrsfi; whom -te know, to. trufk in,
:and to love, is eternal life: and he thinks he
can fafely appeal 10 -God -concerming the
-honefty and fincerity of his own endeavours,
-to give a faithfu] anfwer to all thefe enguiries,
accondmg to the cleareft light ke ﬂould find
in the Holy fcriptures. . |
- % He has one. favour to’ b% efhmreaders
,and that is, that they would not examine any
-of thele papars by the. mere.dictates of their

- This is a fufficient’ aﬁfWe’r to thofe who wguld ex-
, culpate the Poétor for his deviation from the beaten
track by uring the decay of his faculues. ‘ '

. - own
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own reafoning powers, for the fubject is a

mere master of divine revelation ; nor that

they would take the fentiments or {chemes of

glder or later writers, whether Schoolmen or

Fathers, or Divimes of any party, for a.per=~

~ feft teftof truth and orthodoxy in thefe facrcd
fubjects.

-« Yet he freely and delightfully comfefles
thefe following articles borrowed from. the
‘Athanafian Creed, viz. < We believe and
s¢ gppfefs the _Lprd Jetus Chrift the Son .of
“ God is both God and Man ; God of the
« {ame fubftance with the Father, a Man of
<« the fubftance of his mothey, forn into the
- * world, perfe€t.God and perfe® man; of
*¢ a_ reafonable foul, and human flefh fub-
s fifting togetber:: Equal to the Father, 2§
o« .touchmg his Godhead, and yet inferigr 1
. the Father, as touching bis manhopd?
*+-One, not by- converfion of the Godhead
¢ into the fleth, but by taking of the man-
#-‘hood into God, (o' as to become one . pexfondd
t“ agent or one perfon : andl as the reafonable
:“ faul and flefh is one:man, 46 God and man

£ agg one Chrift, who. fptfemd for our {al;-
& vatmn &c. . :
.o : .« Tho
;] ..
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- ¢ Tho'I freely and cheatfully acknowledge
all this, yet I take no human wiittngs for 4
teft of the divinity or truth of my opinions :
Ard I could with all my readers woild lay
2ﬁdc ‘all other teachers, beﬁdes the mere
witers of the Holy Seriptitres, in fuch en-
quiries, where the light of thefe divine truths
will‘alfo fhine brighteft, which are not to be
Known by ‘the'méte light-of ndture, but are
kiitirely to be learned by .the revelation: of
God to his Son ]efus Chnﬁ and to hlS hol'y
apoﬁlcs '

*¢¢ And if this pra&rce be {’mcerely purfued
the author humbly hopés theéfe papers may
‘find acceptance among the diligentand honeft -

- enquirers after truth; fo..far at leaft as to
$ave his unwilling miftakes. .pitied and: for-
given, and “hisfincere- endeavours accepted,

xo'make known' the feriptures to his fellows
chwiftians ini thofe important articles that re-
late to God the Pather antd his Son Fefus Chrift
our Lord, which-are of fo much xmportance

«toward our falvation. : .

“ 'Yet finally. to" avoid all obJefhons and
'dangers of miftake, I think it may be proper
here to take potice, that therehave been gene-
‘'vally two ways among our Proteflant Divines

allowed

A
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allowed to -explain the Filiation or Senﬁup
of our Lord Jefus Chrift, in hlS Divine:na-
ture ;. the one is, the real and fupematural,

‘which is granted to be utterly mcomprehenn

fible, relating chiefly to the mature of .the
Father and the Son; the other - is- fcrlptural,

‘and céconomiical, relating chiefly to their

charaéiers or gffices in our falvation, Wthh IS
more eafy to be underftood.

"< I muft acknowledge I incline moft to
the fecond, becaufe -this allows the moft per+
fect equality, even Onenefs or Samenefs in the
Godhead, whether applied. to the Father ot
the Som, and thus it maintains the true God-

. head itfelf to be underived and {elf-exiftent in

both; and upon this fuppofition I believe the
fecond of thefe writers have been always
efteemed perfetly found and orthodox as well
as the firft.”

In this p,reface, as ﬂxere are, the ﬁrkag
qvxdences of the greateft humxhty and can-
dour, as well as the moft ardent love of truth,
fo the intelligent reader, who is at all verfed
ini the Trinitarian controverfy, will eafily per-=
ceive that Dr. Watts differed from the gene-
rality of the orthodox, who maintain * that
<« Chrift as God was the Son of “the Father,

< derived
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¥ derived from him or begotterr by hitn, and .
«"therefore really a diffin® perfon, or agent
‘« from the Father, but neverthelefs equal to
¢ him in all perfetions ;” and that his idea
of the Divinity of Chrift was, ¢ thar the
Gmﬁedd the Dreity itfelf, perfonally diffinguifbed
as the FATRER, was anited to the man Cbrtﬂ
eftus, in confequence of which union, or in:
dwelling of the Godbead, be became properh
God *” 'And it is evident from the fequel
of this performance, and from a fubfequent
publication, he conceived this union to have
fubfifted before the Saviour’s appearance in
the fleth, und that zhe buman foul of Chrift
exifted with the Father from before the founda-
tion of the world; on which ground he main-
tains the real defcent of Chrift frem heaven
to earth, and the whole fcene of his humili-
ation, which he thought’ mcompatlble with
the common opinion concerning him. :

As to the Hbly Sprrirthe Dottor feems not
to have held the common rotion of his real
pcrﬁnalxty, as diftinct from the Father, i’up—

- Dr. Dodivvidge feemus: to Bave held the fame fenu-
ments,: which-wero. late revived. ima. controver{y oeca~
fioned. by a publication of the late Mr, Bergamm Fawcet(,
pnmled. Candid Reflettions, &c.,

pofing
7
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pofing it:to mean the divine powtr or in-
fluence, or God himfelf as exerting his in-

fluence. :But we have now pamcu‘larlyte do

with the perfon of Chriff; which is fhe'pnn-
cipal fubject of the’ pubﬁéatxons fow unde‘l'
cenfideration.

" It is no part of our defign to condemn or
confirm the Doffor’y opinions on this peint,
but merelytoreprefent thens; and flvew wherein
they differed fromr the generality of other or-
thodox divmes, and to-give-a brief view of the
arguments by whieh he fupported them.

In s Fmportart Queflions concerning Pofus
she Som of God, the Firfl which he-propofes
is this——— What is the true meaning of
“ ghe Name Som of God, given to Chrift in
* the New TFeftament ; -and efpecially where
“ the belief of 1t iy made neceﬁary to fal—
“ vation "

In §1. hementions thevang»m &nﬁsgwcn
to this term by different writers, and obferves,
that tha fietk of them is patronized by many,
viz.. ¢ that 1t includes am eternal uncons

« cezva,ble generationof the perfom of the

© « Son by -the perfon of the Father; in the
« famenefs of the Pivine effence, confub-
« @antial, eoequal, and: coeternal with the
_ ¢ Father.” N

' ¢ But

- —— e
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¢ But,I am -perfuaded (fays he) this can’
< never be the fenfe of this name in thofe
¢ feveral texts.before cited [whete believing
* in the Son of God is faid to be neceffary to
¢ falvation] for (1) If this be never fo true,
¢'yet it is confeffed to be upconceivable:
¢ and I do-not think the gracious God would:

¢ put fuch a difficult teft, upon the faith of - .

¢ young difciples, poor ‘“illiterate men and
¢ women.—(2) Nor is this clearly enough re-
- ¢ vealed for us to make it a fundamental
¢ article in any age, and to damn all who do
¢ not receive ity—(3) There have been fome,
¢ piéus and learned men in feveral ages, who
¢ have acknowledged Chrift’s true Godhead,
¢ and yet have fuppofed that the Sonfhip of
€. Chrift referred rather to his buman nature,
¢ or to his office of Meffiab, than to fuch an
¢ eternal generation.—There are fome fuch
¢ in our age, and I will never pronounce an
¢ anathema upon». them.’ '
_After having mentioned feveral other fenfes -
in which the term Son ¢f God 1s ufed in fcrip-
ture, he fpeaks of this laft, as what he be-
lieves to be its-meft common acceptation,
(p- 16,) efpecially where the helief of it is
made neceffary te falvation. - Having in § 2,
\ . urged
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urged feveral arguments to confirm this fnfe,
he ftates fome objections § 3, and produces

 vdtious paffages from foripture in which

¢ Chrift is.caljed 76 Sok of God, and God i3
¢.{aud toibe his Father, wherein we cannot

- ¢ fiuppofe the Godhead 6F Chrift is or can be

¢ defigned, v.g.

€ Sobn' v, 18; iy, - When the Jews had
made 4 firange inference, and charged Chrift
with making himflf equal to God, be-
caufe he called God his Father, heanfwers
ed, Verily verily I fay unto you, the Son can
¢ do nothing of bimfelf, but what hé Peth the
¢ Fatber do, &c. This i3 not an expreflion
¢ which reprefents the Sen as the tru¢' and

"~ " R K

"< etgrnal Ged, or that grants their inferenie ;

¢, for it is plain that this expreflion reprefents
¢ him under.a-degre¢ of impoteneg and. des

\‘ [?mdence, »,\that be could do Mtl?.ing @p bima

¢ Flf. Nay this ¢ontindilts their inference;
© and denies his equality with God, rathe?
¢ than confirms or allows it. The fenfe of this
¢ expreflion may be leatned from Jobn viii. 38:
¢ Tho’ there are forme expreffions in that
¢ pardgraph to (ver. 30.) which feem fuperio?
¢ to the chara&ler of any mere creature, ahd
¢ which would hardly have been applied to

F ¢ Chnft
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‘Chrift the man, -if not united to Godhead ;

¢ yet Chrift confidered: as the Son of God is

" throughout reprefented as dependent on the

Father for all, and reeciving.all from. the
Father, which is- hardly confiftentwith the

idea of fupremeé Godhead, if that were m-l

cluded in Sonthip. .

¢ Fobn v. 30. F can of-. myfeﬁ' do mtbihg
I Jeék -not. mine own will. .. (vi.-38.) -L2ame
down from beaven not to.ds.mine own will but
the will of bim thar fent .me. - This does
not. found like:the language of Godhead,
which is- fupreme. and independent, and
can do all things of itfelf, and.byits own
will. Ch. xiv. 28. My Father is-greater
than 1. vex. 31.-Asthe Father gave me-com~
mandment-even fo- I do. - -Ch. xvii. 5. Father
glozify me, &c. . Morkziil. 32, Of thet day
and bour knoweth—=not. the Svn, -but the Fa-

“ ther, &c. &c. All this_implies inferiority

and dependence. 1 .Cor. xv. 38. Then fball
the sSom: alfo bimfelf be  fubject to him; that
God'may be all in all. This is.a charaer
of too much inferiority for Godhead: The
argument ftands thus : 1f the Son .of God
be true God, confidered as a Son, then he
s ongmally and neceffarily Lord of all; and

i - ‘it
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it muft-be faid it is° by his own voluntary
condefcenfion that he is fo far deprefled dnd
humbled by the ccconomy as to become the

‘¢ Father’s deputy and vicegerent, and when
:¢: that ccconoiny ceafes, he is‘of courfe exalted

to his equality with the Father, and fo his-
eflenitial and natural Lordfhip over all. "But

*the reprefentation -of St. Paal is>juft'the

contrary. In many patts of his writings,
particularly P4:l. ii. he fhews that the Son

“« of Got is not deprefled ‘but exalted by the
economy to the kingdom. And he-tells
- us ihthis text that when the Son gives:up

this ceconomical kingdom, he comes.again
into fubjection : then fhall the Som bimfelf
be fubject to the Father ; which plain]y thews

‘that, tonlidered as .a Son, he is naturally

fubje€t to the Father, and that at the end

" of this ceconomical.exaltation he'fhall re- -

turn to his natural fubjection and fhall be

“fo for ever, when God appears a// in. all.

¢ This text will not prove that Chrift is

not God; for he is fo BY PERSONAL UNION

to the'divine nature : he is God manifeft in

‘the flefb. - He is God and man in one com-

plex perfon. ‘But this text, I think, does
prove that. his Son/bip doth not include
F 2 - ¢ Godbead.
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< Godbead.. Tn ‘this and - many other- tpxts

« his “Senfhip may be better referred: to-his

"~ *inferior nature, or to his offices. And this

- will free us from thofe embarraffménts to

which we have beeh driven, - te keep up the

fublime idea of Godhead in thefe feriptures

which-sall him a “Son, and at the fame

¢ time carry fo much of -dependence and in~
¢ feriority in them.’ :

The Doétor’s Third queﬁ‘lon, (whlch lea(is
to the difcovery of his opinjom coricerning the
pre-cxiftence of the human fou] of - Chail) is
this, ¢ Could the Son of God properly enter
“.intoa Covenant with his Father; to doand

"¢ fuffer what was neceflary to' Qur re-
« demption, without a human foul?” -
¢ It is granted (fays he) that the generahity
.« of our chriftian writers beliéve that it was
¢ “only the divine nature or Godhead of Chuift
-¢ which had an exiftence befare be was corn-
< ceived of the Virgin Mary, and became in-
¢ carnate ; yet whenfoever they would repre-
¢ fent the excceding great lbve of the Father
¢ in fending his Son into our world, that he
¢ might fuffer and die for us, and defxiBe
¢ the tran{cendent love of Chrift, -in coming
¢ into the world:and, fuhmitting to death for
e . ¢ - our

~ L) ~

)
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»,s" our fakes, they ufually reprefent it in fuch

¢ language as can never agyee with his Drvine
¢ nature, in any propriety of fpecch, but
¢ only to the pre-exiftent human -foul of
< Chrift, with its defcent into flefhvand blood,
¢ and the fufferings of this human foul for

¢ us. Andit is evident that the feripture

< itfelf leads them plainly to fuch a repre-
¢ fentation of things—fo that they are led by
< the force of truth into fuch expreflions as

.¢ are hardly confiftent with their own pro-

¢ fefled opinions.” :He here quotes fome
paffages from Mr. Flavel and others, which
fpeake of the abafement of Chrift, and the
humiliating change which he paffed thro’,
which are totally inapphcable to Godhead.

- ¢ Now if we fuppofe (fays he) the human
¢ foul of Chrift to have a pre-exiftent ftate
¢ of joy and glory with the Father before the
¢ world was created, thefe expreffions are
¢ great and noble, are jaft and true, and
¢ have a happy propriety in them to fet forth
¢ the tranfeendent love of theFather in fend-
<.ing his Son, and of the 8Son of God in
¢ coming from heaven and leaving the joys
¢ and glories of his Father’s immediate pre-

¢ fence; to take on him flefh and blood, and

F3 - ¢ fuffer
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fuffer fhame, forrow, pain, anguifh of flefh
and fpuit, fharp agonies and the pangs of
death. And this love is exceedingly en-
hanced while we confider that this human
foul of Chrift was perfonally united to the
divine nature, ‘fo. that hereby Gop himfelf
becomes manifefted in the flefh.

¢ But on the other hand, if we fuppofe

nothing but the pure divine nature of Chrift

to exift before his incarnation; then all thefe
expreflions feem to have very little juftice
or propriety in them : for the divine nature
of Chrift (how diftinét foever it is fuppofed
to be from God the Father) yet can never
leave the Father’s bofom, can never diveft
itfelf of any one joy or felicity that it was
ever poflefled of ; nor could God the Father
ever difmifs the divine nature of his Son
from his bofom. Godhead muft have eternal
and compleat, beatitude and glory, and can
never be difpoffefled of it. Godhead can
fuftain noreal forrow or fufferings.—Neither
could the human nature leave the bofom of
the Father if it had no prior exiftence.—
But now if we conceive the foul of Chrifk
inits pre-exiftent ftate, as e firff born of
every creature, 10 come forth from tbe Father

- ¢ and
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and come into the world (John xvi. 28.) to ~

part with the glories and joys it poffefled,
to dwell in a feeble manfion of fleth, of

pain and forrow, and fuftain the pangs of

a curfed death, &c. this is amazing love in~

deed ; this has a furprifing'and fenfible rea- -
lity init, and fhould awaken all the powers
‘of our fouls to admire and adore both God °

the Father for fending him, and his Son .

‘for confenting to fuch abafement.
- ¢ There 1s another and a very remarkable

inftance, wherein our Proteftant divines,

-in a'very juft and affecting manner repre-
¢ {ent the CoveNaNT of REDEMPTION, be-
‘tween the Father and the Son, according
"to Scripture, upon the fuppofition of the
- pre-exiftence of Chrif¥’s human foul : But
- according to the common or {cholaftic ex-

- plication of the doétrine of . Perfons in the

Trinity, we can have no ideas  under all

their glorious and affectionate reprefenta-'

tions of  this tranfaction.

¢ 'The common or fcholaftic explication of

¢ the Trinity, which has been long and uni-

verfally -received and been called orthodox,

is; That God is but one fimple, infinite

and "eternal fpirit : Hence it follows, that
' F 4 ¢ the
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¢ the divine'eflence, powers, and effential pro-
¢ perties of the Father, the Son, ang the Spi-
¢ rit in the Godbead are: numerically the very
¢ fame. ‘That it is the fame numerical con-
¢ {cioufnefs, underftanding, will and power, -
< which belongs to the Father, that belongs -
< alfo to the Son, and to the Hely Spint: :
< and that.the facred three are diftiaguifhed
‘ only by the fuperadded relative properties -
¢ of paternity, filiation and preceflion; but:
¢ their thoughts, ideas, volitions and agen-
¢ cies, according to. this hypothefis, muft be-
¢ the very fame numerical thoughts, &c. in

< all the three.’

- The Dr. then proceeds to give an extraét
from a fexmon of Mr. Flawel, which he highly-
approves, relating to the Covenant of Res
demption, in which he reprefents ¢ the per-
¢ fons tranfacting with each other; the bu-
“ fipefs tranfaGted ; the quality of the tranf-
“ adtion as feederal ; the Father promifing to
« fupport and reward the Son, the Son .pIO-.,
“ mifing to obgy the Father’s call to fuffer,
« &c. and the articles to which they agree,
« &c. &c.” He further obferves, thag the
awthor: reprefents this tranfattion in a way
of Dialogue, and then remarks thus: < In

. : ¢ read-



aw vEr TRINITY., = 3¢’

¢ yeading fuch accounts of ftipulations and
< cantraét between the Father and the Son,
¢ befare the foundation of the world, what
< proper conceptions can we frame, or what
¢ clear ideas can we poffibly have, while we

" ¢ fuppafe nothing but Chrift’s drvine nature

¢ tranfacking this affair with the Father, and
¢ while we believe the divine effence, perfec-
¢ tions, and powers, the underftanding, wll;
¢ thought, and confcioufnefs of the Father
¢ and the Son, to be numerically one and the
¢ fame? fince in the Godhead they are but
« one and the fame infinite fpirit? The mere
¢ perfonalities, paternity and filiation, can-
“not confult and tranfatt in a way of con-
< tralt, propofal and confent: [which can
"¢ only be done by] two diftinct confeioufr
¢ nefles and walls. o
< Further, one of thefe beings or perfons
< covemanting, feems to be inferior to the
¢ other, and to be eapable of receiving orders,
« commiffion, fapport and recompenee from
< the other: But if only the Deity of Chrift
< exifted, and his Deéity and the Father’s have
¢ but one numerical confcioufnefs and voli-
‘ tion, one power and glory, what need of
‘torders apd commiffions, or of. promifes of
¢ fupport
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¢ fapport and recompence ? How: can pure
< Godhead be fupported or. recompenfed ?—
¢ What poffible difference can we conceive
¢ between the love of the Father in fending
¢ the Son, and the love of the Son in con-
¢ fenting >—And how doth this abate our
¢ grand ideas of the diftinct and condefcend-
¢.ing love of our bleflfed Saviour, in his con-
% fent to this covenant, fince that. part of
¢ him which really fuffered, i.g.:his mfenor
§ nature, had thén no exiftence ?

-~ ¢ But on the other hand, if we give our-
s felves leave to conceive of the human foul
¢ of Chrift in its pre-exiftent ftate, as the
¢ wpiloroxos, the firfh form of every creature,
$ (Col.'1. 15. Rev.iii. 14.) and intimately
§_united to the eternal Gpd, then here are pro-
¢ per fubjets for thefe feederal tranfactions;
s and a moft glorigus and diving-eovenant it
¢ was, between the Father and the Son, for
the falvation of poor ruined man.—Thus
JChrift, when he came forth from the Father
.;and. came into the warld, -really ldid afide
- that glery ‘which. he,-had with  the Father
before the’ world was, -and:: though be
.4as rich, yet fqr our Jakes begame poar.-:—-
Every thing f.gmckdﬁs admirably well in
NS ¢ thlS

S
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this fcheme, and anfwers the various €x2 °
preflions of Scripture on this fubject, with=
out ftraining the words by needlefs tropes
and figures: It becomes fo ‘plain-that 22
that runs may read, and every private Chrifs
‘ tian may underftand thefe early grounds
.and foundations of his hope.’ L
The Fourth Queftion which the Dottor: pto-
pofes is this: < Is the Godhead of Chrift}
« and the Godhead of the F ather, one and
% the fame * ?” - ’
He anfwers in the asfﬁrmatxve, and pxoveé
it by the following arguments. ¢ (1.) If the
¢ divine nature of Chrift be another diftinc®
¢ principle of felf-confcioufnefs and volition;
¢ another diftinct fpiritual being, or another
fpirit, this approaches fo near the dottring
¢ of another God, that it is very hard to dir
¢ tinguith it. For fo far as our ideas of
arithmetic and reafon can reach, this feems,,
to be a plain- truth,—If one infinite- {pirit
be one God, two or three infinite fpirits
- muft-be fwo or three Gods. *(2.) The God
of Abraham, Ifaac and Jacob, the God of

n *a "

"

. ﬁ

L.} ~

"

N

* Or, in other words, is the Deity of Chrift, or ihq
being to whom th¢ humanity of Chnﬁ is united,’ Gnd
tb: Father ? . cee »

¢ Ifrael,
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¢ Hradl, the Almighty, tlehovah; 1s the ifivo~
¢ per ftyle and title. by which God the. Fas
¢ ther was known under the Old Teftament,
¢ and under thefe he often appeared to the
¢ Patriarchs; yetit is agreed by all Trimita-
¢ nans, that it was Jefus Chrift that appear-
¢ ed to them and affumed thefe titles. (3.)
¢ Saveral paffages of the Old Teftament cited
¢ by the writers of .the New Teftament, and
"¢ applied to Chrift, do evidently refer to the
¢ great one God, the God of Ifrael, whom al
¢ before the days of Chnift muft fuppefe to
* mean God thy Fatber of all.—Thefe texts
< are properly applied to Chrift, if we fap-
¢ pafe the Godhead of the Father and of
¢ Chinft to be tbe fame, and THAT THE
¢ Man Cerist Jesvs was Tre SHEKI-
¢ NAH or HABITATION OF THE GREAT
* GOD, intimately and perfonally united to
¢ him. In this fenfe Chyift was Ewmanael,
¢ or GOD with us.—~But the application of
s thefe texts to Chnft. will feargely prove the
? Godhead. of Chrift; unlefs it be the fame
¥ wish that of she Fagher. (4.). When Chnift
¢ expreﬁ'es his own Godhead, it is by declar-
¢ ing his enenefs with the FATHER Iand
t tbe FATHER are one, He that hath feen
- ¢ wme
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" me hath feen the FATHER. I aw in the

FATHBR, end the FATHER ik me. . Th

- FATHER IN .ME dath the work. 1It.is .

net ieafondble to fuppofe:he would have
- always nfed thefe modes of {peaking, if he,
himfelf had-another Godhiead [or if he-a3
‘man had been united to afecond perfortins the
Godhead and-not to the FATHER]. (%.)
On this: fappefition I do aot fee how the
Trimtarians can folve the difficultics which
arife from thofe fcriptures where God the
- Fathet-1s reprefented as™ the - onfy-rrae-Bod,
afid under that idea diffitguithed from  Jex
fus Chrift. §obs xvii. 3. 1 Cor. vili, 6.
 Eph.iv. 5,6, Ifwiahxliv. 6:8. xlv. ar, 27,
.(6.) When onr Savieut foretold that -his

- difciples fhould leave him alome, he wdils,

(Fobx 3vi. 32.) And yet I am mot done;, be-
cayfe THE FATHER £ wsth . 3f-his
Godhead had been diftiné fromy that of the
Father, he needed: not the prefence: of the
Father for his fuppert; Aéis own Godbrai
would have have been- fufficient. = -

¢ On the whole, whatever unknown dift
tinétions there may be:in the divinenature,
to lay a foundation - for God’s dif¢overyt of
- himfelf under three perfonal charaéters, as
¢ the
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¢ the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoft;
¢ yet the Godhead of the Father feems to bé
¢.the fame one infinite and .eternal Spirit;
-« .which under fome peculiar-diftinétion of
«_telation, is ‘united to' the Man Chrift Je-
«~fus ;:and hereby Jefus becorhes one with  *
¢ ‘God, &c. By this means.the’ great and
¢ fundamental article: of all:zeligion, thé
¢ UNITY of the'true God- is'maintained
¢ inviolable, and thus we moft " effeGtually
¢ preclude all the objections and ‘cavils ofsthe
¢ Arianand Socinian writers againft-the dbc-
< trine of the blefled Trinity, and the D@
¢ of Chntft, as though this doftrine intros
S duced -more' Gods than one. For if we ﬁlp-:
£ pafe the Man Jefas Chrift, in this foul and
N body,i to be both ‘an intelleual®¥hd cor-
poreal SHEKINAH, or habitation of the
£ one God; the God of Ifrael, we may juftly
‘call Jefus Chrift GOD .manifeft in the fleth ;
* a man in whom divells all the fulnefs of the
.Godbead bodily ; a man of the feed of David,
< and yet GOD over all bleffed for ever. Nor
* is there fo much as-the fhadow of our own-
¢ ing two or. three Gods, which has theen
¢ too often, with fome appearance of reafos,
S ! chargeR..,

-
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“" ing “this ‘facred doftrine.”

From thefe extratts from Dr: Watts's own
"wiitings, {its-plain to- every intelligent fea-
‘der,; ‘what© his- Sentiments ‘coticeining-the
Deity of Chrift were. It is evident that hé
did not ‘give into Arianifis, which thakes
Chrift to berghother and - infetfor God, difx
#int from 1l fupreme,-notinto Socitiamifr,
swhich denies the pre-exifiérice of the Sen of
@od. : At the fame time it 35 equally evident,
ahit he had’diparted from'what are genérally
chlled thererthodox fentiments ;- or rather,
perhaps it fhould be faid; from the common
eadrier of explaining them; by which how-
ever, he himfelf at leaft thought he mainttin-
‘ed genuine orthodoxy to the beft advantage. ’
-+ This firft: publication clofes with -An Es-

SAY on.the Importance of any biman Schemes

to ‘explain the facred Doctrine of the Trinsty,
. shewing, ¢ I. That no fuch fcheme of expli-
* cation is neceffary to falvation. II. That
«_it may yet be of: great ufe to the Chriftian
'+ Church: ‘IIL -But all Tuch explications
¢ ‘ought to -be propofed with - modefty to the
¢ world, and néver impofed on'the Confci-
* ence.

At
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At the end of this effay are the following

rcmarks, which are fubm1ttcd to the reader’s

[

’ .1mpama} refletions.

¢« ——Thefe accidental inrenveniencies
{anﬁng from religious controverﬁes] afe

‘ not a fufficient reafon for cur fupine and

¢ perpetual contehtment with confufed fil-

A-n A AT A
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timents and unintelligible fpeeches about
the modus of facred truths, if clearer ideas
are any way attdinable. Theie aré juft

and ftrong motives that may excite us t
_Yearch into the deep things of Ged, and to
_propofe our improvements in knewledgti to
¢ the world and the chutchi, tho’ there are
<. no reafons fufficient to impel us to impefe
< .our imprdved notions on others, or to raife
_contentions and quarrels on the account of
¢ them. All ourilluftrations or clearer con-
ception of this fublime dotritre, which
¢ God may have favoured us with, fheuld

be propofed with great modefty, with a
humble fenfe of our fallible natures,~and
with a zealous care to maintain al thofe
practical regards tothe Holy Trinity, which

< are of fo much greater importance. And ¥
¢ it be unreafonable to diGtate to our fellow

chriftians on thefe myﬁerxous points, how
I ¢ much



c r®N T8 TRINITY. ’ 7

. much mare culpable is it to eftablith any

fpecial form of human explication of this
facred doctrine, as a T¢ff of Orthodoxy and’

" Chriftianity ! and to forbid any the blef-

fings of fpecial communion in the gofpel,
unlefs they teftify "their affent to fuch a

_particular hypothefis, or.fcheme of expli-
_cation, which the impofers confefs to. be

human, and yet impofe it m thexr own,

" pr efcrxbed form of words. = .
¢ "The perfons who are guilty of .this uri-
" charitable pratice, may confecrate their

1mpoﬁtlons and excommunications with

 holy names, and call them pure Zeal for

the Diwinity of (_’brg/i but I fufpeét itwill
be found in the great day to deferve no

‘better a character than a miftaken zeal for

the honour of Chrift, mingled perhaps with
zeal for the Divinity of their own notions,
which they had incorporated-with the plain
and exprefs revelations of the Godhead of
Jefus Chrift our Lord. ~ He that makes a
private and partlcular explication of any
doétrine which is dark and doubtful in it-
felf, and nof clearly revealed in fcnptu?e .

-as neceffary as the doctrine itfelf, which is

plam and clearly revealed, puts the matter
G ¢ of
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« of faith and opinion on the fame foot, and
¢. intrtides too much upon the authority and’
¢ kingdomi-of our Lord Jefus in his chureh.”

N

1T was mtended to “have fub_]omed an
abftFack of Dr. Watts's fubfequent work on
 the famé fubjec?c which 4 appears tQ Have been
" the laft of his pubhcatlons, tho’ the different
parts of it were drawn up .at different times,
and’ mot’c of it many years before it came
“dbroad.  But as it was feared this woild fwell
the prefént pubhcatlon “to ah inconvenient
fize, this deﬁgn is laid “afide, and it fhall
fuffice to give a brief acc(mnt of the contents,
with a few extrafts.” ‘
* It.is entitled, The Glory of Chrif asGOD- |
MAN 'di ifplayed in Three Difcourfes. The
Preface contains a very modeft account of
the author’s defign, and befpeaks the caridour
and impartiality of the reader. The Contents :
are as follows.
< Disc.’I. ‘A Survey of the vifible Ap-
¢ pearances of Chrift as GOD before his
¢ Incarnation.

¢ Dise.
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¢ stc 1 An Enquity into the cmnﬁve
** Powers of the human Nature of Chrift i in
® its “prefent glonﬁeﬁ ftate. §. 1. The In-
- troduétion. ™ §. 2. Seriptural Prdofs ‘of the
¢ Exaltation of the tiuman Nature of Chf‘if’c
* and the exténfive Capacities and Powers of
« ‘his Sott in his glorified State. §:3.'A'Ra-
¢ tional Account how the Man Jefus Chriit
* anited & God, may be vefted with fuch
* extenfive Powers. § 4. Tefhmomes ﬁ‘ém
¢ other Writers,
¢ Drsc, I1. AnArgument tracing the“early .
* exiftence of the human Soul of Chrift be-
t fore the foundation of the world. §. i. In-
# trodu@ion. 4. 2. Some Propofitions lead-
¢ ing to the Proof of the Doctrine propofed.
* §. 3. Arguments for the pre-exiftenice of
¢ Chrift’s -human Soul drawn from various
Confiderations of fome Things inferior to
Godhead, which are afcribed to him in
Scriptute, before and at his Inearnation.
§. 4. Mifcellancous Arguments to prove
the fame Doctrine.  §. 5. A Confirmation
¢ of it by Arguments drawn from the happy
Confequences thereof, and the various Ad-
‘vantages of it to the Chriftian Religion.
+'§.6. Objections anfwered—The modern
- G2 ¢ Authors

~ L , e -~

L

~
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¢ Authors who have profefled and defended
« it viz. Dr. H. Mare, Dr. Edward Fowler,
* Bp. of Gloucefer. A Defence of his Dif-
‘ courfe hy a Prefbyter of the Church of
-« England Mr. Robert Flemmmg Ano-
. nymous.- ' Mr. Fofe pb Hufféy. Dr. Francis
. Ga/irell -Bithop of Chefter: . Mr. Nelfon’s.
. learned Friend - againft Dr. Clarke. Dr.
< Thomas Bennet. Dr. Tho. Burnet of the
¢ Charter-houfe. Dr. 7. Burnet of Wefi-
< kington. Dr. Knight. Dr. Thomas Goodwin.
- ¢ dppendix. . An Abridgment of a Difc.
¢« of Dr. T. Goodwin, on the Glor;j_es and
‘ Royaltles that belong to _]cfus Chrift, con-
¢ fidered as God-man.’ .

- As the Pre-exiftence of Chrift’s fpirit was
the. grgnd point which the Doctor laboured
to eftablith, in order to avoid the difficulties
of .the common fcheme, which either makes
Derry 70 fuffer, or makes the {uffering Sa-
viour a mere man,. -and thus coincides with
Socmlamfm we fhall here prefent the rea-
der with a view of the Doftor’s manner of
arguing, to prove thls point.

Dusc. III. §. 3. He firft argues from va-
rious confiderations of . fomething inferior to
© Godbead ofcribed to Jefus Chrift égfore and at

.o . - bis
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@- ‘"bis incarnation. e. g I ¢ Chiift i¥ reprq-t- ‘

‘e

fentéd as his Father's  meflengér; mmlﬁ{:r
or “angel, ‘that was a_diftin& being from
his Father, fent by him to perform fuch
adtions and fervices for his people; long
before his incarnation, fome of which
feem too low for the dlgmty of pure God-

head.’

IL. < Chrift when he came into this woxld
is faid to empty and diveft himfelf 6f fome
glory which he had before his Incar nanon.‘
Now if  nothing but his divine nature ex-
xf’ced before this time; this could not pro
perly empty or diveft itfelf ‘of any glory,
therefore it muft be his® inferior nature,
or his human foul ‘which did then ex1ﬁ ’

Under this head the Do&or éonﬁders that

- much difputed paffage, Pbil. 1. 5—+, whlch
‘he mtcrprets thus. < Here the apoftle’s de-

€
<

"~

Y

fign is to fet Chrit forth as a pattern of -
humility ; and this he doth by aggrandlzmg
his former c1rcumﬁances, and reprefent-
ing how he emptied himfelf of "them,
and appeared on earth in a'very mean and
low eftate. Who being in the form'of God,
tbougbt it no robbery to be eqgual-with God,
i. €. bis human foul, being in union with
G3 ¢ his
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¢ his Godhead, was mveﬁeJ with a god-like
' form and glory in all former ages; thus:
“ he oftentimes appeared to the Patriarchs
'* as the Angel of the Lord, and as God,
"¢ or Jehovah, clothed with the divine She-
X kmab, and fpake and acted like God him-
" felf. ‘This feems to be the farm of God
¢ which the apoftle fpeaks of, Nor did he
¢ tbmk zt any robber_y or prefumpt!.on fO to
' do,- : . to appear and. act 45 Go.n, ﬁncf:
¢ hc Was ynited to the divine natu,re. -and
"¢ was in. “that fenfe one with God.  Yet ke
¢ emptied bimfelf, i. e. he divefted himfelf of
_‘ this god-like form or appearance, thxs di-
‘¢ vine Shekinab, and commg anto the ‘fleth
¢ he confented to be made in the likengfs of
< other . men ; nay, he toek u,pon h;m e
farm gf 2 ervant, m{’scad of. z‘be fozcm of
* God oo
III ¢ That vcry-,bemg vyluch qanw down
« from heaven, and was fent. of qu mto

-« the world, is Tepr cfented as- capable Qf hav-

« mg a. w111 different from the will Qf God
f “the Father* and thercfore it muft be infer
£ npr to godhcad now this could be nq
¥ other but the will of his human foul.’

R V. ¢ Chrft
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IV, «Chsift repiefents His own doming’
“-into the world, and béing fent: hither'hy’
< the Father, in fucha mannet as haturally”
<* leads brie to fuppofe he had'a real and pro-’
¢ petr dwelhng mn another place, and in an-’
< othér manner, before he' came! into the’
¢ world, and that he then changed his place
¢ and company, and manner of life; all
"¢ which feem more agreeable to' a human
¢ {pirit than to g divine perfon.” -~ =

The Doftor then, § 4. mentions various
mifcellaneous arguments to pro'ue the jhme doc-»
trine, e. g <

I It feems needful that the foul of :
Chrift fhould be pre-exiftent, that it might
have: opportumty to-give its prevzoaé dc- -
tual confent to the great and pamful un-
dertaking of atonément for our fins.’ -And
indeed-this voluntary confént of his to be-
come incarnate and to fuffer is plainly re-
prefented in feveral ‘places of Scnptunc..
Pf xl. 6,7. Heb. x. 5,&c,

II. ¢ The Covenant between God the Fa-
¢ ther and his Son Jefus Chrift, for the re-
. ¢ démption of mankind, is reprcfentcd in
¢ Scripture as being made from or before the
¢ foundation of the world. - [Muft we not

G4 : <.then

" L L) - ~ » L)
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¢-then-fuppofe] that both parties thould be

<

<

Y

£

€

[4

~

prefent;. and that this thould not be tranf-
~alted. mergly within -the divine eflfence hy
fuch’ perfonalities as have no diftin& mind
and:will 2 The efferice of God -is "generally

.agreed to be but ane.condcious mind-er
{pirit, ' Now can ong fingle underftanding -
" and will make fuch a.covenant ¥’ -

- M, ¢ Chrift’s coming into-the world is al-

-~

4

€

¢

A ]

L4
¢
<

<

ways exprefled in fome corpareal language, «
fuch .as, denotes his taking on him, animal
nature, or body, or fleth, without thc
leaﬁ mention of taking a foul.’ .
IV, ¢ It'is certain, ‘that among thc leam-
ed of the Jewifh:nation, there was a_tra-
-dition of the prc-@qﬁcncc of the . foul of
the Meffiah,” -

¢ Since it, pleafed the Father to prepare
‘a body for our:Lord . Jefus, hy.the over-

¢ thadowing of th Haly Ghoft, and by. a
pecuhiar manner of conception, that he

might be the Son. of God in a fuperior

¢ fenfe, with regard to his flefb, Io it is not

¢ nnreafgnable to fuppofe that the fou/ of

s -

¥

-Chrift glfo, which was to be united to
Godhead, Ihould have this pecuhar preroe

L e P . ganve,
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¢ gative, to be derived immediately from

€

¢ God, before any creature was made.”
" § 5. Contains @ confirmation of this. doc<

trine by arguments drawn from the various ade
wantages of st. After a. full dluftration-of
thefe, he fums themr up thus: ¢ There are

[

[

i*

T

£
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‘many dark and difficult texts of fcripture

which have puzzled interpreters in feveral

-ages, and which have hung heavy upon
- the various fchemes that fupport the doc=

trine of the-Deity of Chnft. . 'Now fup-
pofe-there could be one fingle clue found

‘out, which leads us into. fuch-a folution

of all thefe difficulties, and:fuch an inter-

¢_pretation of thefe fcriptures, which has the
_following advantages attending it, viz.—

Which gives the moft natural and obvious
and literal fenfe, fo that evety common
reader that had no pre-conceived notions
or {chemes of thought, would readily run
into at the very hearing of it :—Whick
puts learned men to no trouble of figures
and metaphors, fuch as Prolepfes, i. e,
fpeaking of things hefore they are done;
or Catachrefes, 1. e. calling the eternal God,
without a¢tual union to human nature, a
man, or an angel & -—Wluch is moft
¢ con-
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_£. confiftent with and ‘moft agreeable to all
¢ otheér parts of the word of God, both’in
£.¢he Old and  New Teltamment, renders the
£.expalition of mapy other .texts eafier and
¥, plainer than. before, and fets the foveral
&.parts..of -feripture in a beautiful harmo:
§ oy :—Whichmterferes with no particular
b fcheme. of Mivinity, and ghus does not
f -widen the rommon differunges .of the fe-
¢,wbral jparties. of ‘Chriftians,’ but freely al-
- lows eath of.them thejrown fentiments »—
F.:And-yet which aflifts us to-anfwer the ¢b-
£ jeétions of our.opponents againft the di-
- Sonmity..of our:: lefled Saviour, and alfo al-
# Tured them. to embrace the fruth+—Which
£ aggrandizes-theperfonal glories of .sur Lord
#:Jefds Chrift, and raifes his condefeenfion
«-and love to malt amezing. degrées +—Wiich
# .épreads a new laftre ouer.the whole ‘gofpél
- fof Cheift, and the various tranfaétions re-
" fucorded 'in ‘the word of God;—I would
¢ Bymbly afk whether [fuch. a fcheme] does-.
- & not 'bid fair for the truth of the’ Gofpel ~
- # and the very meaning of the facred wri-
“ &.ters ? -Sueh is. the dofrine of ‘the pre-ex-
i ifténee of  the human Soul of Chnft.” -

( : (Aé. e . . : P Flom :

BRI -
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. From the foregping extra&tsit is {yfficiently
evident what Dr. Watts’s {gntiments - werg
withip a year ¢r two of higdeath. The rear
-der, however, is not to fuppofe, .that, thefe
publications were the effeét of any fudden
‘or recent change in his views of - thefe doe~
trines; for it is well known, that he-had
amany years before publicly avowed fome pe-
culiarity in his manner of copcewing and
of . exprefling himfelf with refpeét to them,
40-as to expofe himfelf to. the cenfures of the
aore rigid Trinitarians as favouring herefy.
In ‘his Chriftian Docirine of the Trinity,
printed {o early as. the year 1722, he difco-
vered his inclination to the Indwelling Scheme,
-on account .of which. Mr. 7. Bradbury, in.a
letter dated 1725, charged him with mak.
ing “ the Divinity of Chrift to ,cvaparate
‘ into a mere attribute,” and after jeering
at his profefled love of truth, writes to him
thus: It is pity after you have been more
‘ than thirty years a teacher of athers, you
¢ are 'yet to learn the firft principles of the
¢ aragles.of -God. Was Dr. Gwes’s church
“-to be taught another Jefus? that the Son
and Spirit were only two pqwets in the
s d:vmc natuee?™ . L o oL L]

‘The
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*- The Doétor replied with equal gentlenefs |
and firmnefs, telling Mr. Bradbury, among
-othier things,  That though the Doétrine
< of the Trinity be a firft principle, he never
“¢ knew that the particular mode of explain-
¢ ing it was fuch a firft" principle alfo.”
iWith refpe to the charge: of: deftroying a tri-
-nity of perfons, the Doltor anfwers thus, « 1
« have often freely declared, and ftill de-
« clare, that I allow the greateft -diftin@ion
«« poffible between:the facred ‘thiee in ‘the
¢ divine nature, ‘which’ does - not arife fo
#¢ three diftin@ confcious minds or fpirits.
% Make it as great as you will fhort of this|
#¢ and I acquiefce.” But then fince three dif-
¢: 4in&t confcious minds is- the-true idea of
*¢ -three proper literal perfons, whatever falls
«¢ fhort of this ‘can be but -an ‘anological
¢ ?erfonahty yet if any man will call this.
s a proper divine>perfonality, though it is
o put fimilar to human perfonality, I will
¢’ not contend about words and names.”
“ The Doftor, unmoved by the injurious
refletions and fieree oppofition of fuch of
his brethren who were flaves to human fyf-
tems, refolutely: purfued his enquiries, and
the refult was, that he faw further reafon to
n be
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be -diffatisfied with the common modes of

_ explaining the Trinity, and he honeftly de-

clared his different apprehenfions refpecting
it. In the year 1721, he publithed his Sermons,
on various Subfeé?s, in which there is one en-
titled, The Scale of Bleffednefs ; or bleffed Saints,
Heﬁd Saviour, and bleffed Trinity. On the
review of this difcourfe in the year 1729, he
faw occafion to infert the following Note,
(Edition 6th, vol. 1. p. 260.) _
¢« This Difcourfe was delivered above
~ ¢ twenty. years ago ; and the reader will ob~
« ferve fome warmer efforts of imagination
"« than riper years would indulge on a theme
“ fo fublime and abftrufe. Since I have
¢ fearched more ftudioufly into this myf-
¢ tery of late, I have learned more of my
« own.ignorance ; fo that when I fpeak of
« thefe wnfearchables, 1 abate much of my

¢ younger aflurance; nor do my, later .

¢ thoughts venture fo far into the particu-
“ lar modes of explaining this facred dif-
« tinétion in the Godhead. There appears
‘ to me good reafon to doubt, whether there
“ can be three diftin¢t and different “princi-
« ples of confcioufnefs, and three diftinct
“ and different w1lls in the One God, the

i Oﬂ.e

W
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«ofie inflnite Spirit. - T was afraid to affert
& it in this fermon heretofore, and I am
< more afraid to aflert it now. Reafon and
« S‘cvipture join to teach me, that there cari
« What dlﬂmc’hons there may be in thls
é ont Spirit, I know not. Yet fince I am
¢ fully eftablifhied in the belief of the Deizy
% of the bleffed Three, (though 1. know ngr
« the manner qf exflzcatzon) I dare let thig
& ddE:ourﬁ: appear now in the world, as bew
¥ inig dgrecable 16 ‘faf to my prefent fenti
¢ ments on this fubjet. A larger and more
. particular account’ of my moft mature
* thoughts on ‘the doftrie of the Holy
¢ Tnmty, may be feen in ‘the’ laft fermon
5 of my third volume.” :
* From the above note it is plain, that Dr.
Watts had in fome ‘refpes altered his views
of the fubje¥. But fome have taken occa-
fion from thence to propagate an’ idea, that
he had entirely given up the orthodox faith ;
~ wherea$ nothing more can be juitly inferred
from it, than that he had fomewhat altered
his Ju((gmcnt with refpe& to the manner of
expxe”mng and maintaining it.. Nor does it
appear that he materially charged his fenti-
ments.
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tents afterwards.  The' more he enqiired
" into the matter, the mioré he was ' confirred
s his opiriion With refpelt to the moft per-
£ fimplicity of the divine nature, or--dhe-

feft of the Godhiead; atid the pre-cm‘ﬁéhce.

of: the derived tatire of CThiift; dnd wtdif-
Fetent times he wrbte variotis'Effays on thele
fubjects, whieh he at length; i the twolaft
years of his life; revifed and put togcther
in the two publfcanbﬂs of which we have
piven an account. From ‘thefe, as it is
phain he was fidt an Athaiafian, it is eqtfAlly
fo that e was not either a¥t Arian ot 4 ‘So-
cintan. It is poffible howevet, tho” not pro—
bable, that lie might ¢hange® Ki$ fentithéhts
after the publication of ‘Eh% above ‘piedes.
That this was altually the cafe has lafel
been confidently afferted by a:writer in- the
Monthly Review, who mentiotis fome refpect-
able perfons as having been well acqu‘amfteci
with the fa&. “We: Ihall therefore ptoducc
the whole paffage, and fub]onn fome remarks
upon it.

This writer, in the review of Mr. Williams's
Collection of Pfalms, ‘having: qﬁoted a pérﬁ'adc
in the preface to that work, before referred

to,

\

[
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to, ‘refpeting Ds: Watts, goes.on to relate

the following anetdotes ¥. ; - :. Y~

. .¢¢.That the Dofter had altered hxs opxmcm
f_‘ .with refpett to fome points of what i3
- % called Orthodsxy is undeniable. . This is-a
«-fubjet that :ome of his.encomiafts fhrink
& from with concealed mortification, and
“ ‘would: if poflible confign.to oblivion, as it
« cannot be remembered without bringing
« fome reflection either on the Dotor him-
¢ {elf, or their own darling caufe. But it
¢« -would be in vain to deny a fact known to
¢ many who were interefted in making it pub-

¢ lic. . It was .well known to Dr. Lardner; -

¢ and by him' communicated to; the late ex-
< cellent Mr, Merrival of Exeter, from whofe
« mouth the writer of the prefent article
< -immediately received-it. Dr. Watts’s papers

“ (many of which contained the moft ex- -

“¢¢ plicit renunciation of fome of his former
¢ fentiments with refpect to the dotrine of
¢ the Trinity) were mutilated, and publith«
‘¢ ed in a very imperfet manner. Some
«« were wholly fuppreffed, and it was with dif-
< ficulty that Dr. Doddridge could refcue from

~#* Month. Rev. Feb. 1782. Vol. LXVI. p. 170.

“ deftruc-

N
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*.deftruction a certai curiqus paper refpects
- %: ing the . Primtariari -tofjtroverfy, publifhed-
“sdmong the pofthutdious ~ works, “entitled
S A Solemn Addrefi 20 the Deity, - &c.”" The:
“cipdu& . of “fothe of P Watté’s: frieads:
+ i this ‘vafe was (@ difibdéntious, that:it’
&-.calteq forth” very ~loud; complaints from
. thofe viho were actjubinbsd witlrtheoferet.::
¢ and, it was bit a fhert * time. ‘before Dr,:
- ¢ Doddridge. embarked fob Lifber that he:
« complamed to Mr. Merrival of unfair ¢on-
¢ duct both wxﬂi r;:fé;& 'to ﬁr Watts and_
-« himfelf,, 0 whof.chaige, . conjupition:
«¢.with therlate. Dr.'dDavid’ :Jeimingy; ° hxs
« papérs-were eritrufted for pnblrcatmn:’ :
There is no reafon to. que{’uon ’(f)'c aC&KY i
of the writer of the ahave mtxde, nQr. g.é tha.
authontm therein- mentloqed _butit cis:. cafy .
to fuppofe- that reports made at fo ‘gréat a
diftafice bf tirme, dnd which had Paiffed thro! -
feveral hands rmght undeggo fome. materiab.
alterations. =~ That Dr. Watts left fome MSS:
behind himt to be pubhfhed By Dr. Doddr:dge
ahd Dr. j‘ennmgs is not ‘denied,” S(ome of
thefe accordingly they pubh(hed, viz.. The.
[mnd . part.-of the Improvement .of the Mmd
A Treatife on Educdtion,’ and ‘Remnants of"
< H Time
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Tiwe emplosad; 1. 5rofe; efid verfe;- Ehalk had
1o 1glation to-any-ponts of orthodedy; and
therefore nothing in thee can be'fuppoled. to
he: ¢ mutiated ¥ Rug: thef¢ were shaavhole
of -what. thefe. gentletoen puinted, exdspsing
“f; the Solenan Addiicd to the. Deity  nthich it
et dsmicil wes pmnled ontige. . Shsiie ,of
his pepesd reicie indesd: ¢ fuppreficd” - whichr
related ita. the, doCtmie: of -the Trinityi: but

the dntgmt‘ Gy chfhgmmy mthmmattcr’

¥ #rebzbly fom: amcks amo the pgetes entxtlcj,
Roahle oFf Tithe alplﬁyti nﬁgi:,tnée fuppreﬂéd But if -
mmfo, the tkecutess wm{umfmnfty ‘Wasrinted bere-
i, iwba!s\mm!t lisithe(fubjnblb oftlem; by slie Sl

lowing adyertifemont which: P, Mshoed, o t!m« by*
she autbor himfelf.

b 'TheE papei's were wmtcp at f:veral fcaﬁms and in-
ot fervils ‘Tof ileifure, and en Yarjous écedfions anﬂng
¢« thoowgh i gueatol part.of my.life, Miny oK dleim.

*. were fiefigned fo. bp. pblifhed qmpng, thio. Religyiay
. 7wemlq, but fm fomc mafoq o Q;h;fi nq; w,o:th

grc?ent not‘ke were lpd by 3t tfmt time. Whethet,
“ 33 Mleverpubl"&.tbem ¥ know ot amgs ﬁtthe’
«. grddier yard of themihawt fiood Jong-corredied. snong.

% mymunwferipts 5 stof dp I fappole many of thsm, ip-,
%, ferior ta tho Eiﬁlys and Remarks of this kind which,

ﬁmve ~tSef'(:u'e appeared in the world with fome accepb-
«t ance.- " If they are not publifhed in my life-time;: my’
« wakthy -faiergs, whuianthcmeof:xqgam
A LAV SR RAR THER AL, <
\-s 2 ‘ ' ’ i{ k




2 ane mm e~ TRERITYS .50 cgy

& groundic(s;: becadifes ke Badtor had by:rie
mehnsitngpired hid txbuwers te pirblifl\tirene,
but lefoi o theis owdabretidni s 537
~:'/Bhe pablibersof hndrarks made dofeorit
uf: theirhaving {xppedfed Ahefe ‘papers; B
, fay iniohe:Witle no: His Malngfs-10:kbeb sy,
wihichiwas | iphafixed: corithremy 19 thia it wab
¥ pot Judopd nebelfary v pablifh 'hieinl”
W hoves i/ Ho - iproof - thuti ey comtaindd'a
« renunciation of his-fowmicr fentinveritsi?
@ gentlombn: of weradityiwho Had: Nedl tHem
affuted the writer of this, thie ’tlm,ﬁappeatﬂ
to-him 0'contain nothiugwew; Being only 4
further illuftration of : My ferrtirfients -eone
cerning the Trinity which he'had before pub-
lithed to the world, and therefore it might
well be thought by his executors * unnecef-
“ fary to publith” any thing more upon the
fubject. That this was the real matter of
fac appears to be highly credible, and indeed
undeniable, from. the piece. already. referred
to, which it is faid ¢ Dr. Doddridge with
great dlﬂ‘iculty refcued from deftruétion.”
This piece is evidently of the fame com-
plexion with what the Dottor ‘had before
pubh{hed and therefore ‘moft undoubtedly -
H 2 that

5700788
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¢hat ivhs. the .cafc with the stber papers which
sverd fuipprefed, toethick this was prefixed. -

- We fhall here timoribei 1t: at Jength, as
tho befk anfiver to the dhove. afléftions of the
Minthly Reviewér, aithat-the fansertime as the
moft: devifive. pivaf. whiat the. Dotor's laft
fentiments; wergcon this much difputed point
of Dininjty, ‘as ‘well 33 3. pleafing evidence of
}uq @mpﬁ)efs! hum;l;ty and nnpamahty m
higyfearch, after tgath. .
n:of: is_publithed i thc Q\}Mt@ Edmon of
Dr.. fo;f:ss ‘works, vol. iv. P- 640—-434.3 . .at
. dhgiamd of Bis Rewnaiti of .‘1‘ ime- e»q)lq,ed and
%vglbatsm as fpl)mfrs SR
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The Autbor s Solemn Ad.dmfs to z)xe gpeg;

‘and everableﬂéd Gob} .4 Revew of

_what_be hed wiitten i the Tripitorian

" Controvérfy, prefixed 6y bim to jéme ézeces

on that fubjest! wbzcb it *zva: ot ‘Jged

necq[my to[:ubl‘//) . ;‘ A
RI’G TEOUS‘ it thou; 0 Lord

“*whien 1 plead thh thee ; yet | T may
talk - with “theéé -concerning thy Jndgmgnts,
Permit me O God and Father, to plead w1th
thee conbernmg the revelatmns of ?ﬁy nature
and’ thy g}ace, which ate made in thy gprel
And et medo it with all that jble | I'CVCQ
rence, dnd “that holy aWe ‘of thy “majefyl
which becomcs a creature in thc px;cfcuc; }
his God.’ e e

)ALJ l "8

7« Haft thou not, O Lostd. God Alm;g}uy
_ haft thou“hot trafifacted vfh\y dxvm? and ‘im,-

portanit affairs améhg' fien by thy Sop ;Zg/iu
Chriff, and by thy holy Spirit » Am’f ‘ﬁaft thou
fot ordairied that mett ﬂmuld tranfa& their
higheft’ arid mof’c momemtom conccms with’
thee, by thy Soti atid by thy Spirit ¥ Haft

H ;3 thou

L
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thou not, by the mouth of thy -fon Yefus

required ‘all that profefs his rehg;on tp be
traliedWith witet th HE hame of the F: agber

“nd e 5on shdome HoliPldhot? 6%t not
- may-dityt therd;. t0. enguire, ‘who or' what are
>§hq(§fm;d names, \an.what. they gnify ?

Lnot. knqw thee, the only. true, God,
an‘d t_’ﬁls Cbrzﬂ thy SQn, Whom (hou haft
fent, that I may fulfil all my's efpcéhvc duties
toway ds thyfelf and thy, Son, of
b‘fern fe? t not thy an h;mf dap-

m« thcs:‘ Il*n wls‘I 2&& rﬁyer,, that ¢}crnal

upon"tfns no c&e ’. And finee

'm f % {nadc ‘i;o mucx: nfe, of gh}( holg '

u:Jt 1?1 our religion, mu; not havq fome
!mdvyl%doge of ;hx,i th %pr;t alfg, tl?qt I may
ay tBee l thogf; gQDO\PS d}og”;equxre&
{ :p(é;{s% 1,96 feveé?ﬁ’:q‘} Lnood i

hou not afcnbed dxvme;namesd

“and, tzthsz and}cp_arﬂéﬁrs ;o thy, Spm and shy

holy-Spint in.th rd, g5 well as, affumed
th eﬁﬁti ;Eyﬁ:l{ J’{}"’? &th,ou no;agpimtp
i “fach glqaous offices; a3, cannet;
be qugtuﬁi
or trus goé ead 1n them? And. yet -art
ot thqvn 3051 theg, flone, 1 the: trup

TT17 u GQd &

w*thouh fpmething’ of; divinity,




AR
G ¥ HBUOHANOS *Pobr weak: drikhuire e’
able’ 16 Wt Y tectholte ‘thefd Enting”
idkas, ‘i‘it&’ ) kmifleHafdl: Wis Tayilerd d! Q‘)&‘t
ehisht FBetieve dnd acf Bisdfold; ) wiBhult s>
derﬁandm ? ohoae EURUE-JE at i lou
Hufyﬂgaém i‘hdni‘imw ‘Wow frmly
IM&E,%% aN vy -fout; what bever thow
haft ﬁa&ﬂy Whitten ahd Féeated in thy el
I beflveHee t6 ¥ he-Inly tri® Cod, Hﬂ:’
fuprerit ‘o beings, ’ﬁlf-ﬁaﬂih&z’t For- khtre
own exifténice, and for a1l thy infinite affairst
aiid tihifaltions arfion§ creatares. T believe
thyoHl Son Fefis Chirg # to be all-fufficiernf
for the’ lohohs work ‘of thediation Betwéén’
God and’ imiag, o6 ‘which ' ehiou Haft afbirt-
ed hlm- Y 'bcheve he is ‘2 “man, -l whom
dwelis all the futnefs o? the gbd‘head bbcﬁly
I'believe ﬁe i gire 'Wxth God; he is God
matifelted in the ﬂeﬂx ‘ahd that the iz
j‘(fu; is fo c‘loféfy and infepaid éiy umtcd Wwith
the true ghd gternal ‘Godhead, 48'to becomé
dnc pqr(on, &ven ds' the i'oﬁl “And body maké
one, man " 1 belicve thét this illaftrions pei-
fon 1 1erei>y offetRd of dﬁime dignity, fisf
: c1cnf) to pake )full atp‘hémé‘ht for the fing
of ‘men’ {33' ‘Ri¢ firftePmpsand “dekth; “evierd
tho™ they be accounted an infinite evil ; and’
H4 that
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that he ha:@all-fu;ﬁgﬁqt poer ta saye him-,
felf . frmr; the dead, 10 afcend ta, hme;h and
£ the blefed works o, hich, thon batt
exalted, hig,, and.-to govern and, ,;vdgs ﬂ}s.
world in thine appomted time. it
.k believey.alfo., thy blefled Wm ihath
aipmighiy, poner anmﬁasm R: A0 bt
will 49, Gn0rudk men, efccuually i divine;
trpths, t9 change the ihearts of ial-kn man- -
kind, Jfrgq; fin: . bolmcfs, an.d to JCarry. om,
thy, work: of ilumination, far;néhﬁc:mon3 and
confolatmn on the fouls of..all thy. c}nldxep.,
and:terbring; thm fafe 10 the hea,vgn 1woride.
{ yield mylelf up ;oyfully and; xhanl}ally o
thxs mcthod qf thy. falvg,no%,, ag. it ;s,rqvealed
m thy ggfpel B,ut g ackgowfe;igc my,darl;-
ne 5. fall 1 want tQ flavc th1§ wondqxfu}

‘‘‘‘

Spmt tor thef¢ dwma woxks made a httlc
plainer. . not (gzy fxumb creature ‘be
pcrmltted to now t fhax‘e t};ey can have
in thy de;ty ? Is. 11; a v:;%n'"and finful cuuoﬁty
to dpﬁrg 10 havc g}us artxclc fét m futh a
hght as may not dxmlmfh the eter na} glory
of the upity of the true Go& ‘nar. of thq
fugrcmacy of T hc; tthather of au

£ EE B A A '.".‘ “"Hadv&

P i 1
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ames Hadﬁ,,thpu informed:-me,, gracious, ] F.a,
ther,. in. any Pplage of. thy -word,: that, cthig
givine. do&pne is not to- be undcrﬁ:ood.by
Ten, a.nd yet . J:hcy were .required.to bel;

15, ,I woulfi have. fubdued;all Ry, cunoﬁty.tg
faith, - and.: fubmitted ;, my - wa;adenng :and
doubtful :magmatnpns, P8 far;:as it was: pof¥
fible, to the holy:and,nifaskterminations.of
thy. “ZQWL orBus T ¢anmot: fisid- t,hou halb prry
where foxhid map. to underftand:it or-ta:miaké
thefe, enqpiries,. My canfienceis the:beft
natural - light . thou haft,putewithin me, -and
fmce}thou haft -given mg the {fcriptuses; my
own.:conicience bids me Iearch thg. feripturss,
to: ﬁnd qut, truth and ctemalhfe. - Jebids me

~ 3ry,all things, and hold faft. that ghich, s
&pod.  And t}xy own.word by the fame, exy
pieilions,, encourages, this; Jioly. pragiice. -J
haye, thq:;forc, begn long{feprclung\mto ship
ﬁ}ymﬁldp&xmx, that 1. may. pay_thee.dug
hgpquq ynhrpnderﬁand;ng, s Surely Jpught

o, thie God whom  worihip, sbeths
};e b@ ;mg puie ax}d ﬁmp}c l}gmg,,or swhether

- thow.ait ‘a threcfold dsity, confifting cof he
Father, the Son, angdthe,boly Spitit «; ke
¢ , 6 l}eanr and blefled God, hadtt. thop ‘been

informed

: plcafcd, inany, one..plain, feripture,; sAathats



- ¥ His sorrMNaABDREss
trifbritied me wmek OF the diffnt gpihions
bt thé hbly Frinity, ‘atnbh ¥ Hheetid!
K&g"pﬁﬁits of chtiftans; ’gad beén’%&‘ue, vhid
RAiNELY with Wt HCH vzéal Tl it AliOH]
R iy b ekt ekttt v openl:
bt Re R Ve Bhd Renbridt thb ditcovery!
Pladftothca e8lddnepliinly ii any Rk exd
‘that i Finhot ol and o1y SpiAd] are thitd
yeul diAinéb ipehibiis i ahy &ine haviite (1
- inket meder MinfFbred vpfalf o bidadcred
o dnulty. idowss;! tfar @mbax‘fé‘ﬁkﬂz With 43
bany. fireny Tead ok aing’ to the -tibft
TeeerkivtisioF inierd, iftead of divine'Go&irind}
But Tdhoul have - thuttibly -4id" intiediately
wetepted ehy words; fo-fir 551648 potiibit
forimé 0 wtidestlitnd tHierh, hs-the ‘ohiy rifh
o AR OFHAAR tHou Bebtf Pleattd B
Ro expiefidnd inklede diis ptbpoﬂtmﬁ in thé
Gt iutdvado pittd OF thy bobk, Fréth
. wherelingbaltif arkd Corifcretice mightwith
VA EAd SuY” anb: Wit ‘certAthty thieP ¥Rtk
- dsbudite, t‘l'fh&dﬁlhﬂ‘étiﬂyi’uﬂy eniployed 2
ATy ekl Wik #rbiF ket e
) ﬁ&ﬁ?éf ave Rk oat &ns 1ﬂf€r@hcer
and ingléfued TEihey iy fouf.’ ‘
nosd Tht hall trdght' me hBIyr Pithtr, by -
: Mmpms Wkt e iy O HOIBiefs- ity thie

boares times




P2SOATHYYDREDE RIE oy
timhesiofithergdfpet, or luhder . the kingdom
OF the Meftal; oftll bd - Mghivay; hplain
urd eafy poth i fo thrat the wayifaribg Tang
br the: trangdr, wive™ W foolj Thall et
therein.! Whdthon Hafl called!the poorghd
thee igmotaitt, ‘the riedn- sidTobli Qiings o
this woHd} 1o Whie kntRcAberof thy Qb awd
Wy “Son, Matfl thusht (HeRi 4o iréedivRntind
pattake of i Gilvation WHich thou haft pries
vidad. .o Bet show _can -lich Veak epéartres
ever take in fo ftrange, fo difficult;"and!{s

‘abitrufe addylrift as i i the explica-
tion and ditferrce whereof; multitudes of men;
elrenmen: | of [ 1dartiings: ade. piety, have, tofy
themfelves bw:indinite: Tubtiltibs. of - difpuce,
andt emeltkfs.mimeyof darknal > And can this
fishngd samd:perplexing natiod of ¢hiree yeal
perfons: gbing . to:make up. oot true Gaod, - b

- fo niccefldvy and: fo important: g part<of chat

chriftian:doétrine; which; Tmmthe “old - defba<
ittt ahi thie nw, is preEntd as fo plain
andifo Raff, evén ‘to' the’ ficaneft “Endkw
ftandings?2t.! . oo edo ban g Siesly
£ %10 thet féhrcher of iéarts Who feabweft
all things; Tappedl’ tb tHee * coricerriing the
finkerity ¥ mi erigifiic o thefd didsve
- dies off By wird!” THou ‘Ribiweft the,” hoa

1\-.5: S ha{t
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haft feén mie,-ahd ‘haft tried - my'vheart tos
mfds;thw If there be any lurking hypotrify
in.my hieart, any: fesret bias -towaids any
thing, but. Truthy: uncover it Q- Father of
Lights. and:tenifh it.from,my, foul for evens
¥ thine eye diftovers: the leaft fpark of: criy
winal firejudige. 4n.any. corner :of;, my. fouls
gxtinguifh it utterly, that-I;may.not be leg
aflray. from the truth, in matters. of fud}
‘amportance, by the leaft glam:c ef crrOr oF
miftake, - ST I S
. ¢ Thou art wimefs (o) my God thh'
what diligenée, with what conftancy. and
care, I have redd and fearched thy holy wordy
how early and late, by nightiand by day, T
bave been making thefe enquinies. - How fer-
yently I have beén feeking thee on my bended
kdees, ‘and directing, my humble addrefies.tq
thee, “to enlighten my darkndfs, and ‘to fhew
" mi¢ thexneaning.of thy word, thatJ; mayilearh
- whay kmuft believe,-and what, I muft pradtifa
with.- segard . t@, this dodrine, in -order: to
pleafe thee, and obtain eternal life ! 1
1.8 Great God, -who feeft all" things, : thou
gp‘,t beheld what bufy temptations have been
often-futtering aboyt my hc;u;;. tg call it off
ﬁm thcftﬂabﬂ}?ﬂﬂﬁ and’ difficuit, enqujries
and
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“dnd to giveap thy wotd and thy gofpel as an
unintelligible book, and betake myfelf . to-the
hght of natyre and. reafon : But thou haft
been pleafed by thy divine power to fcatten
thefe temptations, and fix. my heart and .m;t'
bope again upon that Saviourand that eternab
Life, which thou haft revealed in thy word,

~and. propofed therein. to:our knowledge and
gecepranes. . : Blefled: be the name of my God;
that has: .pet fnﬁ'ered 1n¢ tp.abanden: thy
gofpel of his :Son Fefis 1 and bleffed: be ;thag
holy Spmt that kept meattentive to the tmth
delivesed gy ;hx-go@aply Aand:; mclmgd me to
wait longer in my. fesach of thefe. d;qu
tvuths ynder the bdpa of l;hy gracxou’a 1ilu-

Enmtlon L7 B
.. -bambly ; Qall ‘thee. $0. wxznc;ﬁ.,Q my‘
Gpd, what a holy jealowfy. I ever wear: aboug
my heart, lefk ;1 (hould do the fightett difs
hgnour. to thy fupreine Majefty; in ahy of
my: enquiries or determinationa. ' Thoi feéfk
what a religious fear,..and what a tender folir
ditude. I mpintain -on my foul, left I thould
think or fpeak any, thing to diminifh the

- grandeurs and honegts of thy Son Fefis, my
dear Medsator, -to whom I owe _my everlafung

hopes... Thou knoweft how much Lam afyaid
¢ Lo L -Qf
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of fpeakingone wiord which mingbeeonfract |
into's negle of thor blefled Smorkt; ik whom
Y:hope: I am:daily. regesving happy-mfluenied
of :fight and . fiength.. Guard all: the mod
fons:of my.miad, O almighty God, againfe
ésary thing that bonders upon. thefs dangersd
Forbid iy thoughts to. indulge; and. forbid
iny pen to writc one word, thab thguid fink
thofe grand ideas whicls belong to tyfeld, op
thy Som, ot thy holy ‘Spirit. Forbid.it;. O
#y God, that ever I fhould be {0 unbappp
85 €0 unglorify my. Pather, iy’ Sawiepr; - od
sy Sun@tifier; in unyof my- lenmfmw
cxpreﬂiens coneernibg them. 0 = .0 L7
- 14t Bleffed an( faithfgt God, hqu tHou mﬁ
promifed that the meek thou wilt-'guidedn
judgnient, the metk thou wilt teachhysway ?
Hiafl -thou: not told we by Jfuiud thir prophiet).
thdt thou wilt bring the blind by aiwdy which
they' Tnew not, and witt Jead themin’ pathd
whith they haveonot known.?. Faft thew not
informédus by thy propher: Bofe that if we
follow: on to know the Eord;' then :we- falb
hnow hxm? Hath’notthy Son, our Baviour,
aﬂhmd ﬁg, that..our’ ‘heavenly. Fathier -wilk
grvo his. holy Spirit- thﬂm whe: a(k hin b

4o ' truth ?
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T T ETRE ADRERY, T aaw
mht m I a0t (Bughae ‘the *gracious

gaidancs of iy goodt Bpiviv . continudly:?

Am-Ber truly- fnfdble of myiois daskiie
antl ‘wealinef; 'nw ddngerows: ‘prgudicss sotd
eicrip fido, banal ay mtten indafficiency for iy
owin condatd: Wik :thou deae fuch 1a-pitt
ivsature Yowtidered amonBioa Ahoufdind: pedt
plesities; - ¥hitde dro? a8 10 thie’ vasidud
apinions- binid edﬁtﬁ%m&é& ‘of¥hen to.exﬁ!hﬁ
W&M&Mi“‘ A L
et Jelpts raigy - henvenly Father, for: P i

quidtentiged Haldiweary of thet huowan bus

plainingsyio various antl kucesshin. W
wilt thou explain it to me thyfelf, O my
God, by the fecret and certain diftates of
thy Spirit, according to the intimations of
thy word ? nor let any pride of reafon, nor
any affeCtation of novelty, nor any criminal
bias whatfoever, turn my heart afide from
hearkening to thefe divine diétates of thy
word and thy Spirit. Suffer not any of my
native corruptions, nor the vanity of my
imagination to caft a mift over my eyes; while
I am fearching after the knowledge of thy
mind and will, for my eternal falvation.

« [ intreat, O moft merciful Father,. that
shey wilt not fuffer the remnant of my fhort
g life
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life to be wifted in fiich endlefs whandérings,
in queft of thee-and thy-Son¥r/is;: as-a great
© part of ‘my paft days -have: beotus :but let my
fincere endeavours:to.-knom:thee, in all the
ways whereby; thou haft difcoviered thyfc - in
thy word,. be: crofvned: with, fuch: fuécefs, thay
my - foul  being ; eftablifhed in . ‘every neodfl
truth by.thy hely Spisit,, may fpend my. by
mamning life. apcqrdx;\g to- the ;rales of {1};
gofpel, and may with all the hely:and hiappy
greatjon afcribe glory and ‘honeus; wifdom
and power to thés, who fitteft upan- the
thmnc and ta: xhﬂlmb for ever and ever.”

A
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(‘N.f'r..')’ |

Contammg a fpecxmcn of Dr. Watts s, manner
of reading, refecred to p. 5 of hlS Life,
Note [p], being Remarks on a Book G-
titled A4 T reatife of I Humane Req[on, pnnted
1675, Small 121m0.

 In the Title the Doffor bas :yi’rted the author’s
name, Ma. CLirroRD, Efg. In the blank
" leaf at the begipning ke puts bis own name,

' 'wztb the date 170, 5, and writes as follows :

3 HI‘ $~book when firft publithed, did

. perhaps mollify the fpirits of fome

men that were fet upon perfecution of the
.Diffenters. - It has many ufeful notions in it,
"but it exalts Reafon as the Rule of religion
ds well as the guide to a degree verydangerous:
which occafioned fome writings Pro and Con
at that time. - ‘7

" A book called PIazn Dealmg, bya fcholar

~“at Cambridge, was publifhed in oppofition to
it, whofe defign feems tendmg towax'd per-
fecunon,

A,Q
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An Anfwer thereto came out by one A/-

bersus Wyrren, callgd An_Apology for the Dif>
courfe of Humane Rea_/bn, &c. 12mo. p. 144.

This apologizer is a perfe¢t Hobbift; ~his
ftile pretty {mooth, but his fenfe exceeding
thin-fet, his thoughts' trivial and common,
chiefly. agamf’c perfecufron nor is there any
- thitig irl it worth the Feading fo much as ‘the
;charaé'ter of Mr. Clifford. [This chara@er
being «-fingtlar one we will tranfcribe it.]

« As to-his perfdh,‘-’tin!/as Tittle, his face
rather flat than ovgl; ks eye ferigus, coun-
tenance leonme Ius Gdnf’cxtun@n dwknck

iof qim:'k parts, -fo vf [-quiek paﬁibhs and
~venered), thenee lazy silte was laarned, very
«wcritical;- pofitive and proud, andy frorned- to
he rich; he had a will to’ be jufl; would
drimk 10, excefs fometimes... . His religion-wds
that of ‘his country ; he was always, Joyal tp
s king, and @ very good poet. ., Fe digd
‘twixt §o and 6o, at Sutton’s Hofpifal; whefs
~meftér ¢ then was’; not much lamented by
the -pénfiorers.  Few knew him well,~He
was & man frangely campefed ; s quefion.
ed whether his virtues or his vmes weis moit.

ot 4 St : Iin<
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I inclind to shefatt 5 yeﬁ h&ldbpar’ted peé‘ce-
able and péonfly.” S
- Andthet Bddk cnlied Oijérmmam upm, &d
aamo:.p. 7p, whersvh oir author ié chargbd
with cofifufion, .and Tonid inconfiftencies aré
proved-updd:-bim. Bt ‘what was teily vas
luable in the' controverfy was not suchs:
have [here] inferted all that was.worth ndtice
by way .of. marginal vemacks with an *=~dnd
they ara proyfs of bmg'mr amntvtm ami ﬁmil
A Judgmeht S
 The Dockes’ s dwn frefnar\k: >dre d’ ﬁzngmdbéd
ly anorber figrilture; ond:thofd only we fHalf beve
ti‘mgﬂ'ﬂéé The ausbob SRIR foid (p. 2
o Tiere hemga {oinany! waifls calt before #ié
5By - 5e: ervors e deéeity of eiliis, (AL
k. gne-had:: gi'éat néed of ¢ betzev'eye-»ﬁgm
‘ thar'ig:left ub by the-fA6f our itk fore-
« father,” the Do®ot ‘tehvarks; *; X ¥ THis
fensence;- félc&& frotn: ehé authors pen by‘
the mere flower’ of triith, ‘overthrows. many
thmgs if ‘his following difcourfe; and fhould
have: it leaft tauight Mish %o Biention. Férent
P}*ayer # God for fafé dirédtion as- & dompas
pion’ to'this great ghide Keaﬁm in queﬁ: of
Rehglon. S :
o I PR P, 34
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P. 34. I canniot fee how .any but God
« himfelf can certainly kriow that any. man
¢« is an'Heretic.” *,%* 04, But furely He-
tefy miuft be knowable by men, elfe haw can
Heretics be rejefted? Tit. iii. 10. ~But then
this rejeétion is not with fire and fword, but
only a. caﬁmg them out of . fuch an Ecclcﬁa.{'-
tical Society. -

. P.38, «“He who gavc rules which admxt
¥¢-df fo-many interpretations, is well content=
‘-ed that they fhall be interpreted feveral-
syt ¥ ® Godawho - left:his word ob-
fcure. in- fome circumftantials of religion,
foreknew and defigried o permit various in-
tespretations therein,  not. that all can be
4rue, but'to try whether under-all this doubt-
-fulqefg in_lefler magters_they would .all hold .
the yeffeptials.;= and: »lmdcrfthl; difference- of

opinions praétife,Chasity. ., -
- :Pe66." < Hg hids you fearch——therc is
& thercforq in man a natural ability of fearch-
“Tipg fpiritual truths;.and that can be nos
‘ i:.«_ths_rsgclfe bt bis moderftanding.” - *,* It
i gﬁmtcd that man, has a power of fearching
:’[pmtual truths negeflary to falvation, if he
ufe all the helps God has propofed, iz, ad+
viee.gf the learned and pious, fcrxpture, and
earneft



AP P E'ND I X. ity
carneft prayer, &¢. But then it is not Rea-
fon that difcovers all thefe fpiritual truths to.
- him, but only fhews where they may ‘be
" found, and reads and receives them there; =

P.-67. « We lay the ‘blafphemous atcufa-
« tion of injuftice-upon God, if he: punith
-« us for ari‘error which we could not avoid.”
*.* No man fhall be condemned but for the
fins of te Will : cither Heathens acting con-
trary to the light of nature, or thofe who
are born in chriftian countnes, for neglect-
mg the helps to knowledge, or bribing thexr :
under{’candmgs, &e. -

P. 69. “ In this cafe [error n judgment]
s« we cannot know our:fault, and therefore
“ have no means ‘of -repenting. of it.”
#*,% Therefore we -grant, the condemning
fentence fhall not be pronounced o‘nxany for
mere invincible ignorance.-
~ P. 87. “ Reafon is to be accounted that
« Rule and that Guide we look for, &c.”
* . If this author would be content to
exalt Reafon only as a GuIDE to us.in the
fearch after the Rure of Religion, perhaps
he might be defended: byt to- make it the
Rule and Guide too attributes more to it
than ‘a Chnﬂ:lan dares affent to, The jbllo-w—

Ij ing
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ing quptﬂtz,o?t ybich, the Doblor makes with gp-
probation is werthy of being inferted. . (¥ In
< :this-matter Reafon js-the Eye, true Reli-
« g«i@ﬂ is the Qbjest; all .other: helps, di-
f. wine;and human, 'aregasthe light,. as fpec~-
“ taglgs; fop. Now it is impofiible to fee

“ ‘with any’ thing butpnr own eyes, i..e.
 qurReafon, . ¥et.a clear Lightis alfo ne-

. % .geflary, without which our eye cannot feq
st the .obje®t, nor owr rq:afgn find, gut th,c;
«: true Religion,”

ﬂf the 8&49f l‘b&’ hqﬁ Zb£ Baéfor 7&“"{ l‘bq o

followmg Remarks on the zabele - .
’],‘hls lecourfe of l;um;m rcafon czontams
many valuable and bold truths Qf the necefs
fisy and ufefulnels of feapching for happinefs
by its condu& ; Jhich if referred to our
fearch after g Rule, or fuperior Guide, viz,
Rewelation, may be fafely admitted ; (e{pet '
gially if he had joined garpeft Prayer to God,
therewith.) But the bent and firain of hig
difcaurfe feems to ‘hid us depcnd ‘on. humaﬁ
Reafon along in the fearch of happinefs itfelf,
or heavcn and falvation; and his methods of
reafoning are fuch as woyld lead the ignor
gant apd unwary into a cemplete and fole
deperidabie on. Reafon. - My fenfe on this
SR . ﬁ]bjC&
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fubjeék 1§ gontained . in thife Remarks, which
-efpecially, refer to“the laﬁ‘. part of this book
_from p. 8a. to the end. "

~ It'muft be granted that men of fcnfc and”
leammg and enquiry, are led by-Reafon to
-the acknogvledgment of the divinity of Scrip-
ture ;. deducing this- conelufion froin a hun-
dred - moral ~argaments.-and -probabilities, -
which ynited amount to a certainty:and de-
monftration.  Thus: by Reafon we find out
the Rule of Religion, which- is infallible;
but then our Reafon muft fubjeét itfelf to
be guided by. that Rule, whxch is divine and ‘
.infallible, - .

.Ofj. p! 86. * But~ t‘his Rule fo found
“ maft be interpreted: by Reafbh.” | dnf. In
things which are. plainly and exprefsly af- ~
ferted by this Rule of Scriptizre, “and that in
a fenfe which contradiéts: not other parts of
feripture, or nataralilight; our reafon muft
fubmit; and believe the thing, though it can.

_ not find the modys or manyier of its being;
So in-the Datrines: of the Trinity and In-

carfatien; which dre above the reach of our °
reafon in this prefent ftaté, - But wg cannot,

nor.muft we: be led to-take - the word$ 'of

feriptyre m fach a fenfe as cxprefsly and
14 ¢vidently
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~evidently- contradiéls ‘all fenfe and reafon ;

~ as Tranfubftantiation: for the two great
Lights of God, Reafon and Revelation ne-
‘ver contradi¢t each other, though one be fu-
penor to the other.

Therefore Reafon hag a great dcal to do
in Religion, viz. to find out the Rule, to
compare the parts of this Rule with one

- another, to-explain the one by the other, ta
give the grammatical and logical fenfe of the
expreflions, . and to exclude felf-contradic.
tory interpretations, as well as intcrpreta-.-
-tions contrary to Reafon. But it is not ta
fet itfelf up asa Judge of thofe truths ex-

'prefed therein which are afferted by a fupe-
.rior and infallible diftator God himfelf ; but

Reafon requires and commands even the
fubjection of all its own powers ta a truth
“thus divinely attefted, for it is as poflible

+ -and as proper that God fhould propofe Doc-
trines tq our underftanding which it cannet
comprehend, as: Duties to aur practice which

-we cannot fee the reafon of ; for he is equally
fuperior to our Underftanding and Will,

- - and he puts the obedience of Both to 3 trial.

" Yet after all it muft be acknowledged,

of
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of chriftians, have their Reafon fo “exceed-
ingly weak, their prejudices fo firangely
ﬂrong, their incapacity to fearch and to dif-
tinguith truth fo great, that there feems to
be a neceffity of the Spirit of God by pow-
erful and fecret influence to lead thofe whom
_he defigns to fave, both to the belief of the
Scriptures as the Rule, and to the interpre-
tation of thofe parts of the Rule which are
z_lbfolu'tely nieceffary to falvation. And we
find that the beft account that moft Chnf-
tians can give why they believe Scripture to
be the word of God, and why they believe
this or that to be the ferife of Scripture is,
becaufe they have found fuch influences pro-
ceeding from it on their hearts, to' change
their wills from finful to holy, and turn
their fouls from fin and the creature and
~ this prefent world of vanity to God and Re-
ligion, and eternal things. And this ismoft
properly called the teftimony of the Spirit ;
which the Proteftants oppofe-to the Popith
teftimony of the Church; this laft being ex-
“ternal and rational only, and built upon a
hundred probable circumftances which -are
knowable only to the learned, but the firft
being
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being. inward and common to-all true Chrif--
tians, and by which all muft be faved. '

And it may be remarked here, that the
reafon why rational and learned men exal
Reafon fo high, and make it to be their fole
guide and judge in things of xehgion is, be-
caufe they find their own Reafon .able to’
prove the truth and dnqmty of Scnptme
and the Chriftian Religion, _and to fecure
them from the follies and abfurdities ef
Atheifm, Judaifm, Paganifm, and Maho-
metifm.  But they cannot condeftend to
fympathue with the vulgar, and think how
exceeding feeble and variable and deccxvablc
are the minds and -reafoning powcrs of the
generality of mankind, who- all have fouls
to fave; towards whofe direffion into the
truth, and fecunty and eftablithment therein
unto falvation, it is very evident fomething
more is needful than the infirm and unfteady
faculties of nature ; and as this auther him-
felf by the very force of truth thoughtlefsly
afferts, p. 2. « One'had great need of a bet-
“ ter eye-fight than is left us by the fall of
¢ our firft fore-fathet.”

No
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"Two LETTERS htween ‘the puﬁlz/bcr of this fwaré '

and a friend, concerning Dr, WATTS's Sentzmmls
rifpe&mg the Trinity. .

LETTER L

" Dear Sim,

HAVE read with attention the view which
. you bhave given of Dr. Waus's laft fentiments
concerning the Doétrine of the Tnmty, and-think
you have undeniably proved that the common re-
ports of certain perfons, refpefting his renuncia-
tion, of the -orthodex faith, are-withoutfoundation.
But I muft take the llbérty to, fay, that in the ex-
tralts which you Have given from his two laft pub-
lications, you have led your readers to entertain
an idea that he was entirely in  what has been
called of late tbe Indwelling-frheme ; that he did
pot maintain a diftin€tion of perfons in the God-
Kead, but conceived of God, as being only one
‘ perfon who is-called the Father, and that it wab
this one perfon who dwelt in the man Chrift Jefus,
in- confequence of which union Chrift is God.
Whereas I think youmuft have found, in examin-
ing his writings, that he did ot deny a three-fold
diftinttion in Deity, and that Chrift had an ex- -
iftence as God, previous to the union of the human
nature to the'Godhead. For my own part, tho’ .
I would by no means condemn you and others,
who are in the Indwelling-fcheme, as heretics,
ﬁnce you mean to- fupport the Deity of Chrift;
and I think your fentiments widely different from
Arianifm or Socinianifn; yet I muft- confefs to
© you that I dn not bcheve ‘this to be the fcripture
: reprefentation
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reprefentation of the doétrine. - And, tho' I am
clearly of opinion that our orthodox writers are

not to be juftified, who fpeak of the Father, Son,
~ and Spirit as three perfons fo diftin@ from each

other as t0 be’ three beings, (which I cannot'vin-"

dicate from the charge of Tritheifm;) yet.1 do
apprehend that there is a three-fold djftinétion in
Deity, which juftifies the' term three perfons, and
that to each of thefe the eflential attributes of
Deity belong. Herein I cannot But think Dr.
Watts's opinion -coincided with my.own, fo that
he was more orthodox than your view of his fen-
timents would lead your readers to {uppolfe.

T am; with fincere refpeét, &c,

e —, -
'L ETT E’R IL
- Anfwer to the foregoing. -

My dear and wonhy"ffiqnd,‘ *

I THANK you for the freedom of your re.
marks, and for the opportunity which you have
afforded me of exprefling my ideas a{out Dr.,
Watts’s fentiments, and propofing fome quenes
o YOll concerning your own.

I firmly believe that Dr. Watts was, in the latter
part of his life at leaft, in the fentiments which,
upon the moft delibera(e and impartial enquiry, I
have embraced, refpefling the Deity of Chrift, &c.
called tbe Indiveiling-fcheme. His .idea- feems
. clearly to me to have been:this: That God is one
infinite bemg, pofleflfed of all perfe&lons That
this one God is he. who is often charaterized as
the Father. That Jefus Chrift is another being,
or perfon, in himfelf inferior to the Father and
derived from him; as you and all the orthodox

will
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will al‘llow the'man Chrift to be *:- But that he

‘exifted with the Father before all worlds; (which
'you, with the SociNiaws, deny:) And ‘that the
one God, the Being called the Father, (with re-
ference to Chrift the Soz) was {o united to him,
and fo dwelt in him, that he became one with God,
and in confequence of this union he is propcrly
God, fo that at his incarnation Gob was manifefted
in the flefb. .
It is true, he.does fometimes allude to the idea
of fome unknown diftinttions in Deity ; but at moft,
T conceive, he only means to fay, he does not
know what -diftinétions the mcomprehenﬁblc na-
ture of Godhead may .admit: of; nar do I.
(See p. 77.) Baut I.cannot find that.it was any
articlc of his faith that there are fuch diffinitions
in the Godbead as you fpeakiof ; on the contrary
‘he maintains that the perfon, or being, united to
the man Chrift Jefus, was.not a par¢ of Deity (for
fo I muft conceive of it if it was not the whole

- Godbead)) or an exiftence feparate from the. Fazber,

but that it was the Fatber bimfelf. See p.-76, 77.
So that I cannot think that I have gwcn a pamal

reprefentation of his fentiménts:

And now, my good friend, as I am wmmg to
:you on this fubjeét, I will. embrace the opportu-

.-nity which you have afforded me for enquiring;’

“What is meant by that three-fold difiinttion in Deity

which you maintain ? I have put this queftion to

.many who ufe this phrafeology,. but could never
- get a fatisfaltory anfwer. 'When I have propofed

* Dr. Watts, .'in his fermons pnmcd 1721, has thefe,

~ expreflions : ¢ The Son of God 1s i"poken of in_the New

Vol L. p. 250.

¢« Teftament as a ve lorious perfon, wha was fome wa
Ty P 4

“¢¢ begotten of the Father, i. e derived from God the Father,
© *¢ Vol.1I. p. 452, Heis conftituted near to God by an un-
¢ {peakable union. What joys, what unknown delights

«¢ pofiefs the holy foul of theynan Jefiis ! for be is the neareft
¢ cryature to the blefled God for he is one with Godhead »

my
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‘my difficalties; I hdve been told ¢ the fubje® is
£ myflterious, and I muft not pry teo inquifitively
“"into..the deep things of God.?" Now I -am
witlihg to remain -ignorant- of. what God has not
thought fit. to-reveal. But furely revealed trush,
may be underflood, and it cannot be prefumptuous
1o fearch into. the meaning of it. -However, . the
enquiry in the prefent cafe .is not about the
divine nature itfelf, but about a mere human form
of Ipeech in'réfpeét to-it. " And is there any pre-
fumption in afking a fellow-cteature, when he ufes
language concerning (ad, which I do-not undes-
Rand, . “#bat be means 'ty it 2 of in fating the
objeltions I have ta-it:? With:as.much propriety
wighe I charge biw with prefumption in objetling
to any..phraleology :9f. ' mine, or defiring of me
un exphication of ‘it Do you. expedt ‘or with

-me, good-Sir, to adopt any modes of {peech,

without having ideas to:them ? Is this a fufficient
teft of.a pérfon’s being orthodox 2. I have always
thought orthodoxy to -fignify;  ‘nat fpecking but
shinking right. For any thing that appeais, I think
the.fame.of God as you do. You {eem to main-
tain the Unity of God. in as abfolute a fenfe as my»
felf, inafmuch-asyou deny God to-be. three beings.
Whercin then do. wa-differ ? Were you to tell- me
freely what ideas you havé whep youtalk'of three
diftin@ionsin Godhead, poflibly it might appear
that you believe no-more than I do, or I might
readily fall into your fentiments. * But till you tell
me your meaning, (wiich furely you can doif you

" bave any) I-anr incapable of making a comparifon

between. your fentiments and my 6wn. At pre-
fent, ‘the mode of ‘expreffion Wwhich you adopt
‘appears to me highly exceptionable.. —~ ~ |
I.can form no idea of a three-fold diftin&ion in
Detity ‘but that of #hree Beings, or three compo-
nent parss, which is equally inconfiftent with the
' T uity,
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unity, and woiild 1mply d1v1ﬁb1hty, whichT am
fure you would*protéft againft.’” I-car eaﬁ}y'com
‘ceive bf a diftintion betwéen’ ‘the aftributes of: God.
But de you make the Son and Spirit'to’ be cml
, tiftinét attribiites €I {6, with what pmphet%
-~ gan‘they be réprefented, and addrelfed, as gerfons ¢
or how can'they fuftain differént Oﬂices, and per-
form different works? or indeed amy "t all 2
Belides, if*'the -atributes of God be -allowed to
- be pcrﬁ)mﬁed it will foltow that there are as many
jerfons in ‘God as there ‘are attributes,  If the
%fodom of God be ¢alled-oné perfon, and his
- Power another, his Holinefs may Ee as Jufﬂy ftiled.
a third, his Goodnefs a fourth, &c. The attributes
of Dcuy are ‘only the propemeé of 'his ature.
Neither of ‘thefe can be properly called God, or
be fpoken of as equal to God, whois 2bé being to
whom they all belong. Motedver God hitnlelf
you muft aflow to be'a being, ‘and God the Futher
you will admit is & perfom, in the proper fenfe of
that, term; i. . an inteligent béfng :: but if the .
Son and’ Spirit aré only attributes of God, then
‘they are riot equal do*him, and’ conféquent]v this
nbtion is C(mtra‘ry to the ‘orthodox faith. If you
fréan that ' the'one God fuftains three Charaéters
or. Relations,"this is mtelhglblc enough, but then
it is'not orthodox-; it is pure Szbéllian; jm Befides
‘God fuftains more charaflers’ and relations than
‘thyee, confeduently, dccording to thzs fcheme,
there are moré diftinflions or perfons *.

"* If Chtift ai God be a diftin&@ perfon from the Father, does
it not follow.that; there are favo per/ons,in‘Jefas Chrift? for he
was a perfon as man. 'This I know fome Trinitarians deny,
but it is only to ferve a turn. Mautt it hot be a perfon who
thinks, fpeaks; afls, fuffers; and dies? Are not the perfonal
pronotins conflantly applied to Chrift as man? Do not you
often fpeak of him as atting and {uffering as man? To me no-
thmg can be plamcr than that Chrift as man was a perfon ;

confequently, unlefs he be two perfons, he is not a5 God a
perfon diftinét from the Father

Tcan |
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- 1 can think of no.other fenfe in'which the terms
can be ufed. Perhaps you 'will fay, that « fince
¢« the nature of God is to us incomprehenfible,
« there may, for ought we can tell, be fuch dif-
«. tin&ions in it as have been fuppofed.” I anfwer,

* There may be various things in God of which we"

poor worms of the earth bave no conceptions, and

-it does not become us to dexy any thing concerns
ing him, however. myfterious, which. does not -
evidently imply an imperfeftion. But let me fay,

it is equally-prefumptuous in us to zffirm any thing
coneerning God which he himfelf has not. clearly

revealed. And it is no juft argument that tbere 45 -
this or that property or diftinftion in the divine -
nature, merely that the contrary cannot be clearly
proved. 1 befeech you to think -whither.this

would lead us. o , .
Our faith, with refpe& to what God is, muft be

founded, 7ot on what may- be fuppofed poffibie,
-and cannot be proved fa/fe, but on what divine

Revelation clearly afferts to be zrue. And to be-
lieve any thing concerning the Deity of which we
can give no rational account, or to ufe language

refpefting him without ideas, is fo far. from giving

him glory, that it isdoing him difhonour. At beft
it is to darken counfel by words without knowledge.

If you can give me a rational and fcriptural ex-
planation of the above terms, by which the Deity
of the Father, Son, and Spirit can be maintained
to greater advantage than upon Dr. #atts’s plan,
(which for want of a better I at prefent-adopt})
you will confer a great obligation upon,

Dear Sir, . .
. Your friend and fetvant, .."

€. N
ity ——
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