02 The eanavian Preshinterinn IWagasine.

'
Tn the year 1713, the atiention of the Ascembly wasdirecind to reports |

respecting Mr. Simson, Professor of Divimeyan the Unmive of Glnsgow,
a3 teaching erroncous doctrmea 15 s studente, ‘The Ascembly duld not
take up the matter wath that promprnude wiuch wien of zeal fir Divne
truth would be expected 1o mamtest, They rather disconsaged enquiry
in the face of universal report—icaving, as they did, the matter with Mr.
Webater, one of the

ject, to be prosecuted by hun, of he chovght preper, at tis own charge, |

and on his own tesponsibility==an evidence suzely, that the leaven of core
tuption had widely spread among themsehves,  Mr Webster had the
courage and fanhfulness to bl Me. & p,  In consequence, 1t was
undeniably found that the Prafrscor had bieen propagating tenets amang
his pupils of a very dangerous kind —of which the fullowing may be wen-
tioned as examples t—

« That heathena bave an obecure abjective diccavery of redemption
through Christ ; that the light of nature, including tradition, 13 soflicient
to teach men the way of salvation ; that the souls of childsen are as pure
a0d holy an the soul of Adaw waa i us onginal conduion, being aferivr
to him only as to those qualifications and liabuta whiclt he recewed as
being creatéd in a state of maturity ; that o proper covenant of works
was made with Adan, ns the representative of s posteraty , hatous own
happiness ought to be aur chief end m the gervice of God; that there s
no diate p of God ding and influencing the acts of lns
reasonable creaturea, and that there willbe no sinning in hell after the
last judgment.”

The Assembly, in 1717, gave proof of the cxtent to which ercor pre-
yailed among them, by not inflicting censure on the propagator of these

of Edinburgh, who had introduced the sube |

zeal, and thus the interests of pute and vital Christianity seemed snovrn-
fuliy on the dechine, I tns state of matters the gennine servants of
I Chaet, seduced to a small remnant, ¢ teembled for the ark,! but were not
irartve  In particular, a few of thoee who were eminently distinguished
for leatning, pacty, and zeal, diew closer to each otlier, with a view to
1 devise measures for mutval defrnce and encouragement.  “Trusting in the
Lord for help, they openly united theie influence by every means 10 stem
dhe tortent of coreupisua , and wathout ceasing, they pragyed that when
t the enemy was commgz an bike a flood, the Spint of the Lord might Iftup
! a standard againat him. - Many pamphlets were issued from the press at
this periud, aad widely circolated among the people, and these, from their
cvangehical viam, and the lneul views of scupture docinne which they
¢+ presented, were the ineana of diffasing among the Chriatian laity an ne-
curate and extensive hnowledge of religious truth, and thus of enlisting
the mo«t intelligent and serious in the land, in the defence of those pure
doctrimes of grace, which ate taught i the Weatninster Confession and
Catechisma.

Amonz (e publications which now appeared, was a work called * the
Marrow at Modern Divinuty.”  The cclebrated Me. Boston, of Eurick,
accidentally met with a copy, and strongly recommended it as presenting,
in a clear and satisfactory light, the difference between the law and the
gospel,  Mr, Uag, of Carnock, publishied an edition of 1, with a recom-
mendatory preface. ‘I'he consequence wae, that great offence was given
10 thoae ministers of the Church of Scotland, who had themselves de-
parted from her standards, and who pretended to consider the senliments
contained in this work as of a dangerous tendency.

In consrquence of the ferment thus excited, a complaint was made to

errors, but atlowing tam to contmue 11 his charge,and not even
ing his errors. With lenuty, which betiayed unfaibiulness, they only
deelared * that he had vented some opinions not necessary to be taught in
divinity, and that had gven nrore occasion 1o strufe than to the promoting
edification ; and that he had used some expressions that bear, and are
used by adversanies 1n an unzound sense ; and that he had adopted some
hypotheses, different from what are commonly used among orthodox d:-
vines, that are not evidently founded on ¢cripture, and tend to athibute
t00 much to nawral reavon, and the puser of conuptnatuwe , whdiuudue

the A bly respecting the  publi of “ the Marrow of Modern
Dty The Assembly refesred the matter to their Commussion, The
Commission summoned geveral of the orthodox ministers before thent,
who approved of the Marrow, and especially Mr Uag, who declared ¢ that
the reading of the book had been bleszed to tany excellent persons, and
that, as for lameelf, he had recesved more hight about some important cone
cemna of the gloninua gospel by perusing that book, than by any other
haman writing which Providence had brouaht into his handa.

I'he controversy aumng vut of this pubhicauon, had no nmnll‘unﬂuencc

advancement of rcason and nature 33 afways to the di ut of reve
elation, and efficacivus free grace herefore, they prohibit and discharge
the eaid Mr. Simson to use such expressions. or ta traeh, pieach, vr other-
wise vent such opinions, propositions, or hy potheses, as afoics

Such was the tame, inadequate, and compronnsing deliverance of the
Assembly on this cnitieal conjunciare, whea the puiity of thea Chuich,
for the present and future generations, wns so much impenlled ; and it
was justly remarked, as fusther ndicating the lamentable growth of cor-
ruption and error, that this same A :cembly, shich showed sueh <inful in-
minciples aught to their students of

respecting the dang
Theology, manifested a very different di-position towards the Preshytery
ol Auchterarder, which,with a view to arrest the progress of Arminianizm,
had drawn up certain propositions, to which they required assent from
candidates for license.  OF these the following may be mentioned as a
specimen i—

T believe that it is not sound and orthodox to teach that we must for-
sake sin, in order to our coming 1o Christ, and instaling us in covenant
with God”  Mr. Craig, a preacher, being sefused anextract of Ins heense
for not subscribing this proposition, brought the matter before the Assem-
bly. The Supreme Court declared this ablarrence of the propocitivn as
unsound, and ordered e Presbyiery 1o give Mi. Ciaig the eauiact of
Ticense, and likewise prohubited the use of such expressions as those m
what was scoffingly called * the Auchterarder creed * By such procedure
the Assembly sanctioned the ductine that pegsons muost save themiselves
from the love and power of sin before they come to Christ, which js
equivalent to saying that a person must cure himeelf before applying to
the physician.

Tt was now evident to the seiious poruoa of the cummiunity, both man-
isters and people, that the Church of Scotiand was fast dechang from
evangelical purity, and that the standards to which they professed to ad-
here, were behieved and tavght by the gieat majority of her ministers,
Many of these were the avowed and deternuned adyocates of Amunian,
Atian, and Socinian principles, which they propagated with industry and

in ongi the 1fnited Preal Church. Tt is therefore of some
importance ta tahe particular notice of this matter. The Assembly of
1720, condeinued the book, and prolubited the reading and priaung of it,
and us recommendation from the pulpit. By this Act they greatly over-
rated theic aurhority, and showed their ignorance of human nature, for
the buuk was Lieseby broaght inte greater notice, and sought after and
read more generally, and with greater avidity.

‘The pawing of thiz Act, however, occasioned alarm and distress to
many excelleat mivisiers, and threw the religious part of the laity into
agnauon. ‘The fuend<of esangelical doctnine declared that the Assembly
had condemned “a bundle of, sweet and pleasant truths”  Mecasures
were therefore 1aken to bring the whole matter into review by the Assem-
bly ; and twelve all distinguished for y, piety, and
2¢al, and who were afterwards honorably called « The Marrow-men,”
united in a representation to the Aseembly, in which they express their
grief at the condemnatory Act, and their desire that the subject be re-con-
sidered by the Supreme Court.

In this representation, it was stated that by their condemnatory Act,
the Assembly had inflicted a severe wound on divine truth, by pronounce
ang the folivwang scopiural duetriacs 1o be unsound and dangerous, viz:
«'That m the gospel, the Facher hath made a free, unlumted offer of
Clisist, and of zalvation to ait men, by vittue of which every individual
who liears the gospel lias a warrant 1o take hold of said offer, and to ap-
ply salvauon to lus own soul, that an assured persuasion of the truth of
Goil's promise in the gospel, with respect 1o one’s self in panicular, is
meluded in the very nature of saving fasth ; that the believer’s holiness is
in no way the price nor condition of his salvation ; that believers, in
yiclding obedicnce 10 the Jaw as a rule of Life, ought not to be influenced,
ether by merccaary hopes of heaven, or by slavish fears of hell, that the
behever 1s not, :n any respect, under the law as a covenant of works;
and that it is a just and scriplqral distinction, which is made betwixt the
law as a covenant of works, and the law as a rule of life in the hand of
Christ,”




