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of ‘iivine grace, and such great and unavoidable saf-
ferings of professors, &c. Aud the Apostles knowing

. those” facts, might properly speak to, and of the
churches, as if they were societies of truly gracious

* persons, because there was just ground en such ac-
counts, to think the greater part of them to be so;
although no profession or visibility of this was requi-
site in their members by the constitution of those
churches, and the door of admission was as open for
others as for such. :

But it will appear, this cannot be a satisfactory nor
true account of the matter, if we consider the following
things. .

(E) The Apostles in the very superscripiion or

.. direction of their letters to these ebuvches, and in
Vtheir salutations at the beginning of their Epistles,
“: speak of them as gracious persons. For instance, the
-+ Apostle Peter, in the direction of bis First Letter to
*"all professing Jewish Christians through many coun-
i tries, says thus, “To the strangers scattered through.
“#Pontus, &c. elect, according to the foreknowledge of
" God the Father, through sanetification of the Spirit
" anto obedience, and sprinkling of the blood of Jesus
Christ.” And in dirvecting his Second Epistle to the
same persons, he says thus, ** Simon Peter, a servant
and an Apostle of Jesus Cbrist, to them that have
obtained Iike precious faith with us.” &e. And the
Apostle Paul directs his Epistle to the Romans thus,
1o them that be at Rome, beloved of God.” $o he
directs his First Epistle to the Corinthians thus, “ Unto
the church of God which is at Corinth, te them that
are sanctified in Christ Jesus.” In what sense he
means sanctified, his following words show, verses 4,
7, 8, 9. The sume was before obwerved of words
annexed to the Apostle’s salutations, in the beginning
of several of the Epistles. This shews, that the Apos-
tles extend this character agfar as they do the Episties
themselves.  Which surely would be very improper,
and not agreeable to trutl, if the Apostles at the same
time knew very well that such a character did not
belong to members of churches. as such, and that they
were not received into those churches with any regard
to such a character, or upon the account of any right
they had to be esteemed such manner of persons. In
the superscription of letters tosocieties of men, we are
wont to give them that title or denominati-n which
properly belongs to them as members of such a body.
Thug, if onc should write to the Royal Society n
London, cr the Royal Academy of Sciences at Paris,
it would be proper and natnral to give them the title
of Learned; for whether every one of the members
truly deserve the epithet, or not, yet the title is agree-
able to their profession, and wKat is known to be
aimed at, and is professedly insisted on, in the admis-
sion of members. But if one should write to the
House of Commons. or to the Last India Company,
and in hissuperseription give them the tisle of Learned,
this would be very improper and ill-judged ; because
that character does not belong to their profession as
members of that body, and learning is not a qualifica-
tion looked at or insisted on in their admission of
members : Nor would it excuse the impropricty. though
the writer might, from his special acquaintance, know
it to be fact, that the greater part of them were men
of learning. 1f one man should once happen thus to
inscribe a letter to them, it would be sqmetufug strange;
but more strange, if he should do it.from time to time,
or if it should appear, by various instances, to be a
custom so to direct letters to such soqtctles‘; ﬂs'lt
gecms to be the manner of the Apostles, in their Epis-
tles to Christian churches, to address them l‘mdcr mle.s
which imply & profession and visibility of true holi-
ness. i

(2.) The Apostle John, in his general Epistle, does
very plainly manifest, that all whom he wrote to were
supposed to have true grace, jn as much as he declares
this the qualification he has respect to in writing to

them, and lets them know he writes to them for that
reason, because they are supposed to be persons of the
character of such as have known God, overcome the
wicked one, and have had their sigs forgiven them.
1 Jobm ii. 12, 13, 14, 21.

(3.) The Apostles, when speaking of such as they
write to, viz. visible Christians, as a society, and repre-
senting what belongs to such a kind or sort of seciety
as the visible church is, they speak of it as visibly (z.
e., in profession and reputation) a seciety of gracious
persons. So the Apostle Peter speaks of them as a
spiritual house, an holy and royal priesthood, an holy
nation, n peculiar people, a chosen or elect genera-
tiom, called out of darkness into marvellous light. 1
Pet. ii.——The Apostle Paul also speaks of them as
the family of God. Eph. ii. 19. “And in the next
chapter he explains himself to mean that family a part
of which is in heaven ; i. e., they were by profession
and in visibility a part of that heavenly and divine
family. -

(4) The Apostle Paul speaks expressly, and from
time to time, of the members of the church he wrote to,
as all of them in esteem and visibility truly gracious
persons.  Philip. i. 6, ~*being copfident of this very
thing, that he which has begun a good work in you
will perform it until the day of the Lord Jesus Christ:
Even as it is meet for me "to think this of Yov ALLY
(that is, all singly taken, not collectively, according
to the distinction before observed). So Gal. iv. 26,
“Jerusalem which is above, which is the mother of us
ALLY?  Rom. vi. “ As MANY oF ©s as have been bap-
tized into Christ. bave been baptized into his death.”
Here he speaks of all that have been baptized ; and in
the continuation of the discourse, explaining what is
here said, he speaks of their being ““dead to sin; no
longer under the law, but under grace; having obeyed
the form of doctrine from the heart, being made irec
from sin, and become the servants of righteousness,’”
&e. Rom. xiv. 7, 8. NoNE OF s liveth to himself, and
NO MAN “dieth to himself” (taken together with the
context) ; 2 Cor. iii. 18, “We ALL with open face
beholding as in a glass,” &ec. ; and Gal. iii. “ Ye are
ALL the children of God by fajth.”

(5.) It is evident that even in those churches where
the greater part of the members were not true saints,
as in those degencrate churches of Sardis and Laodicea,
which we may suppose were become very lax in their
admissions and discipline ; yet they looked upon them-
selves as truly gracious persons, and had with others
the reputation of sach.

(6.) If we should suppose, that by reason of the ex-
traordinary state of things in that day, the Apostles
had reason t¢ think the greater part of the members of
churches to be true Christians, yet unless profession
and appearance of true Christianity was their proper
qualitication and the ground of their admission, and
unless it was supposed that all of them esteemed them-
selves true Christians, it is altogether unaceountable
that the Apostles in their Epistles to them never make
any express particular distinction between those ditfer-
ent sorts of members. If the churches were made up
of persons who the Apostles knew looked on themselves
in 50 exceeding different a state, some the children of
God, and others the children of the devil, some the
high favorites of heaven and heirs of cternal glory,
others the children of wrath, being under condemnation
to eternal death, and every moment in danger of drop-
ping into hell : I say, if this was the case, why do the
Apostles make no distinction in what they say to them
or of them, in their manner of addressing them, in the
things they set before them, an® in the counsels,
reproofs and warnings they gave them? Why do the
Apostles in their Epistles never apply themselves or
direct their speech to the unconverted members of the
churches, in particular, in & manner tending to awaken
them, and make them sensible of the miserable condi-

tion they were in, and press them to seek the converting



